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ABSTRACT

The diffuse starlight extending throughout massive galaxy clusters, known as intracluster light (ICL), has
the potential to be read as a memoir of mass accretion: informative, individual, and yet imperfect. Here, we
combine dark matter-only zoom-in simulations from the Symphony suite with the NimBUs “star-tagging” model
of the stellar halo to assess how much information about the mass assembly of an individual galaxy cluster
can be gleaned from idealized measurements of ICL outskirts. We show that the edges of a cluster’s stellar
profile—the primary (Ryp+,1) and secondary (Rgp«,2) stellar “splashback” radii—are sensitive to both continuous
mass accretion histories and discrete merger events, making them potentially powerful probes of a cluster’s past.
We find that Ry, 1 strongly correlates with the cluster’s mass ~1 dynamical time ago, while Rgpy > traces more
recent mass accretion history to a slightly lesser degree. In combination, these features can further distinguish
between clusters that have and have not undergone a major merger within the past dynamical time. We use
both to predict realistic cluster mass accretion histories with the MuLTiICAM framework. These outer ICL
features are significantly more sensitive to mass accretion and merger histories than the stellar mass gap and halo
concentration, and perform comparably to the commonly used X-ray-based tracer of relaxedness, x,¢. While
our analysis is idealized, the relevant ICL features are potentially detectable in next-generation deep imaging
of nearby clusters. This work highlights the promise of ICL measurements and lays the groundwork for more
detailed forecasts of their power.

Keywords: galaxies: clusters: general — galaxies: formation — galaxies: halos — dark matter — cosmology:
theory

1. INTRODUCTION 2022, 2024) as well as key signatures of dark matter structure
formation using light.

In dark matter halos, a particularly informative dynamical
feature is the splashback radius—the location of the collective
first apocenters of recently accreted material. The location
of these apocenters forms a quasi-spherical shell around the
halo (e.g., Adhikari et al. 2014; Mansfield et al. 2017) and
leads to a sharp drop in local density. The splashback radius
corresponds to a transition between purely infalling and viri-
alized orbits, providing a physically motivated boundary of
the halo. Notably, this radius has been shown to correlate
strongly with mass accretion rate and discrete merger events
due to the contraction of particle orbits in a rapidly deepen-
ing potential (e.g., Adhikari et al. 2014, Diemer & Kravtsov
2014; More et al. 2015, Zhang et al. 2021a, Shin & Diemer
2022). This dynamical feature need not be confined to dark
tdacunha@stanford.edu matter; the collisionless stars that form the ICL analogously

accrete onto and orbit the same gravitational potential well.

Galaxy clusters are enveloped in a vast and diffuse cloud of
starlight known as the intracluster light (ICL), composed of
stars that are gravitationally bound not to individual member
galaxies, but to the cluster potential itself. Built up through
catastrophic major mergers as well as the tidal stripping and
disruption of smaller satellite galaxies (see Contini 2021 and
Montes 2022 for recent reviews), the ICL carries a cumulative
record of a cluster’s past members and accretion history. As
the ICL’s stars are ex-situ, collisionless, and follow the grav-
itational potential, the ICL may further serve as a luminous
counterpart to the dark matter. Thus, the ICL offers a unique
opportunity to trace the vast spatial extent of dark matter halos
(e.g. Montes & Trujillo 2019; Asensio et al. 2020; Yoo et al.


http://orcid.org/0000-0002-4746-2128
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9863-5394
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-2229-011X
mailto: tdacunha@stanford.edu
https://arxiv.org/abs/2508.02837v2

2 DACUNHA ET AL.

A luminous reflection of the splashback feature could bring
to light the mass accretion history (MAH) and the dynamical
state of individual clusters, allowing for better understand-
ing of scatter in scaling relations and cluster properties, the
identification of merging systems for analysis or exclusion in
equilibrium studies, and deeper understanding of how these
massive systems form and evolve. Deason et al. (2021) found
that simulated clusters exhibit two splashback-like features in
the stellar halo, corresponding to the first and second orbital
apocenters of stars and related to the dark matter splashback
feature and recent mass accretion rate. Observationally, Gon-
zalez et al. (2021) subsequently presented tentative evidence
for a steep drop in the ICL of MACS J1149.5+2223, poten-
tially associated with the stellar splashback radius. These
studies raise the intriguing possibility that the outer ICL can
be used to trace not only a cluster’s extent, but its rich assem-
bly history.

In recent years, several other features of the ICL and stellar
halos have emerged as probes of the recent merger histories of
clusters and massive galaxies. These features have included
stellar mass density profiles (e.g Pillepich et al. 2014; Rey
& Starkenburg 2021; Genina et al. 2022; Yoo et al. 2024),
two-dimensional spatial distributions of the ICL compared to
the dark matter (e.g. Yoo et al. 2022, 2024), and the frac-
tion of stellar mass residing in the ICL (e.g. Conroy et al.
2007; Rudick et al. 2011; Cui et al. 2014; Contini et al. 2023;
Contreras-Santos et al. 2024; Golden-Marx et al. 2024; Kim-
mig et al. 2025).

Despite the emergence of the ICL as a potential tracer of
merger histories as well as dark matter halos and the tanta-
lizing hints of dynamical outer ICL features, the predictive
power of stellar splashback features has yet to be fully ex-
plored. Do these features encode measurable signatures of
a cluster’s past accretion and merger activity? How do they
compare to more traditional proxies of formation history, such
as halo concentration or the satellite stellar mass gap? And
can they be used to reconstruct continuous mass accretion
histories of individual clusters?

In this paper, we probe how much information in an in-
dividual cluster’s mass accretion and merger history can be
extracted from the stellar splashback features of its ICL. In
other words, we read the faint starlight of galaxy clusters
as a memoir of mass accretion: informative, individual, but
likely imperfect. Using high-resolution Symphony simula-
tions and the NiMBUSs star-tagging model, we make profile-
and orbit-based estimates of the primary and secondary stellar
splashback radii and analyze their correlation with continuous
and discrete mass accretion histories. We assess their predic-
tive power using the MuLTiICAM framework, and compare
their performance to established structural and X-ray-based
tracers. Finally, we consider their observational prospects,
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Figure 1. An illustration of the procedure of measurements and
analysis as described in detail in Section 4, Section 5, and Section 6.
We measure the present-day primary and secondary stellar splash-
back radii of simulated clusters (see Section 4) and probe how they
inform the continuous mass accretion histories (MAH) (Section 5)
and discrete merger histories of the clusters (Section 6). See the text
in Section 2 for a description of each panel and toy figure.

and the promise of ICL splashback measurements in next-
generation surveys.

2. STRUCTURAL OVERVIEW

The structure of this work is as follows. In Section 3,
we describe the high-resolution simulations and star-tagging
framework used along with our simulated cluster sample. We
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Figure 2. Projected stellar density maps for ten example clusters out of our sample of 79 galaxy clusters illustrating the diversity of stellar

distributions captured by the NimBUS star-tagging framework.

illustrate the process of our subsequent measurements and
analysis in Figure 1. As shown in the upper panel of Figure 1,
we first measure the stellar splashback radii (see Section 4).
The toy figures show measured stellar splashback radii from
the stellar mass density profile (a) resulting in distributions of
primary and secondary stellar splashback radii for our sam-
ple of clusters (b). In the center left panel, we measure the
continuous MAH for each cluster with the toy figure (c) il-
lustrating the mass of a cluster as a function of cosmological
scale factor (see Section 5). In the lower-left panel, we corre-
late the stellar splashback radii with the continuous MAH as
shown by the toy scatter plot (e) of the primary stellar splash-
back plotted against the mass of the cluster at a specific scale
factor (see Section 5.1). We then depict the reconstruction
of sample continuous MAHs for each cluster given a pair of
stellar splashback radii in toy figure (f) (see Section 5.2). In
the center-right panel, we measure the discrete merger history
of each cluster with toy figure (d) illustrating discrete merger
events with different merger ratios occurring at a range of
scale factors (see Section 6). In the lower right panel, we
classify the occurrence of mergers based on the values of
each stellar splashback radii as illustrated in toy figure (g)
by a distribution of stellar splashback radii corresponding to
clusters that experienced a past merger (darker yellow) and
a distribution that did not (lighter yellow) (see Section 6.1).
We also illustrate in toy figure (h) the same exercise but clas-
sifying in the multivariable space of both stellar splashback
radii (see Section 6.2). In Section 7, we discuss the range of
surface brightnesses potentially occupied by these faint outer
features of the ICL and the potential for observing them with
next-generation imaging surveys. In Section 8, we summarize
and conclude.

3. SIMULATIONS AND STAR-TAGGING FRAMEWORK

In this work, we leverage the Symphony simulation suite
(Nadler et al. 2022), a compilation of cosmological cold
dark matter (CDM) zoom-in simulations spanning nearly
four orders of magnitude in host halo mass. Here, we fo-
cus on the most massive suite, SyYMPHONYCLUSTER (Wu et al.
2013b,a), which enables us to provide a controlled sample
of massive clusters with well-resolved outskirts. These hosts
were selected from the Carmen simulation (McBride et al.
2009) and have z = 0 virial masses between 8.2 x 10'* Mg
and 1.0 x 10 My, with a mean of 9.2 x 10'* M. The
simulations adopt a flat ACDM cosmology with parameters
h =0.7,Qy =0.25, Q) =0.75, oy = 0.8, and ng = 0.96.
The dark matter particle mass is 1.8 X 108 Mg, and the co-
moving Plummer-equivalent gravitational softening length is
3250 h~! pc. Each simulation contains 200 snapshots, log-
arithmically spaced between scale factors a = 0.075 and
a = 1.00, corresponding to approximately 25 snapshots per
dynamical (crossing) time at z = 0.

We identify halos and subhalos using the RocksTtar halo
finder (Behroozi et al. 2013a) and construct merger trees with
ConsisTENT-TREES (Behroozi et al. 2013b).

3.1. Star-tagging

To model the distribution of stars in the ICL, we apply the
NiMmBuUs star-tagging framework (Mansfield et al., in prep).
NimBus assigns stellar mass to dark matter particles in in-
falling subhalos based on orbital energy and empirical struc-
tural relations, allowing us to model the disruption and deposi-
tion of stellar mass into the ICL in a realistic and dynamically
stable manner. This method builds on a well-established body
of work that typically involves tagging the most-bound frac-
tion of dark matter particles with stellar mass (e.g., De Lucia



4 DACUNHA ET AL.

& Helmi 2008; Cooper et al. 2010; Bailin et al. 2014; Dea-
son et al. 2022), and in some cases, performing abundance
matching on particle energy distributions (Bullock & John-
ston 2005). To produce more realistic orbital structures, Nim-
BUS constructs a galaxy’s stellar density profile by superpos-
ing subsets of particles with time-stable radial distributions.
This approach enables the generation of stellar halos that are
dynamically stable and can flexibly match a wide range of
target density profiles. We illustrate the diversity of cluster
stellar distributions star-tagged with NmmBus in Figure 2. For
a more detailed description of the NimBUs methodology and
its limitations, we refer the reader to Mansfield et al., in prep.
As we argue in Appendix A, even substantial changes in the
size of our tagged galaxies or meaningful changes in the shape
of the stellar surface density profiles have negligible impacts
on the location of the splashback radius, so it is unlikely that
the details of our star-tagging scheme strongly impact our
results.

