2205.05517v1 [astro-ph.CO] 11 May 2022

arxXiv

DRAFT VERSION MAY 12, 2022
Typeset using IATEX twocolumn style in AASTeX63

Groups and protocluster candidates in the CLAUDS and HSC-SSP joint deep surveys

QINGYANG L1,' X1A0HU YANG,"? CHENGZE L1u,! YipENG JiNGg,? MIN HE,! Jia-SHENG HUANG,? Y. SopHIA Dar?
MARCIN SAWICKI,* STEPHANE ARNOUTS,” STEPHEN GwYN,® THIBAUD MouTARD,” H.J. Mo,” Kar Wang,®7
ANTONIOS KATSIANIS,! WEIGUANG Cult,? Jiaxin Han,! I-Non CHiu,? Yiznou Gu,' aNp HaoJie Xu?

L Department of Astronomy, School of Physics and Astronomy, and Shanghai Key Laboratory for Particle Physics and Cosmology,
Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 200240, China

2 Tsung-Dao Lee Institute and Key Laboratory for Particle Physics, Astrophysics and Cosmology, Ministry of Education, Shanghai Jiao
Tong University, Shanghai 200240, China

3 Chinese Academy of Sciences South America Center for Astronomy (CASSACA), National Astronomical Observatories of China,
Chinese Academy of Sciences, 20A Datun Road, Beijing, China

4 Department of Astronomy and Physics and Institute for Computational Astrophysics, Saint Mary’s University, 923 Robie Street,
Halifax, NS, B3H 3C3, Canada

5CNRS, CNES, LAM, Aiz Marseille Université, 38 rue F. Joliot-Curie, F-13388, Marseille, France.
S NRC Herzberg Astronomy and Astrophysics, 5071 West Saanich Road, Victoria BC VIE 2E7, Canada
7 Department of Astronomy, University of Massachusetts Amherst, MA 01003, USA
8 Department of Astronomy, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China
9 Institute for Astronomy, University of Edinburgh, Royal Observatory, Edinburgh EH9 3HJ, United Kingdom

(Received xxx, xxx; Revised xxx, xxx; Accepted xxx)

Submitted to ApJ

ABSTRACT

Using the extended halo-based group finder developed by Yang et al. (2021), which is able to deal
with galaxies via spectroscopic and photometric redshifts simultaneously, we construct galaxy group
and candidate protocluster catalogs in a wide redshift range (0 < z < 6) from the joint CFHT Large
Area U-band Deep Survey (CLAUDS) and Hyper Suprime-Cam Subaru Strategic Program (HSC-SSP)
deep data set. Based on a selection of 5,607,052 galaxies with i-band magnitude m; < 26 and a sky
coverage of 34.41 deg?, we identify a total of 2,232,134 groups, within which 402,947 groups have at
least three member galaxies. We have visually checked and discussed the general properties of those
richest groups at redshift z > 2.0. By checking the galaxy number distributions within a 5 —7h~!Mpc
projected separation and a redshift difference Az < 0.1 around those richest groups at redshift z > 2,
we identified a list of 761, 343 and 43 protocluster candidates in the redshift bins 2 < 2 < 3,3 <z <4
and z > 4, respectively. In general, these catalogs of galaxy groups and protocluster candidates will
provide useful environmental information in probing galaxy evolution along the cosmic time.

Keywords: dark matter — large-scale structure of the universe — galaxies: halos — methods: statistical

1. INTRODUCTION

During the past two decades, great achievements have
been made to build the galaxy-halo connections, which
enabled us to better understand the galaxy formation
processes, to infer the cosmological parameters and to
probe the properties and distribution of dark matter (see
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Wechsler & Tinker 2018, for a recent review). Apart
from the theoretical approaches to model the galaxy-
halo connections ranging from empirical models, such as
halo occupation models and conditional luminosity func-
tions (e.g. Jing et al. 1998; Peacock & Smith 2000; Yang
et al. 2003), to physical models such as semi-ananlytical
models or hydrodynamical simulations (e.g. Kauffmann
et al. 1993; Springel 2005; Cui et al. 2012; Vogelsberger
et al. 2014; Schaye et al. 2015; Cui et al. 2022), there
is also a direct way of studying the galaxy-halo connec-
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tion by using galaxy groups/clusters, which are defined
as sets of galaxies that reside in the same dark matter
halos.