We outline the specific relations that constitute our galaxy—
halo connection model. We use the UNIVERSEMACHINE stellar
mass—halo mass (SMHM) relation fit from Behroozi et al.
(2019) with a scatter of 0.2 dex (Wechsler & Tinker 2018).
We use the size—virial radius relation from Jiang et al. (2019)
that fits galaxy sizes as a function of redshift and concentration
using the redshift-dependent abundance matching results of
Somerville et al. (2018) based on GAMA and CANDELS
survey galaxies. This relation is as follows:

T'x

X =0.02(1 +2)"%%(c/10)7%7 (1)

I'vir

where ry is the 3D stellar half-mass radius and c is the con-
centration. We include a 0.2 dex scatter in this relation. In
Appendix A, we examine the impact of drastically varying the
size—virial radius relation on the measured stellar splashback
radii and demonstrate that they are only slightly sensitive to
such extreme variations in the relation. The satellite galaxy
stellar density profiles are parameterized by de-projected
Sérsic profiles, a default option in NimmBuUs that determines
a profile shape given r,, the 3D stellar half-mass radius ob-
tained with the Jiang et al. (2019) relation, and M., the stellar
mass using the above SMHM relation. The Sérsic index
nsersic of the Sérsic profile is determined using an My — ngersic
relation fit to a large stellar mass range of galaxies from the
GAMA survey as well as lower mass satellite galaxies around
the Milky Way and M31. A detailed discussion of the de-
projected Sérsic profiles and Sérsic indices can be found in
Mansfield et al., in prep. We test the impact of ngersic On our
ICL measurements by fixing the Sérsic index for all satellite
galaxies and varying over 0 < log; (#sersic) < 0.75 and find
that our measurements of the stellar splashback radii vary by
less than 5%. We also note that using an alternate profile such
as the Plummer model does not alter our conclusions.

We note potential caveats for this star-tagging scheme in
the context of the ICL. The host dark matter halo does not get
tagged with stars and, therefore, there is neither a brightest
central galaxy (BCG) nor an “in-situ” component to our ICL.
Though the contribution of in-situ stars to the ICL is widely
considered to be subdominant to other assembly channels,
the exact fraction and its radial dependence is an ongoing
topic of research. Observational studies of the inner 100 kpc
of individual clusters’ ICL have estimated in-situ fractions
as low as 1% (Melnick et al. 2012) or as high as 15-21%
(Barfety et al. 2022). In simulations, Puchwein et al. (2010)
found a ~30% in-situ ICL fraction, but acknowledged that
their outer halo star formation could be spurious. More recent
MlustrisTNG simulation studies of similarly massive clusters
to our sample have shown in-situ ICL fractions of less than
~5-10% within radial ranges of 100 kpc and Rygo. (Pillepich
etal. 2018) and 30 kpc and Rsoo. (Montenegro-Taborda et al.
2023), though see Ahvazi et al. (2024) for a recent study
claiming diffuse star formation-driven in-situ ICL fractions
of ~8-28% in three lower mass TNGS50 clusters. The Horizon
Run 5 and Horizon-AGN simulations have also recently both
found in-situ ICL fractions of less than ~0.5% for host halos
at slightly lower mass than our sample (Brown et al. 2024;
Joo et al. 2024).

We stress that the ICL features we probe in this work are
beyond 1 Mpc from the cluster center and therefore unlikely to
host any significant in-situ stellar component from processes
in a cluster’s core. We also note that observationally, it is
nontrivial to separate the BCG from the ICL of a cluster and
it has been suggested that the two should be treated as one
system (see Montes 2022 and references therein). However,
the ICL features beyond 1 Mpc should also not be affected
by this transition from the ICL to the BCG, as it occurs at
significantly smaller clustocentric distances. In this analysis,
we purely consider the ex-situ ICL built up by stripped and
merging galaxies (i.e., star-tagged subhalos) and claim that
any small in-situ component or BCG contribution extend-
ing to such large clustocentric distances could be considered
an as yet unmodeled observational effect on our theoretical
measurement of features of the ex-situ ICL.

Two other caveats to this star-tagging method are the lack
of a self-gravitating stellar component and the lack of central
disk potentials that can impact the satellite galaxies that infall
onto the cluster. The former might cause satellite galaxies
to disrupt more readily than if their tagged stars increased
their bound mass and the latter might effect the tidal strip-
ping and disruption of satellites (e.g. Garrison-Kimmel et al.
2017; Wang et al. 2024), thereby affecting the buildup of the
ICL. We leave formal analyses of the impact of these missing
components to future work.
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Figure 3. An example of the stellar density maps, phase space distributions, and radial stellar mass density profiles and our separation of particle
populations for a cluster following the methods described in Section 4.1. In the left column, we show the projected stellar mass density map of
the cluster and indicate the relevant radii. In the central column, we show the density of stellar mass in radial velocity phase space separated into
particles on infall, first orbit, and second orbit. As particles are only star-tagged after crossing Ry, the infall panel is lacking any stars outside
that radius. In the right column, we show the profiles and corresponding log derivatives of particles on all orbits, on first orbit, and on second
orbit. The dashed circles and vertical lines indicate the resulting measured primary and secondary stellar splashback radii for this cluster.

4. MEASUREMENT OF PRESENT-DAY CLUSTER
PROPERTIES

We aim to probe the historical information imprinted in
the present-day properties of the outer ICL and compare how
much information about previous mass growth is contained
in these outer stellar features compared to more traditional
tracers of formation history. In this section, we summarize
the simulated cluster properties studied in this paper and our
measurement methods.

4.1. Measurement of Stellar Splashback Radii

We center our analysis on two idealized measurements of
the edges of the stellar halo, which we refer to as the primary
and secondary stellar splashback radii. These measurements
described in this section correspond to the toy depictions
presented in the upper most box of Figure 1.

The term “splashback radius” commonly refers to a physi-
cally motivated boundary to dark matter halos that separates
infalling matter from orbiting matter at the apocenter of par-
ticles on their first orbit. In idealized spherical systems, the
splashback feature is a sharp density caustic created by the
pileup of particles with zero radial velocity at the apocenters
of their orbits. In the radial density profiles of a non-idealized

and triaxial halo, this feature appears as a steepening in the
density profile slope near this radius. Thus, the splashback
radius is often measured as the minimum of the log deriva-
tive of the radial density profile (Diemer & Kravtsov 2014;
Adhikari et al. 2014; More et al. 2015; Shi 2016).

This operational definition of the splashback radius is often
applied to stacks of radial density profiles as opposed to indi-
vidual halo profiles in simulations and observations (Diemer
& Kravtsov 2014; Adhikari et al. 2014; More et al. 2015;
Adhikari et al. 2016; More et al. 2016). Stacking radial den-
sity profiles reduces the noise from individual cluster profiles
but can also both smear out splashback radii at different radii
and bias measured splashback features due to the presence of
massive subhalos (see Section 4.2 in Mansfield et al. 2017
for a detailed analysis of this latter effect). Besides density
profile methods, the splashback features in individual simu-
lated halos have been accurately located using algorithms that
leverage the three-dimensional density field (Mansfield et al.
2017) or particle orbits (Diemer 2017). We aim to relate the
features of individual clusters’ ICL to their mass accretion
histories and therefore focus on idealized measurements for
individual clusters as opposed to stacks.



6 DACUNHA ET AL.

The splashback radius typically refers to the feature made
by particles on their first orbit. For clarity, we hereafter
refer to this feature as the primary splashback radius or Rgp ;.
Particles that have orbited twice will imprint the edge of
their orbital distribution at their apocenter as a secondary
slope steepening on the density profile. Sometimes referred
to as the “second caustic”, this secondary splashback radius
or Ry, > appears at smaller radii compared to the primary
splashback radius. This can be understood as a consequence
of the characteristic size of a particle’s orbit scaling with the
virial radius Ry, at the time of its infall (see Figure 2 in Diemer
2017 for a depiction of a similar scaling with Rogom). AS Ryir
grows with time, so do the sizes of particles’ orbits, resulting
in larger apocenter radii for particles on their first orbit as
compared to those on their second. Though there are smaller-
radius, higher-order splashback radii which correspond to
every integer number of orbits, we restrict ourselves to only
the first and second splashback radii in this work.

The traditional splashback radius discussed above is defined
in the dark matter distribution. We will refer to the analogous
splashback features imprinted on the ICL as the primary and
secondary “stellar” splashback radii or Rgpx,1 and Rgps 2, Te-
spectively. The stellar splashback radii are formed in a similar
way to the dark matter splashback radii, except that instead
of forming from all the halo’s accreted matter, they consist of
star particles which have been tidally stripped from accreted
satellites.

Star particles in the simulation are only tracked when they
have crossed Ry of a host halo, leading to a potential arti-
ficial buildup of particles within Ryj,. As we aim to study
the splashback effect that manifests as a steepening of the
outer density profile, we exclude the infalling population to
avoid artificially enhanced density at R.;; However, while
steepening of the profile occurs at Ry« 1, there is no adjacent
shallower profile made by infalling particles to form a min-
ima. Therefore, instead of measuring the stellar splashback
radii as minima of the log density profiles, we identify them
using both density profiles and individual particle orbits. We
define Rgp,1 and Rgpx 2 to be the radius corresponding to a
fixed cutoff in the log derivative (in other words, a cutoff in
the slope) of the density profiles of star particles on their first
and second orbits, respectively.

We define particles on their first orbit to be those that have
passed the first pericenter of their orbit but not the second.
We similarly define particles on their second orbit to be those
that have passed their second pericenter but not their third.
We therefore begin by measuring the first, second, and third
pericenter of each particle that falls into each cluster. In a sim-
plification of the method used in Diemer (2022), we define a
given particle’s pericenter passage as its crossing from nega-
tive to positive radial velocity, restricted to when the particle
is within 1Ry;; of the host cluster. Our determination of peri-

center requires two snapshots with negative radial velocity
followed by two snapshots with positive radial velocity. The
third snapshot of those four is then labeled as that particle’s
first snapshot post-pericenter. We conducted a review of 300
particle orbits at a range of snapshots and judged whether the
above pericenter-finding algorithm qualitatively matched our
assessment of pericenter time based on manual inspection.
This test showed that our pericenter-finding algorithm could
identify first pericenter correctly ~98% of the time, second
pericenter over ~95% of the time, and third pericenter over
~90% of the time. Much of the decreasing accuracy is just
caused by the output cadence of the simulation. Since our
snapshots are logarithmically spaced in a(t), second and third
orbits will always be less well-sampled than first orbits. We
also find that most of our our inaccuracy is limited to pericen-
ters at early times; snapshots at later times still achieve ~98%
accuracy for third pericenter. In our analyses of particles on
their first and second orbits, we consider only particles that
have undergone infall after the fifth snapshot (¢ = 0.08) in
order to mitigate the effects of early pericenter misidentifi-
cation of particles that sank to the center of the cluster early
on and remained there. This does not impact our results as
we only analyze particles on their first and second orbits at
late times. In the central panels of Figure 3, we show the star
particles of an example cluster separated into those on infall,
first orbit, and second orbit in radial velocity phase space.

In order to measure Rgp«,1 and Rgps,2 for each cluster, we
then measure the radial stellar mass density profiles of the
particles determined to be on on their first and second or-
bits, respectively. Instead of the commonly used spherically-
averaged radial profile, we use an angular median radial pro-
file to mitigate the impact of massive subhalos on the more
general shape and features of the stellar profile (see Sec-
tions 4.2 and 4.3 of Mansfield et al. 2017 for an analysis of
the effects of massive subhalos on the radial density profile
and splashback measurements). The angular median pro-
file method (Mansfield et al. 2017) consists of dividing each
spherical shell into a fixed number of solid-angle segments
and taking the median mass density value of the segments to
construct the radial profile. We use 50 logarithmically dis-
tributed radial bins between 0.05 Mpc and 2.5 Mpc (~ 30
per decade) and 98 solid-angle segments for each radial shell
chosen with a two-hemisphere variation on the algorithm pre-
sented in Gringorten & Yepez (1992). In the upper right panel
of Figure 3, we show the angular median method radial stellar
mass density profiles of all particles and those on their first
and second orbits for an example cluster.

We note that this angular median method, also employed
by Deason et al. (2021), is distinct to observational methods
of ICL measurement, which include surface brightness cuts,
composite model fitting, and increasingly complex algorithms
for isolating the diffuse light (see Montes 2022 and references
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therein). It is also distinct to the use of only unbound stars
in simulated ICL or stellar halo measurements. However, our
method allows us to probe the underlying diffuse distribution
of ICL stars without making nontrivial decisions about which
particles are bound or unbound to substructure. While it
might not be a straightforward comparison between the angu-
lar median ICL profile in simulations and observational ICL
profiles, this angular median method of studying underlying
features of the ICL in simulations and observations is poten-
tially less impacted by small definitional changes of the ICL.
We stress that this initial exploration of the information held
in features of the ICL profile is highly idealized.

Following our measurement of the radial density profiles,
we use a fourth-order Savitsky—Golay algorithm (Savitzky
& Golay 1964) to smoothly obtain the log derivatives of the
profiles using a window size of 15 radial bins. In Appendix B,
we demonstrate that one of our key results, the correlation of
Rspx,1 with the MAH, is trends only slightly with this choice
of window size. As we only include particles on certain orbits
around the host and not those infalling, the slope of the log
derivative will continue falling to negative infinity. Therefore,
we pin our measure of the stellar splashback radius to a slope
cutoff of —8, which roughly aligns with the minimum slope
in the total profile that would indicate Ryp. 2. The exact slope
cutoff chosen is not critical as we aim to study the relation
between the “edge” of the profiles and the assembly histories
of the cluster and consistently apply this definition of the edge
over all the clusters. Nevertheless, in Appendix B, we find that
our results are largely insensitive to this choice of slope cutoff.
Because of this insensitivity, we do not fine-tune our window
size or slope cutoff to maximize the strength of our results
and instead continue with our initial choices: the ones stated
in this Section. The radii corresponding to this slope cutoff
for each particle population of each cluster results in idealized
Rspx,1 and Rgps > measurements for the cluster sample. We
make this measurement at a range of timescales. In this work,
we focus on our “present-day”” snapshot, set to be scale factor
a = 0.99. We choose this snapshot in order to have the full
pericenter information, which requires a snapshot after the
one of interest (¢ = 1.0) as described above. In the lower
right panel of Figure 3, we show the log derivatives of the
profiles and the resulting measured locations of Rgy. 1 and
Rpx2 for an example cluster at a = 0.99.

4.2. Measurement of Other Present-day Properties

We contextualize the information contained in the stellar
splashback radii by comparing to a few commonly used trac-
ers of formation history and relaxedness. In this section, we
describe the measurement of these properties in the simula-
tion.

One halo property we consider is xof, the offset between
the center of mass of the dark matter halo and its most bound

particle, normalized by the virial radius of the halo:
Xoft = Xoft/ Rvir- 2

This spatial offset is considered to be a tracer of the dynam-
ical state or “relaxation” of a cluster (Power et al. 2012) as
well as correlated to age indicators (Neto et al. 2007). The
offset and its relation to mass growth can be intuitively un-
derstood as a result of recent mergers disturbing the central
regions of a cluster and creating deviations from spherical
symmetry. Observationally, this offset can be probed by the
separation between the BCG and the center of the dark matter
distribution as probed by weak lensing or the center of the hot
gas distribution as probed by X-ray observations (Yoo et al.
2024).

We also consider the concentration cviy = Ryir/Rs, Where
Ry is the scale radius in an NFW profile. Instead of fitting
an NFW profile to determine Ry, c.j; is calculated using the
maximum circular velocity vmax, the virial velocity Vij =

%, and NFW assumptions (e.g., Klypin et al. 2011).
This is done by solving the following equations for cyj;:

Cvir VI%IB.X Xmax
S (cvir) - V\%ir S (*max) ©
@) =In(l+2) - . @

where xmax = Rmax/Rs = 2.1626. Halo concentration has
long been connected with the mass assembly histories of
halos. Intuitively, the central densities of halos grow rapidly in
response to high mass accretion that reaches inner regions and
slows as low mass accretion builds up accreted matter outside
those regions. The significant impact of formation histories
and mergers on halo concentrations has been examined in
various works (e.g., Wechsler et al. 2002; Zhao et al. 2003;
Ludlow etal. 2012; Rey et al. 2019; Wang et al. 2020; Johnson
et al. 2021; Stevanovich et al. 2023).

The final property we compare to is M, 2, the stellar mass
gap. This property is an analog of the magnitude gap, the
magnitude difference between the two brightest galaxies in a
cluster. Earlier forming halos are thought to have old cen-
tral galaxies that have grown from mergers and are therefore
substantially brighter than surrounding satellite galaxies, re-
sulting in a noticeable magnitude gap. We define the stellar
mass gap for each cluster to be the logarithmic difference be-
tween the highest and second highest stellar mass galaxy in
the cluster:

My 2 = log(Myi/My2). (5

We use the SMHM relation including 0.2 dex of scatter as
discussed in Section 3.1. In order to account for the scatter in
this SMHM relation, we use 1000 realizations of the stellar
mass gap for each cluster and treat each realization as if it
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belongs to a separate cluster for our later analyses. We treat
the stellar mass gap in this way as it is necessarily highly
impacted by realizations of the stellar mass and the scatter in
the relation. In essence, we study a probability distribution of
the stellar mass gap. We further test the stellar mass gap My 4
defined using the first and fourth highest stellar mass galaxy
in the cluster and find it to be less informative than M, ». The
magnitude gap and the stellar mass gap have been examined
as strong predictors for the formation time (e.g., Jones et al.
2003; D’onghia et al. 2005; von Benda-Beckmann et al. 2008;
Dariush et al. 2010; Deason et al. 2013; Raouf et al. 2014;
Vitorelli et al. 2018) and dynamical state of clusters (e.g.,
Zarattini et al. 2015; Raouf et al. 2016; Yoo et al. 2024; Casas
et al. 2024; Golden-Marx et al. 2024).

5. CONTINUOUS MASS ACCRETION HISTORY

Motivated by the relation between the dark matter splash-
back radius of clusters and their accretion rate, along with
the ICL’s role as a visible tracer of the dark matter distribu-
tion, we investigate how our idealized measurements of stellar
splashback radii inform the continuous MAHs of the massive
clusters in the Symphony simulation suite. This section of
our analysis corresponds to the left-hand panels of Figure 1.
As illustrated in the center left panel of Figure 1, we measure
the continuous MAH as the mass of the cluster as a function
of time or scale factor. In Section 6, we contrast this with the
discrete merger history, the major mergers experienced by a
cluster over time. In Section 5.1, we find that the present-day
stellar splashback radii are strongly correlated with the con-
tinuous MAHS of our cluster sample, particularly at certain
timescales. In Section 5.2, we use the stellar splashback radii
to reconstruct the MAHs of individual clusters.

We first present our notation and parametrization of the
continuous MAH. We measure time using the cosmological
scale factor as well as in units of dynamical time. The cos-
mological scale factor is defined in terms of redshift z as:

1
a(z) = l_-l—z (6)

The dynamical time associated with halos at each redshift z
can be defined as the time it takes to cross 2Ry, at that given

2.
2Rvir 2Rvir 3
t — — = 9 7
dyn(Z) Weir G M. 7Gpyir(2) v
Rvir

where Vi is defined as a typical velocity at Ryi; and pyi; is
the enclosed density within Ry, as calculated with the Bryan
& Norman (1998) convention. Note that all halos at a given
redshift have the same pyi;. Therefore, f4y, depends only
on cosmology and redshift, not on the specifics of halos.
Following Jiang & van den Bosch (2016) and Wang et al.
(2020), we define T as a measure of time in units of dynamical

time:

t(a)
T(as arep) = / _dr_ ®)
t

(arer) tdyn(t) ’

where #(a) is the age of the universe at a given scale fac-
tor a and arr is the reference scale epoch. Following the
parametrization of Mendoza et al. (2023), we measure mono-
tonic MAHs for each cluster using the peak virial mass nor-
malized with the a = 0.99 peak virial mass:

Mpeak(a)

m(a) = —————, 9
(@) Mpeax(a = 0.99) ©)

where Mpeq is defined as
Mpeak(ai) = mansi[Mvir(aj)]- (10)

This mass fraction relative to a cluster’s present-day mass
m(a) can also be written as m(T), a function of dynamical
times from an a = 0.99 reference epoch, using Equation 8.

5.1. Correlations with Continuous Mass Accretion history

To probe the information that our measured features of the
ICL contain about the continuous mass growth of clusters, we
begin by considering the correlations between their present-
day properties and MAHs. This analysis corresponds to the
toy illustration in the upper part of the lower left panel in
Figure 1. Using the methods detailed in Section 4.1, we mea-
sure the primary and secondary stellar splashback features as
well as several traditional cluster properties of the 79 galaxy
clusters in our sample at a = 0.99. In Figure 4, as a function
of time 7', we determine the Spearman’s rank correlation co-
efficient between each property and the MAH parameterized
as m(T) (see Equation 9). We measure time 7 in units of
number of dynamical times (see Equation 8) and include the
corresponding scale factors in the upper x-axis. In addition
to our proposed tracers of MAH, the primary and secondary
splashback Rgps,1 and Rgps 2, we display correlation coeffi-
cients for traditional tracers: the normalized offset between
the halo’s center of mass and its most bound particle, xqg, the
stellar mass gap M, 2, and the concentration cyi;. The shaded
bands around each curve indicate the jackknife standard er-
ror estimated using the leave-one-out method, rerunning the
analysis removing each cluster one at a time.

The primary stellar splashback radius Ry, 1 is strongly cor-
related with the mass of the cluster, particularly between 2.0
and 0.5 dynamical times in the past (equivalently between a ~
0.6 and a = 0.85), peaking at 1.16 dynamical times ago. The
secondary stellar splashback radius Rp« 2 is also strongly cor-
related, though to a slightly lesser degree, and peaks at a more
recent timescale of 0.73 dynamical times ago. Rgpx,2 has a
secondary increase with lower correlation at ~ 2.5 dynami-
cal times ago. Given that Ry, > is the signature of particles
on their second orbit, it would be natural to expect that it
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Figure 4. Spearman’s correlation coefficients between present-day
cluster properties and the mass accretion history (MAH) as a function
of time. Time 7 is measured in units of number of dynamical times
(where T= 0 indicates present-day) and corresponding scale factors
are included in the upper x-axis for reference. The shaded bands
indicate the jackknife-estimated standard error (see Section 5.1 for
further details). We plot our proposed tracers of the MAH (solid
lines): the primary stellar splashback Rp,1 and the secondary stellar
splashback Rgpy 2. Traditional tracers of the MAH are shown for
comparison (dashed lines): the central offset x, the concentration
Cvir, and the stellar mass gap My 2. Rspa,1 is highly correlated
with m(T’) with a peak 1.16 dynamical times ago. Rgpx2 is strongly
correlated to a slightly lesser degree and peaks more recently, 0.73
dynamical times ago. X is correlated similarly to Rgpx 2, but My 2
and cyi; are both substantially less correlated with MAH than the
stellar splashback tracers.

would probe earlier timescales instead of peaking at a more
recent timescale than the primary stellar splashback. How-
ever, this difference of approximately half a dynamical time
could be a result of infalling mass spending less time within
the smaller radius of Rgpx 2, leading to a shorter experience of
and faster recovery from the gravitational contraction shrink-
ing the splashback density features. This also aligns with
the findings of Lucie-Smith et al. (2022) that the outer pro-
files of halos are sensitive to several timescales including
recent mergers. We also note that we find the correlation
strengths of the stellar splashback radii to be largely insen-
sitive to the inclusion of scatter in the SMHM relation. We
also test how sensitive the correlation between Rgpy,1 and a
cluster’s MAH is under variations in the stellar splashback
measurement methodology in Appendix B.

Comparing to our additional measured cluster properties,
Xoff has similar correlation strength to Rgp«,> and lower cor-

relation strength than Rgy. 1. The correlation curve of xof
is maximized at 0.86 dynamical times in the past, between
the two stellar splashback radii, though it maintains similarly
high correlation between ~ 1.2 and ~ 0.7 dynamical times
ago. This is a particularly useful point of comparison as x is
an idealized version of the traditional tracer of recent merger
activity typically probed by the X-ray emission of hot gas
or weak lensing mass distributions. The concentration cyj
is less correlated than both the stellar splashback radii and
probes approximately 1.5 dynamical times ago. The stellar
mass gap M, 5 is correlated with MAH to a similar degree as
cvir and appears to probe earlier timescales with a broad peak
at 2.69 dynamical times ago. As expected, the correlation
strength of M, > is sensitive to the inclusion of scatter in the
SMHM relation. When the scatter is increased from 0.2 dex
to 0.3 dex, we find that the peak of the correlation curve of
M. 1,2 decreases tO Pspearman = 0.2.

Shin & Diemer (2022) performed a similar analysis of the
dark matter splashback correlation with the continuous mass
accretion history and found that the correlation of their high
mass sample peaked ~ 1 —1.5 dynamical times ago. The con-
sistency of our stellar splashback results with the dark matter
splashback results of Shin & Diemer (2022) supports the use
of these ICL features as visible tracers of dark matter dynam-
ical signatures. Comparing to the analogous xof Spearman’s
correlation curves shown in Mendoza et al. (2023) using the
Bolshoi dark matter-only cosmological simulations, our xog
peak correlation epoch is at slightly more recent timescales
and shows higher correlation strength. Our cj curve also
peaks at more recent timescales and at lower pgpearman than
for the halo sample of Mendoza et al. (2023). That work
included a large sample of significantly lower mass galaxies
(Myir ~ 1012471 My). The differences in our results could
potentially indicate a halo mass dependence in the timescales
and strength of correlation with MAH. The epoch of cyi;’s
peak correlation is in close agreement with the findings of
Wang et al. (2020) for halos in a similar mass range. How-
ever, the amplitude of our correlation curve is lower than the
Pspearman Of 0.6 seen in their figure 1.

The high correlation between the two stellar splashback
radii and MAH as well as the complementarity of the
timescales probed open an intriguing avenue for reconstruct-
ing the MAH of an individual cluster using the outer features
of its ICL distribution.

5.2. Reconstruction of Continuous Mass Accretion History

We have demonstrated that idealized measurements of the
primary and secondary stellar splashback radii are highly
correlated with the MAH. The correlation curves shown in
Figure 4 indicate that there are a range of timescales probed by
the splashback radii and that notably, the two features probe
different timescales. In this section, we use the combined
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Figure 5. Example true MAHs, 200 MuLTiICAM model reconstructed MAH samples, and medians of MuLTiICAM model reconstructed MAH
samples for three clusters. MAHs are plotted as m(T') as a function of T, time in units of dynamical times where 7 = 0 is present day and the
corresponding scale factors are indicating in the upper x-axis. The three clusters shown reflect three percentiles of accuracy in model predictions
(where lower percentiles indicate higher accuracy). Accuracy is quantified here by the root mean squared error (RMSE) between the median
reconstructed MAH and the true MAH. The 10% percentile cluster has a closer recovery of true MAH in its median reconstructed MAH than

the 90™ percentile cluster.

information of the two present-day stellar splashback radii
to reconstruct the individual MAHs of our sample of clusters
with an emphasis on the range of timescales best probed. This
analysis corresponds to the toy illustration in the lower part
of the lower left panel in Figure 1. We also show how the
predictions of the model vary more generally as a function of
Rspx,1 and Ry, 2 at a range of epochs.

To reconstruct the MAHSs, we use the MuLTiICAM frame-
work presented in Mendoza et al. (2023). The MurLTiCAM
algorithm incorporates a generalized version of conditional
abundance matching to relate full MAHs of halos with single-
epoch halo properties. MuLTICAM computes the Spearman
cross-correlation matrix between all input quantities (halo
properties) and output quantities (MAHs), generates samples
from a simple multi-dimensional Gaussian with that cross-
correlation matrix, and rescales the marginal distributions of
that distribution to match those found in the training set. In
this sense, it can be thought of as a very simple special case
of a Gaussian Process. In cases where the distribution MuL-
TICAM is modeling is well-described by a Gaussian copula,
MultiCAM will generate exact samples from that distribution.

We provide MuLTICAM the present-day Rgpa,1 and Rgpx 2
values and the MAHs for the corresponding clusters in our
sample. To test MuLTICAM’s predictions on reconstructing a
given cluster’s MAH, we leave that cluster out and train on the
remaining 78 clusters. In order to enforce a monotonically
increasing MAH, we choose to provide the differential MAH,

which we define as:
om(a;) = In[m(ai+1)/m(ai)l, (11)

where a; is the scale factor at a given snapshot as in Equa-
tion 10. Monotonicity is enforced in MuLTiICAM’s predic-
tion by construction. Since m(a = 1) = 1 by definition
(see Equation 9), the MAHS’ m(a) can be recovered from a
given ém(a). MurLtiCAM returns its predictions for given
values of Rgpx,1 and Rgpx 2 in the form of a set of sample
predictions that incorporate the scatter of the target distribu-
tion, as opposed to a single predicted MAH. We determine
the accuracy of the predictions by comparing the median of
the sample predictions to the true MAH in the range between
a = 0.6 and a = 0.9 and calculate the root mean squared
error (RMSE). We choose this range as our focus since this
is the range of epochs we appear to have sensitivity to in Fig-
ure 4. In Figure 5, we plot several example clusters with their
samples of predicted MAHs, the median of those samples,
and their true MAHs. We choose example clusters to be at
three percentiles (10", 50", 90™") in RMSE accuracy of the
median of the predicted samples compared to the true MAH.
Lower percentiles in RMSE indicate higher accuracy of the
predictions. The 10™ percentile cluster has a closer recovery
of true MAH in its median reconstructed sample MAH than
the 50™ and 90 percentiles clusters.

We also test the performance of MuLTiICAM using each
stellar splashback radius individually. We find that the RMSE
of the predicted MAHs can be ~ 20% — 40% higher, partic-
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Figure 6. Predictions of the MuLTICAM model for mass accretion history as a function of the primary and secondary stellar splashback radii,
Rspx,1 and Rgps 2, created by generating 500 samples for each pair of Rgpa,1 and Rgpy,2. Upper panels: The median m(7T') of the 500 predicted
samples generated by MuLTICAM at three epochs (columns) as a function of the primary and secondary splashback, Rgpx,1 and Rgpy 2. Lower
panels: The median m(T) of the predicted mass accretion history samples at three epochs (columns) as a function of Ry, 1 for three selected
Rgpx,2 values. The RMSE scatter around the median for Rgp. 2 = 0.7 is shown as a shaded band around the curve. The lack of smoothness in
the contours and the curves is a result of the stochasticity inherent in generating a finite number of samples. The sensitivity of the predictions
to each stellar splashback radius varies depending on epoch, corresponding to the varying of correlation strengths in Figure 4.

ularly at earlier epochs, when only using Rgpx,> instead of
both Rgyx 1 and Ryps 2. The RMSE of predicted MAHSs us-
ing Ryp«,1 alone can be ~ 20% — 30% higher at more recent
epochs, reflecting the loss of information from Rgp«,» in that
regime.

We can also consider the predictions of the MuLTICAM
model more generally in the full space of Rgpx,1 and Rgpx 2,
rather than limited to the specific stellar splashback radii and
MAHs found in our sample of clusters. In Figure 6, for
three epochs (a = 0.6,0.7,0.8), we show the predictions
of the model in two ways. In the upper panels, we show
the predictions in the two dimensional space of Rgp. 1 and
Rpx,2. For each point in Rgp. 1 and Rgp 2 Space, we generate
500 sample MAHs. The upper panels are colored by the
median mass m(T) of the predicted samples. We limit the
parameter space shown to the region in which we have more
than one cluster on which MuLtiCAM can train. Note that,

in principle, values of Rgpx 1 and Ryy4 2 can go beyond these
imposed bounds. In the lower panels, we show the median
mass m(T) of the predicted samples as a function of Rypy, 1 for
three fixed values of Ry« >. We include a shaded band around
the Rypx 2 = 0.7 curve indicating the scatter in MuLTICAM’s
predicted samples, quantified by the RMSE with respect to the
median. This scatter is a conservative estimate MuLTICAM’s
accuracy in its predictions of the MAHs. We confirm that the
scatter returned by the model is an upper bound on the RMSE
of the model predictions in Appendix C.

In the upper and lower panels of Figure 6, we can see that
MuLtiCAM is reflecting the relation between larger stellar
splashback radii and larger m(T'). This general trend reflects
that later-forming systems with lower m(T') followed by more
recent and rapid mass accretion have smaller splashback radii
due to gravitational contraction. Earlier forming systems with
high m(T) have gained little mass in recent times and have
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larger uncontracted splashback radii. Particularly visible in
the upper panels, for a = 0.6, m(T) varies strongly with
Rspx,1, but less strongly with Rg,. >. However, at a = 0.7 —
0.8, m(T) varies as strongly with Rgpx 2 as with Rgpy 1. This
time evolution is reflecting the varying information content
provided by Rypx,1 and Rgp,x 2 in the prediction of the MAH
at different epochs. It exactly reproduces the trends in the
Spearman’s correlation coefficients between the present-day
stellar splashback radii and m(T) as seen in Figure 4. Rypy 1
almost entirely dominates the correlation at a = 0.6 and even
ata = 0.7, however Ry, > becomes increasingly informative
at a = 0.8 where their correlation strengths are almost equal.
Accordingly, they then contribute comparable information to
MuLtiCAM’s prediction at this epoch.

The lower panels of Figure 6 also allow us to see how the
RMSE scatter varies and compares to the variation over the
range of radii. The RMSE scatter is is roughly constant over
the range of Ryp«,1. There is slightly suppressed scatter at late
epochs and high m(T) and also at early epochs and low m(T)
as a result of the non-Gaussian joint distribution of the stellar
splashback features and the differential MAH at these epochs
where the predictions approach the bounds of their allowed
range at m(T) = 0 and m(T) = 1.

In total, the two stellar splashback radii have significant
predictive power about the continuous MAHs of individual
clusters. The MuLTICAM framework allows us to make pre-
dictions of these MAHs with an accuracy that is conserva-
tively characterized by the scatter in the predictions. These
results indicate the potential of future measurements of the
stellar splashback radii for constraining the continuous MAHs
over a range of timescales for individual clusters.

6. DISCRETE MERGER HISTORY

In addition to the established relation between smooth ac-
cretion rates and dark matter splashback features, Zhang et al.
(2021b) determined that major mergers also lead to a signifi-
cant decrease in the dark matter splashback radius in idealized
merging cluster simulations. Therefore, beyond probing the
generic mass assembly of a cluster, the ICL’s stellar splash-
back features could specifically inform discrete merger events
in the cluster’s past. In this section, we test the ability of the
location of the stellar splashback radii and other cluster prop-
erties to classify clusters that have recently undergone major
mergers. This analysis corresponds to the toy illustrations in
right panel of Figure 1. We find that the stellar splashback
radii are able to classify clusters that have or have not experi-
enced major mergers as a function of the time that the mergers
took place. We consider this classification with single prop-
erties as well as in the multivariable parameter space of the
primary and secondary splashback.

Mergers are defined in the simulation as the crossing of
Ryir of a host halo by another halo. We select major mergers

to be mergers with a mass ratio to the host greater than or
equal to 0.25. We measure time in units of dynamical times
as defined in Equation 7 and Equation 8. Zhang et al. (2021b)
showed that the contraction of the dark matter splashback ra-
dius in response to idealized major mergers has an extended
duration of approximately 0.5 to 1 dynamical times depend-
ing on the merger mass ratio. In order to probe this potential
extended contraction of the stellar splashback radii, we use
wide time bins with a width of 0.75 dynamical times cen-
tered on each T and classify whether or not each cluster had a
merger within that dynamical time window. In Appendix D,
we show our results are similar for merger time windows of
width 0.5, 0.75, and 1.0 dynamical times, and therefore pro-
ceed with 0.75 dynamical times for all our cluster properties.
Future work with larger sample sizes of clusters could better
distinguish whether these different cluster properties probe
different merger time window widths.

We use the Matthews correlation coefficient (MCC)
(Matthews 1975; Baldi et al. 2000) to quantify how well a
given cut in the properties or combination of properties clas-
sifies clusters as merged or non-merged. This metric is a
discrete analog to the traditional correlation coefficient and is
defined as:

_ TP-TN-FP-FN
~ (TP + FP)(TP + FN)(IN + FP)(TN + FN)

Mcc (12)

where TP, TN, FP,FN are true positives (merged clusters
classified as merged), true negatives (non-merged clusters
classified as non-merged), false positives (non-merged clus-
ters classified as merged), and false negatives (merged clus-
ters classified as non-merged), respectively. The minimum
value of the MCC, corresponding to the completely incor-
rect classification, is -1. The maximum value of the MCC,
corresponding to perfect classification is +1. A value of zero
corresponds to predictions which are completely uncorrelated
from true values.

6.1. Single Variable Classification of Discrete Merger
History

We first test how predictive the stellar splashback radii and
other tracers are of the occurrence/non-occurrence of recent
major mergers. Given a distribution of present-day cluster
properties for our cluster sample, for each time, 7, we can
label each property as belonging to a cluster that had at least
one major merger in a window of 1 dynamical time around
T or belonging to a cluster that had no major mergers during
that period. For each 7, we can then determine a cut in
the property that best separates clusters that did and did not
merge around time 7. This classification cut is optimized
by maximizing the MCC defined in Equation 12. In the
uppermost panel of Figure 7, for each cluster property, we
plot the MCC that quantifies how well an optimized cut in
that property classifies the occurrence of mergers in a time
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Figure 7. For each present-day cluster property, curves and violin
plots illustrating the timescales at which major mergers most affect
the property, thereby affording the property the most classification
power about mergers at that time. Upper panel: Matthews corre-
lation coefficients (MCC) of cuts in cluster properties optimized to
best classify clusters as either having had at least one major merger
or no major mergers in time windows of width 1.0 dynamical time
centered on 7. The shaded bands indicate the jackknife-estimated
standard error. Horizontal line segments at the top of the plot indi-
cate the time windows corresponding to the most “impactful cut,
the one which maximizes the MCC between the the true and ex-
pected merger classifications. Lower panels: Violin plots showing
the distributions of each present-day property for clusters that ex-
perienced a merger around time 7 (dark) and for those which did
not (light). The solid lines indicate the optimized cut between the
distributions. When two violins are well separated, this means that
the present-day property is impacted by the merger history at that
time and that the optimized cut between them will correspond to a
higher MCC. The tracers of merger history proposed in this work,
Rgpx,1 and Rgpy 2, are similarly capable of classifying clusters that
have merged and not merged at slightly different timescales. They
are slightly less capable than the known tracer of relaxedness, xof,
but substantially more capable than cy;; and My 5.

window centered on a given 7 dynamical times in the past.
In the lower panels, for evenly sampled values of 7', we plot
the distributions of properties belonging to clusters that did
or did not merge with the optimized cut indicated with a line.
The optimized cut is occasionally shifted all the way to the
tails of the distributions coincident with low MCC values,
indicating that it failed to find a predictive cut between the
distributions. In both the upper and lower panels, we do not
plot the curves or violin plots for timescales more recent than
0.5 dynamical times ago. This timescale is half the width
of the time window and marks the last timescale before the
windows would begin reducing in width as they approach the
boundary of T = 0.

The primary splashback radius Rgpx,1 and the secondary
splashback radius Ry, are both capable of separating
merged clusters from non-merged clusters over a range of
merger time windows with peak MCC’s of ~ 0.6. Rgpx,1 is
most sensitive to and therefore most capable of classifying
clusters that underwent major mergers in the past ~ 1.3 dy-
namical times. This time window is longer than the others
as there is a flat range of maxima as opposed to a single
peak. This timescale is consistent with the picture from ide-
alized mergers and their impact on the dark matter primary
splashback radius in Zhang et al. (2021b). This work found
that mergers with a range of merger mass ratios between 0.1
to 1 lead to a strong decrease in the splashback radius with
the maximal decrease offset by approximately 0.5 dynami-
cal times from the major merger (this offset and the degree
of reduction decreases with lower merger mass ratio). The
reduction in the splashback radius lasts up to roughly one
dynamical time from the time of their idealized major merg-
ers. This agrees with the wide time window of mergers to
which we determine Ry« 1 has the most sensitivity, reflecting
that the present-day splashback radius is still recovering from
mergers that took place around one dynamical time ago while
it has not had time to contract due to the most recent major
mergers. Rgpx 2 is most capable of classifying clusters that
underwent major mergers in the last dynamical time, slightly
shifted from Rgp 1. These slightly different timescales reflect
the same difference seen in Figure 4. In the lower panels of
Figure 7, It is possible to see the merged and non-merged
distributions of clusters separating for Ryps,1 and Rgp« 2 at the
relevant timescales discussed above, where the present-day
cluster property has distinguishing power.

A tracer commonly used to characterize the dynamical state
or relaxedness of a cluster, x.g, is a slightly better classifier
compared to the stellar splashback radii and peaks at similar
timescales t0 Rgpx 2. Cvir and particularly M, > prove to be
less capable at classifying merged and non-merged clusters as
compared to the other tracers. The concentration, cyir, probes
a slightly earlier timescale than the other tracers, mergers
between 1.5 and .7 dynamical times in the past. These epochs
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closely match the timescales of maximal response of halo
concentration to major mergers found in Wang et al. (2020).
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Figure 8. Upper panel: Matthews correlation coefficient (MCC) of
the optimized linear cut best separating clusters that merged and did
not merge in a window of 1.0 dynamical times around 7. The shaded
band indicates the standard error on the MCC as determined by jack-
knife resampling. The vertical dotted line indicates the timescale
at which the MCC curve begins to peak (' = —0.57). For com-
parison, the MCC curves of Rgpx,1 and Rgp. 2 from Figure 7 are
overplotted. Lower panel: The scattered points and contours corre-
sponding to the Ryp. 1 and Rypx 2 values of clusters that merged and
did not merge around that peak time of 7 = —0.57. The contours
indicate six linearly-spaced levels of density of the scatter points in
the space, found using a kernel density estimator. The black dashed
line indicates the optimized linear cut between the red and green
distributions with the highest MCC.

6.2. Multivariable Classification of Discrete Merger History

Analogously to combining the primary splashback radius
Rip«,1 and the secondary splashback Rgpx > radius in the MuL-
TICAM framework to predict the continuous MAHs, we test
how predictive the stellar splashback radii are in combination
for the occurrence of recent major mergers. At a range of
epochs, we determine the optimized linear cut between the
clusters that merged and did not merge in the multivariable
space of Rgpx,1 and Repx 2. The upper panel of Figure 8 is

analogous to the upper panel of Figure 7. As a function of
dynamical times 7', we show the optimized MCC of the line
separating clusters that merged and did not merge in a window
of 1.0 dynamical times around 7. We demarcate the peak of
the MCC atT = —0.57 as a vertical dotted line. The time win-
dow corresponding to this peak is indicated with a horizontal
black line. We overplot the MCC curve of Ryps,1 and Rgpx 2
alone from Figure 7 for comparison. In the lower panel, we
show the distributions of merging and non-merging clusters
in this multivariable space of Rpx,1 and Rgps 2 around that
peak epoch of T = —0.57.

At the peak epochs, corresponding to sensitivity to mergers
in the last ~ 1 dynamical time, the combination of R4, and
Rqpx 2 substantially improves the classification of merging
and non-merging cluster populations over each stellar splash-
back radii alone. Importantly, the combination of the stellar
splashback radii achieves better classification capability than
the traditional probe of relaxedness, xog. Thus, if observable,
the stellar splashback radii offer an independent avenue for
determining the dynamical state of clusters using optical data.

7. OBSERVABILITY OF ICL AT STELLAR
SPLASHBACK RADII

We now investigate the observability of the primary and
secondary stellar splashback radii with future optical and
infrared (IR) surveys. In order to determine the radial ex-
tent of the ICL potentially measurable given the predicted
surface brightness limits of specific surveys, we estimate a
2D projected surface brightness profile for each simulated
cluster given its 3D stellar mass distributions and estimated
mass-to-light ratios. For a given survey band, we determine
the mass-to-light-versus-color relation (MLCR) in the rele-
vant band and combine with observed ICL colors to obtain a
fiducial mass-to-light ratio along with upper and lower mass-
to-light ratios from the observed error bars on the colors. We
detail these methods and the specific data and models used in
Appendix E.

In the upper panel of Figure 9, we show the median surface
brightness profile in the r-band at a redshift of z = 0.25 for our
sample of clusters. The solid curve indicates the profile made
using our fiducial r-band mass-to-light ratio (M/L, = 2.39)
with error bars showing the range of surface brightnesses
allowed by the error bars on the observed ICL colors corre-
sponding to M/L, = 1.11 and M/L, = 5.13 (see Appendix E
for further details). We additionally show the median fiducial
profile at a redshift of z = 0.025, which marginally increases
the surface brightness at all radii due to less redshift dimming.
At low radii, these curves cut off at the physical radius in kpc
corresponding to 0.05Ry;;. Within this radius, the clusters
would be dominated by their BCG, which is not modeled in
this work. We include the stacked r-band surface brightness
profiles of the z = 0.25 highest richness sample of galaxy
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clusters from the DES Y1 release as presented in Zhang et al.
(2019). This observed profile includes the effects of the BCG
and due to the surface brightness limits of the DES Y1 survey,
does not extend to the outer regions of the ICL. We further
display vertical lines and shaded regions that delineate the me-
dians and 16" and 84" percentiles of Rypy,1 and Rypx2. We
note that taking the population median of the stellar density
profile washes out the stellar splashback features of individ-
ual clusters, since they occur at different locations for each
cluster.

We find that our surface brightness profiles of simulated
clusters are consistent with the higher richness (and more
massive) sample of observed DES clusters. Our surface
brightness profiles are comparable to the simulated projected
surface brightness profiles generated by Deason et al. (2021)
who similarly found consistency with the DES Y1 results.
Deason et al. (2021) use a constant mass-to-light ratio of
SMo/Lg as opposed to our fiducial value of 2.39. While we
match their surface brightness values between ~300 kpc and
1 Mpc, we predict surfaces brightnesses which are ~1.5 mag
arcsec™2 lower at 7 ~ 3 Mpc.

7.1. Capabilities of future surveys

We consider the potential capabilities of three future sur-
veys: the ground-based Vera C. Rubin Observatory’s Legacy
Survey of Space and Time (LSST), the Nancy Grace Roman
Space Telescope High-Latitude Wide Area Survey (HLWAS),
and the Euclid space telescope’s Euclid Wide Survey (EWS)
and Euclid Deep Survey (EDS). For each survey, we deter-
mine the shallow surface brightness limits that will cover the
most area as well as deeper limits that will apply to limited
deep fields.

LSST has been reported in the literature to have a range
of values for its 10-year limiting surface brightness in the
r-band, including ~30.3 mag arcsec™2! (e.g. Brough et al.
2024), ~30.6 mag arcsec™> (e.g. Laine et al. 2018) and ~32.5
mag arcsec™2 (e.g. Brough et al. 2020); ~33.5 mag arcsec >
in the deep drilling fields (e.g. Brough et al. 2020); and ~34.5
mag arcsec”2 with best-practices characterization of the sky
background (e.g. Ji et al. 2018; Martin et al. 2022). Given
the variability in predicted limits, past works have chosen to
represent the LSST surface brightness limit predictions as a
wide range of 28 to 31 mag arcsec™> (Martin et al. 2022)

!'Note that surface brightness limits depend on the area and significance
threshold considered and we report all values in this section assuming a
significance criterion of 30~ and an area of 10”x10”. In the case of limits
reported with the criterion of 5o, we convert to 3 o~ by adopting the formula
provided in Roman et al. (2020) resulting in a simple addition of 0.55 to the
surface brightness limit in mag arcsec™2. In addition to angular size and
significance criteria, surface brightness limits also vary with the method of
sky background subtraction (Roman et al. 2020; Brough et al. 2020; Martin
et al. 2022).
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Figure 9. Upper panel: Median r-band projected surface brightness
profiles of our simulated clusters “observed” at z = 0.25 along
with a high richness sample of DES Y1 clusters at z = 0.25 from
Zhang et al. (2019). The solid brown curve shows the median
simulated cluster profiles using the fiducial M/L, with error bars
showing the range of surface brightnesses allowed by the error bars
on the observed ICL colors used to obtain the M/L,. The shaded
band around the solid curve spans the 16™ to 84™ percentiles of
the simulated cluster sample. We further show a lower redshift
z = 0.025 median surface brightness profile using the fiducial M/L,.
The median and 16" to 84 percentiles of Ropx,1 and Rypy 2 for the
cluster sample are indicated as vertical lines and shaded bands.
Lower panel: Radial limits of the indicated surveys calculated by
comparing the surface brightness limits for each survey to the median
surface brightness profile in the relevant band. Each point indicates
the radial limit using the fiducial M/L with error bars propagating
the error on the M/L. Radial limits are shown corresponding to both
wide and deep surface brightness limits as well as for z = 0.025 and
z = 0.25. Lower redshift clusters allow for a small gain in probing
the outskirts of the ICL. These limits in radial reach of these surveys
indicate that Rypy > is within the reach of these surveys, particularly
the Nancy Grace Roman Space Telescope, while Ry 1 is potentially
too faint to observe with the existing survey strategies.

and 30.5 to 32 mag arcsec™> (Deason et al. 2022). For our
analysis of the radial extents of massive clusters probed by
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LSST, we consider a “wide” surface brightness limit in the
r-band of 30.3 mag arcsec™2 and a “deep” limit of 33.5 mag
arcsec 2. In the lower panel of Figure 9, we show the radial
limits of LSST corresponding to where the wide and deep
surface brightness limits cross the median surface brightness
profiles of the simulated clusters assuming the fiducial M/L,
value along with its error bars and two possible redshifts of
z = 0.025 and z = 0.25. While the shallower wide survey is
unlikely to observe out to either stellar splashback radius, the
deep fields have the potential to observe Ry« 2. Deason et al.
(2021) found that in order to observe Rgp 1, the observational
data would have to go out to 32-36 mag arcsec ™2, which they
claimed would be possible with LSST. We find that a range
of 35-38 mag arcsec ™ might be necessary to observe Rspx, 1
which is likely unattainable with LSST. This difference in
predictions between Deason et al. (2021) and this work might
be due to several differences in our cluster mass samples,
simulations, and splashback measurement techniques. We
note that due to our definition of the splashback radius as a
slope cutoff in the radial stellar mass density profile instead
of a slope minima, it is possible that we overestimate the
physical radius corresponding to the splashback feature and
therefore slightly underestimate the brightness of the stellar
splashback locations, particularly for Ry, 1.

The Euclid space mission is predicted to reach ~29.5 mag
arcsec ™2 in the Euclid Wide Survey and ~31.5 mag arcsec ™2
in the Euclid Deep Survey (Euclid Collaboration et al. 2022).
We use these two values as our “wide” and “deep” surface
brightness limits for Euclid in the Hg band. The lower panels
of Figure 9 show that the radial limits of Euclid Deep Survey
calculated for a fiducial M/Lp,. value along with its error
bars (see Appendix E) and two possible redshifts allow for
the observation of Rgpx > although Rgp4 1 is seemingly out of
reach. Euclid early release observations have already reported
measured surface brightness profiles of two individual clus-
ters out to ~ 600 kpc (Kluge et al. 2024; Ellien et al. 2025).
Euclid Collaboration et al. (2025) forecasted the ICL detec-
tion capabilities of the Euclid Wide Survey and predicted that
the primary stellar splashback feature could be observable for
individual clusters with halo mass > 10'*7 My at z < 0.3 or
by stacking clusters in bins of richness or lensing mass. Their
more optimistic estimate of the observability of Ry, is de-
pendent on its location relative to Rypom taken from Deason
et al. (2021). As mentioned above, we are more pessimistic
about the observability of the stellar splashback features than
Deason et al. (2021).

The Nancy Grace Roman Space Telescope’s HLWAS is
expected to observe in the F158 or H-band down to surface
brightness limits of ~30.5 mag arcsec 2 for the medium tier of
the High Latitude Wide Area Survey (HLWAS) (Montes et al.
2023; Observations Time Allocation Committee & Commu-
nity Survey Definition Committees 2025). The deep tier

of the HLWAS has a smaller area of 19.2 deg? but reaches a
fainter limit of ~31.7 mag arcsec ™2 (Observations Time Allo-
cation Committee & Community Survey Definition Commit-
tees 2025). We consider these two values as our “wide” and
“deep” surface brightness limits for Roman in the H band and
calculate fiducial surface brightness profiles with error bars
using the fiducial M/Ly and its error bars that we estimate
in Appendix E. The lower panels of Figure 9 show that the
radial limits of Roman’s HLWAS allow for the observation
of Rspx,2 even in the wide tier at low redshift although Rgpy.1
is potentially out of reach without additional data processing
strategies optimized for the faint ICL. Out of the three surveys
considered in this initial analysis, the Roman Space Telescope
appears best situated to observe these outer regions of the ICL.
and potentially detect stellar splashback features.

We briefly note that an additional space-based instrument,
the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) observing in the
near-infrared has been used to measure the ICL of a z = 0.39
cluster out to a radial distance of ~400 kpc (Montes & Trujillo
2022). JWST has also been shown to be capable of imaging
diffuse light and resolved stars with NIRCam imaging and
photometry down to an extremely low surface brightness in
the V-band of ~35 mag arcsec™> for a low-mass galaxy at
a distance of 35 Mpc (Conroy et al. 2024). Thus, there is
tantalizing potential for targeted JWST observations to be
able to image selected regions of the outer ICL for nearby
clusters such as the Virgo cluster.

Despite global estimates of limiting surface brightness for
these large surveys, careful and dedicated data processing
techniques have historically been able to push these lim-
its. For example, the IAC Stripe82 Legacy Project observed
ultra-diffuse galaxies down to 28.6 mag arcsec™? in SDSS
r-band using careful stacking and sky background measure-
ments when the general limiting surface brightness was mea-
sured to be 26.2 mag arcsec ™2 (Kniazev et al. 2004; Roman
& Trujillo 2017). Chen et al. (2022) even used stacks of 3000
SDSS clusters imaged in the r-band to measure their diffuse
light down to ~32 mag arcsec™2, corresponding to a radial
distance of ~1 Mpc from the center of the clusters. Montes
et al. (2021) unveiled the low surface brightness ICL of clus-
ters in archival HSC data down to ~ 30.9 mag arcsec™2 in
g-band surface brightness with such techniques. Similarly,
careful background estimation and systematic bias mitigation
allowed Gonzalez et al. (2021) to observe the ICL surface
brightness profile of an HST Frontier Fields cluster out to ~ 2
Mpc and down to ~ 32 mag arcsec ™ in their F105W filter, en-
abling a possible detection of the stellar splashback radius. A
study exploring the ability of different data sets to study stellar
halos of massive galaxies stressed the importance of the treat-
ment of the sky background and whether or not this treatment
and empirical sky corrections occur on the level of coadd im-
ages or within the data reduction pipelines. In the context of
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large surveys, care must be taken to avoid global data reduc-
tion and background subtraction pipelines optimized for point
source detection rather than low surface brightness structures
(Li et al. 2022). The flexibility to work with images before
global sky subtraction and coadding, along with customized
data reduction pipelines for low surface brightness science
could allow studies of the ICL with LSST and other surveys
to push the boundaries of what is considered observable.

In recent years, targeted ground-based surveys have rev-
olutionized our capabilities of observing faint systems such
as galactic stellar halos, tidal features, and dwarf galaxies.
The Dragonfly Telephoto Array and its resulting surveys in-
cluding the Dragonfly Edge-on Galaxy Survey, the Dragonfly
Wide Field Survey, and the Dragonfly Ultrawide Survey, em-
ploy a novel telescope design and dedicated data reduction
pipelines optimized for the study of extended low surface
brightness structures (Gilhuly et al. 2022; Shen et al. 2024).
The LIGHTS survey performed ultra-deep imaging with the
Large Binocular Telescope (LBT) along with attentive ob-
serving data reduction procedures that addressed variable ob-
serving conditions, scattered light, and other observational
challenges to achieve limiting surface brightnesses deeper
than ~30.5 mag arcsec ™2 in the 7-band in their study of stellar
halos and faint satellite galaxies (Trujillo et al. 2021; Zarit-
sky et al. 2024). The Korea Microlensing Telescope Network
(KMTNet) was used to conduct a deep and wide-field survey
of nearby galaxies with careful sky subtraction to preserve
low surface brightness features (Byun et al. 2022). These
and many other targeted surveys demonstrate the power of
employing technology and data processing methods specif-
ically optimized for the study of the low surface brightness
universe. Similar approaches can be considered for the wide
field universe at the scale of intracluster light in the future.

In total, our initial exploration into the observability of the
stellar splashback features suggest that outer ICL radii oc-
cupied by Rspx,> will be observable with forthcoming sur-
veys from LSST, Euclid, and, particularly, Roman while
Rspx,1 likely lies below their nominal surface brightness
limits. However, observational strategies, data reduction
pipelines, and even future telescope designs tailored for low
surface brightness studies, such as those used in Dragon-
fly or LIGHTS, may considerably improve the observational
prospects of these faint ICL features.

7.2. Considerations for detectability of stellar splashback
features

We have examined whether the radial regions of the ICL
that we determine to host the 3D radii stellar splashback fea-
tures will be observable with various surveys and strategies.
However, we emphasize that the observability of the ICL sur-
face brightness profile at these radii does not necessitate the
detectability of the stellar splashback features. Our analy-

sis has relied on idealized methods of obtaining these stellar
splashback radii using a combination of particle orbits and
angular median radial stellar mass density profiles. Several
effects can impact the detectability of the stellar splashback
features using minima in the logarithmic derivatives of radial
surface brightness profiles. The recent mass accretion history
can impact the depth of the secondary stellar splashback log-
arithmic derivative minima in addition to their radial location
(Deason et al. 2021; Adhikari et al. 2014). In order to deter-
mine the detectability of the secondary stellar splashback radii
as a function of mass accretion rate, it is further necessary
to include observational effects and develop analyses that can
differentiate between real stellar splashback minima and noise
in the observed projected surface profiles. Though this work
focuses on an initial idealized exploration of the informa-
tion content and observability of these ICL outskirts, future
work can forecast the detectability of these stellar splashback
features and the interplay with mass accretion rates, profile
analysis methods, observational uncertainties, and future sur-
vey properties.

8. CONCLUSIONS

The mass accretion histories of massive galaxy clusters are
chronicled in their intracluster light (ICL). In this study, we
explore how much of this history can be gleaned from the stel-
lar splashback features of these clusters. We leverage a com-
bination of the high-resolution dark matter-only Symphony
simulation suite and the NiMBUSs star-tagging model to make
detailed predictions for the structure of the ICL for a sample
of 79 massive clusters. For each cluster, we make idealized
measurements of the present-day primary and secondary stel-
lar splashback radii (Rgpx,1 and Rgpx 2), corresponding to the
edges of the radial distribution of stars that have passed their
first and second orbital pericenters respectively. The dark
matter counterpart to Rgpa,1 1S known to strongly relate to
the accretion rate of a cluster. The dark matter counterpart
t0 Rypx,2, often known as the “second caustic,” has been un-
derstood to be distinguishable at low accretion rates but is
often washed out by the stacking of dark matter profiles (e.g.,
Xhakaj et al. 2020; Deason et al. 2021). We further measure
and compare to additional known tracers of the formation
history and dynamical state of clusters.

We first examine how individually informative the present-
day stellar splashback radii are about the continuous mass
accretion histories (MAH) of individual clusters:

i Rpx,1 and Rgpy 2 are both highly correlated with the mass
of the cluster at a range of past epochs. Rgp4,1 contains the
most information about the mass one dynamical time ago
while Ry« 2 probes a more recent epoch, ~ 0.7 dynamical
times ago (see Figure 4).

ii The correlation strength and peak timescale of Ry 1 and
Rspx,» are comparable to the known formation history



18 DACUNHA ET AL.

tracer xf, the offset between the halo center of mass and
its most bound particle, but are considerably more cor-
related with the continuous MAH than the concentration
cvir and the stellar mass gap My 2.

We subsequently examine how well the combined stellar
splashback information allows for the reconstruction of the
full continuous MAH:

i Using the MuLTICAM framework, we construct an ex-
plicit model that can generate mock MAHs given the stel-
lar splashback radii.

ii The radii Repx,1 and Rgps 2 probe different epochs of the
mass accretion history, and are, in combination, capable of
generating realistic mock MAHs (Figure 5 and Figure 6).

We then investigate how predictive the stellar splashback
radii are about the discrete merger history of a cluster by
measuring how well each feature individually classifies the
occurrence of recent major mergers:

1 Rypx,1 and Ryps 2 are both able to classify the occurrence
of recent mergers within the last ~ 1 dynamical time
with a classification metric slightly lower than x.g but
considerably better than ci; and M, » (Figure 7).

ii A linear cut in the multivariable space of Ry« 1 and Rgpx 2
substantially improves the classification, making the com-
bination a better classifier than x,¢ (Figure 8).

Lastly, we situate these results in the context of what outer
regions of the cluster might or might not be observable in the
next generation of optical and IR surveys:

i Our results suggest Rypx 2 is potentially observable by
LSST, Euclid, and, in particular, Roman.

ii Rgpx,1 might be beyond these survey’s capabilities given
current estimates of limiting surface brightnesses (Fig-
ure 9).

In this work, we have shown that the stellar splashback fea-
tures of the intracluster light (ICL) encode rich information
about the growth histories of galaxy clusters. Using high-
resolution Symphony simulations combined with the NimMBus

star-tagging model, we find that the primary (Rsp«,1) and sec-
ondary (Rgpx,2) stellar splashback radii trace both continuous
mass accretion and discrete merger events over the past few
dynamical times. These features outperform traditional in-
dicators such as the stellar mass gap and halo concentration,
and are comparable to commonly used X-ray-based tracers of
dynamical state. Leveraging the MuLTICAM framework, we
demonstrate that these measurements can be used to recon-
struct realistic cluster mass accretion histories across a wide
range of timescales.

While our analysis is idealized, these results suggest that
stellar splashback features — especially at large radii — could
serve as visible tracers of structure formation, potentially ac-
cessible to next-generation surveys such as Rubin, Roman,
and Euclid. With sufficient imaging depth and control of
systematics, the diffuse starlight of the ICL may become a
powerful probe of the unseen, underlying dark matter dis-
tribution and the signatures imprinted within it. Though it
is inevitably an incomplete record of a cluster’s life and the
events that impact it, the ICL and its luminous density fea-
tures express the personal story of each cluster—a memoir of
mass accretion.

9. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank Sidney Mau for helpful discussions about ICL ob-
servability, Benedikt Diemer and Susmita Adhikari for com-
ments on a draft, and the GFC@Stanford group for many
helpful discussions. This work used data from the Symphony
suite of simulations, hosted at http://web.stanford.edu/group/
gfc/gfesims; we thank our Symphony collaborators for their
contributions to this work and making the data available. This
work was supported by the Kavli Institute for Particle As-
trophysics and Cosmology at Stanford University and SLAC
National Accelerator Laboratory, and by the U.S. Department
of Energy under contract number DE-AC02-76SF00515 to
SLAC National Accelerator Laboratory.

This work received support from the U.S. Department
of Energy under contract number DE-AC02-76SF00515 to
SLAC National Accelerator Laboratory, and from Stanford
University. This research made use of computational re-
sources at SLAC National Accelerator Laboratory, a U.S.
Department of Energy Office, and at the Sherlock cluster at
the Stanford Research Computing Center (SRCC); the au-
thors are thankful for the support of the SLAC and SRCC
computational teams.

APPENDIX

A. SENSITIVITY OF THE STELLAR SPLASHBACK
RADII TO THE SIZE-VIRIAL RADIUS RELATION

In this section, we test the sensitivity of our measured stellar
splashback radii to the stellar size—virial radius relation used

in our galaxy-halo connection model. This is important to
check because we use a fixed slope cutoff of the radial stellar
mass density profiles to determine the stellar splashback radii.
So it is possible, in principle, that Rgpx,1 and Rgpx,> could
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Figure A1. For an extreme range of fixed size—virial radius relations,
the median ratio of the stellar splasback radii, Rspx,1 and Rgpx 2, t0
their fiducial values using the Jiang et al. (2019) relation. The
shaded regions around the curves indicate the jackknife standard
error in those medians. The vertical blue dashed line and shaded
band indicate the median and 68% scatter of the r,/ryi assigned
to our galaxies using Jiang et al. (2019) relation. The vertical red
dashed line and shaded band indicate the preferred r/r;; determined
by Kravtsov (2013) along with the reported scatter. Both Rgpx,
and Rgpx 2 show only a slight trend with increasing r4/ryir and are
consistent with the fiducial values in the regions spanned by the
Kravtsov (2013) and Jiang et al. (2019) relations.

correlate with galaxy sizes. We find that the stellar splashback
radii are only mildly sensitive to even extreme changes in
r*/rvir.

In Figure Al, we display how our measured Rg,. 1 and
Rspx,2 vary over a wide range of fixed size—virial radius rela-
tions as compared to their fiducial values using Equation 1.
Both Rgp«,1 and Ryp« 2 are only lightly sensitive to the extreme
changes in the size—virial radius relation with effects under
10%. This trend is particularly negligible in the blue and
red shaded regions occupied by the r,/ryi; values assigned to
our galaxies with the fiducial Jiang et al. (2019) relation (see
Equation 1) and the Kravtsov (2013) relation, respectively.

B. SENSITIVITY OF RESULTS TO STELLAR
SPLASHBACK DEFINITIONS

In this section, we test the sensitivity of our results to the
definitional choices used in our measurements of the stellar
splashback radii as described in Section 4.1. These choices
are namely the Savitzky-Golay window size used in calcu-
lating the log derivatives of the radial stellar mass density
profiles and the cutoff in the log derivative at which we de-
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Figure B1. Analogous to Figure 4, the Spearman’s correlation
coeflicient between Ryp,,1 and the MAH varying two choices in our
stellar splashback radii measurements. Upper panel: Varying the
window size of the Savitsky-Golay smoothing filter between 11 and
19 radial bins. Lower panel: Varying the slope cutoft in the radial
stellar mass density profile used to define the location of the stellar
splashback radii. Our fiducial choices are displayed as solid lines
while others are dashed. We show the jackknife standard error as a
shaded band around the fiducial curve. We show a slight trend with
window size that remains within the standard error shaded band. We
are entirely insensitive to changes in the slope cutoff.

fine the stellar splashback radii. In Figure B1, we vary these
choices in our measurement of Rgp. 1 for each cluster and
present an analogous figure to Figure 4.

In the upper panel of Figure B1, we vary the window size of
the Savitsky-Golay smoothing filter between 11 and 19 radial
bins corresponding to a range of ~ 0.37 to ~ 0.65 dex in
r/Ryir. Our fiducial choice is 15 bins, which we indicate as a
solid line with a shaded band showing the jackknife standard
error. We find that the correlation strengths of Rgp«,1 with the
continuous MAH show a slight trend with the window size
with our fiducial choice of 15 bins falling in the middle. The
spread of this trend remains within the standard error shaded
band of that fiducial choice. We emphasize that following
this test, we continue using the window size of 15 bins and
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do not fine-tune our method to increase the correlations of
Rsp*,l~

In the lower panel of Figure B1, we vary the radial stellar
mass density profile slope cutoff used to define the location
of the stellar splashback radii, where the slope is the log
derivative of the profile. Our fiducial choice is —8 and we
vary between —6 and —10. The correlation curve is entirely
insensitive to this variation in slope cutoff.

C. MULTICAM SCATTER AS A MEASURE OF

ACCURACY
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Figure C1. Cumulative distribution function (CDF) of clusters’ p
values where p value is defined as the fraction of predicted sam-
ple MAHs that have a higher RMSE when compared to the median
predicted sample MAH than the true MAH (see the text for fur-
ther details). The solid black line indicates the CDF of a uniform
distribution for comparison. As the CDF lays below the uniform
distribution, MuLTICAM’s scatter in predicted sample MAHs is a

conservative description of the accuracy of its median predicted
MAH.

In this section, we discuss the evidence for the claim that
MuLtiCAM’s predictions of the MAH are conservatively
characterized by the scatter in those sample predictions. By
“conservatively characterized,” we mean to test whether the
scatter in MultiCAM predictions for fixed input parameters
is an upper bound on the distribution of expected deviations
between the median relation and the truth for fixed input pa-
rameters. We note that these two quantities will be the same
by construction if MuLTICAM’s ansatz that the predictor and
target variables are related by a multi-dimensional Gaussian
copula (i.e. a distribution which can be transformed into a
Gaussian by remapping the marginal distributions) is correct.

For each cluster, we calculate the root mean squared error
(RMSE) of each sample prediction with respect to the median
of 200 sample predictions for a scale factor range of a = 0.6 to
a = 0.9. We compare this RMSE of the samples to the RMSE
between the true MAH and the median of the samples. We
define a p value to be the fraction of sample MAHs that have
a higher RMSE than the true MAH. In Figure C1, we show
the cumulative distribution function of p values for all the
clusters compared to a uniform distribution. As the CDF of
our clusters is below the uniform distribution, MuLTiICAM’s
scatter is larger than its errors, meaning that its scatter is a
conservative estimator of its errors.

To quantify this difference, we use the Kolmogorov—
Smirnov (KS) test statistic, and find a difference between our
p-value distribution and a uniform which could only occur
2% of the time under the null hypothesis. Most of the differ-
ence appears to be constrained to very low p values, meaning
that MultiCAM is somewhat overestimating the error on its
~ 30—-40% most-accurate predictions.

D. SENSITIVITY OF MERGER CLASSIFICATION TO

TIME WINDOW SIZE
Rsp*,l
08 w2
0.6
O
O
=
0.4
0.2
0'92.0 -1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0
T(a; arer)

Figure D1. The optimized MCC classifying present-day Rgp,1 and
Rgpx,2 values in clusters that did or did not merge in time windows
around T of width 0.5, 0.75, 1.0 dynamical times. Curves corre-
sponding to merger time window widths of 0.5, 0.75, and 1.0 are
dotted, dashed, and solid lines, respectively. They also decrease in
transparency. Horizontal line segments at the top indicate the time
windows of mergers determined to be the best classified by the peaks
of the MCC curves. For Rypx, 1, window widths of 0.75 and 1.0 result
in particularly similar curves. For Ry« 2, window widths of 0.5 and
0.75 result in similarly close curves that reach a similar peak.
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In this section, we test how the present-day stellar splash-
back radii classify merger activity that occurred in windows
of time of different widths. We test three window widths in
units of the number of dynamical times: 0.5, 0.75, 1.0 with
1.0 being the fiducial width. In Figure D1, we plot the opti-
mized MCC classifying present-day Rgpx,1 and Rgpx 2 values
in clusters that did or did not merge in time windows around
T of width 0.5, 0.75, 1.0 dynamical times (dotted, dashed,
and solid lines, respectively). This figure is analogous to Fig-
ure 7 and can be read in the same manner. The horizontal
line segments at the top span the windows of time where the
occurrence or non-occurrence of mergers is best classified.
The centers of the line segments are therefore placed at the
peaks of the MCC curves. Due to the flat peak in the dashed
line of Ryp,1 When classifying with windows of width 0.75
dynamical times, the line segment best probed indicates little
difference between a window width of 1.0 and 0.75 dynami-
cal times. A window width of 0.5 in the dotted line shows a
similarly located peak but reaches slightly lower MCC values
at most 7. The flatness of the peak for R4 > and a width of
0.5 leads to very similar timescales probed by merger time
windows of width 0.5 and 0.75. A window width of 1.0 for
Rpx,> remains at lower MCC values as compared to 0.5 and
0.75, hinting that Ry« > best probes shorter merger time win-
dows in addition to more recent times. However, a detailed
study of the window sizes best probed by the different cluster
properties is out of the scope of this work and limited cluster
sample. We choose to move forward with a merger time win-
dow of 1.0 dynamical time for all the cluster properties in our
main analysis in Figure 7. We stress that the choice of width
between 1.0 and 0.75 dynamical times does not impact the
peak timescales or the peak MCC value found when classify-
ing mergers in the multivariable space of Ry,x 1 and Ryps 2 in
Section 6.2.

E. SURFACE BRIGHTNESS PROFILE ESTIMATION

In this section, we describe our method for estimating the
projected surface brightness profiles for each simulated clus-
ter given its 3D stellar mass distributions as shown in Figure 9.

We measure the 2D projected stellar mass density profiles
for each cluster with the angular median method. This is
done analogously to the 3D profiles described in Section 4.1
but from an arbitrary viewing angle, the z-direction. As dis-
cussed in Section 4.1, we remove all infalling particles before
creating profiles and measuring the splashback radii. This
is necessary because our particle-tagging technique places
sharp features at R.;; in the infalling particle population. We
then add back in an estimate of the infalling population of
star particles. We measure the 3D stellar mass density profile
of infalling particles within Ry;. and fit a power-law which
will be extrapolated out to larger radii. Due to low number
statistics of infalling particles in the inner regions of some

of the clusters, we perform the power-law fit on a restricted
radial range of the profile, chosen by eye for visibly affected
clusters to avoid fitting to the affected regions. We emphasize
that our primary goal is estimating the surface brightness of
the projected ICL at the stellar splashback radii which appears
negligibly affected by the details of the infall power law in-
cluded. Assuming spherical symmetry, we integrate this 3D
power-law infall profile over the z-direction, to obtain a 2D
projected infall stellar mass density profile. We then combine
this profile with the 2D projected profile of orbiting particles
to obtain a total 2D projected stellar mass density profile.

In order to convert this stellar mass surface density profile
into a surface brightness profile, we must choose a mass-to-
light ratio that reasonably describes the population of stars
in question. We choose to use mass-to-light versus color
relations (MLCRs) to determine a reasonable range of mass-
to-light ratios. Using clusters from the Dark Energy Survey
(DES) and Atacama Cosmology Telescope (ACT) overlap,
Golden-Marx et al. (2023) measured the r —i color of the ICL
over a redshift range z = 0.2 — 0.8. Using their Figure 10, we
estimate that the median color in their outer radial bin (~200
kpc) for clusters at lookback times between 3.0 Gyr and 4.0
Gyr to be r —i = 0.4 with bootstrapped standard deviation on
the median reaching 0.3 and 0.5. As we aim to compare to the
surface brightness limits of the Vera C. Rubin Observatory’s
LSST, the Nancy Grace Roman Space Telescope, and Euclid,
we estimate mass-to-light ratios in bands relevant to each
survey.

For LSST, we estimate the r-band mass-to-light ratio us-
ing the MLCR linear fits provided by Roediger & Courteau
(2015):

M, /L,
1og10(ﬁ;L®) =—1.170 + 4.107 - (r — i). (E1)

This fit was obtained by using the MaGpPHYs software package
to apply the Bruzual & Charlot (2003) stellar population syn-
thesis model to the joint prior model distribution described in
da Cunha & Charlot (2011). For Roman and Euclid, we con-
struct the MLCRs following the same procedure described
in Roediger & Courteau (2015) to derive fits for Roman’s H
(F158) band and for Euclid’s Hg band after adding the ap-
propriate transmission curves to MacpHYs. We obtain the
following fits:

M, /L

log;, (M;//L’;’) = —1.222+2.188 - (r — i) (E2)
M, /L

log; (ﬁ) =—1274+2.125-(r—i).  (E3)

For each survey, we determine the mass-to-light ratios in the
relevant band corresponding to our fiducial color, r —i = 0.4
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and our lower and upper bounds, r —i = 0.3 and r —i = 0.5.
These M/L for each survey are presented in Table 1.

r — i color LSST M/L, | Euclid M/Ly,. | Roman M/Ly
0.3 1.11 0.231 0.272
0.4 (fiducial) | 2.39 0.377 0.450
0.5 5.13 0.615 0.746

Table 1. Table recording the M/L values calculated in each survey
band for each r — i color using the obtained MLCR relations.

After using these mass-to-light ratios to obtain luminosity
surface density profiles, we incorporate the effect of redshift
dimming and convert to surface brightness profiles. The
resulting medians of these surface brightness profiles for our
fiducial, lower bound, and upper bound on the mass-to-light
ratio are shown in Figure 9 and discussed in Section 7.
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