Relatively complete galaxy group and cluster catalogs
were successfully constructed from various large galaxy
surveys, especially at low redshift where extensive spec-
troscopic data are obtained below a (shallow) limiting
magnitude, e.g., the 2-degree Field Galaxy Redshift Sur-
vey (e.g. Merchan & Zandivarez 2002; Eke et al. 2004;
Yang et al. 2005b; Tago et al. 2006; Einasto et al. 2007),
the Two Micron All Sky Redshift Survey (e.g. Crook
et al. 2007; Diaz-Giménez & Zandivarez 2015; Lu et al.
2016; Lim et al. 2017), and most notably the Sloan
Digital Sky Survey with a friends-of-friends (FOF) al-
gorithm (e.g. Goto 2005; Berlind et al. 2006; Merchdn
& Zandivarez 2005; Tempel et al. 2017), the C4 algo-
rithm (e.g. Miller et al. 2005) and the halo-based group
finder developed in Yang et al. (2005b) (e.g. Weinmann
et al. 2006; Yang et al. 2007, 2012; Duarte & Mamon
2015; Rodriguez & Merchan 2020). Among those group
finders, the halo-based group finder established in Yang
et al. (2005b, 2007) has the particular advantage that
links galaxies to their common dark matter halos (e.g.
Campbell et al. 2015; Lu et al. 2015; Wang et al. 2020;
Tinker 2020). Thus constructed group catalogs can be
used to study the properties of galaxies as a function of
their halo and group properties, and to probe how the
member galaxies evolve within different environments
(e.g. Yang et al. 2005a; Collister & Lahav 2005; van den
Bosch et al. 2005; Robotham et al. 2006; Zandivarez
et al. 2006; Weinmann et al. 2006; Wang et al. 2018).
Furthermore, these groups associated with dark matter
halos can also be used to trace the large-scale structure
(LSS) of the Universe (e.g. Yang et al. 2005¢, 2006; Coil
et al. 2006).

On the other hand, for deeper surveys with the aim
of probing galaxy properties and their evolution at high
redshifts, the resulting complete group or cluster cat-
alogs are still quite limited. Nevertheless, group or
cluster catalogs from small area surveys are obtained,
e.g., from the high-redshift CNOC2 survey (Carlberg
et al. 1999), DEEP2 survey (Gerke et al. 2005), the
zCOSMOS (Wang et al. 2020), or from photometric
galaxy samples, e.g. using red-sequence cluster find-
ers (Koester et al. 2007; Rykoff et al. 2016) or other
techniques (Mehmood et al. 2016; Abdullah et al. 2018;
Banerjee et al. 2018). Group and cluster catalogs can
also be extracted from the weak lensing (Miyazaki et al.
2018), X-ray surveys and Sunyaev—Zel’dovich (SZ) ef-
fects (e.g., Hasselfield et al. 2013; Planck Collaboration
et al. 2016; Hilton et al. 2020; Bleem et al. 2020). In the
above studies, most of the studies focus on extracting

the most prominent cluster structures in the Universe
and lack appropriate assessment of the overall complete-
ness of these clusters. Very interestingly, in a recent
study, Yang et al. (2021) extended the halo-based group
finder of Yang et al. (2005b, 2007) so that it can deal
with galaxies with spectroscopic and photometric red-
shifts simultaneously. This new version group finder was
successfully applied to the DESI image legacy surveys,
where complete group catalogs ranging from low mass
isolated galaxies (halos) to massive clusters in the red-
shift range 0 < z < 1.0 with a sky coverage of 18000
square degrees were constructed.

Due to the lack of observational data, galaxy groups
and clusters at redshift beyond z ~ 2 are rarely studied.
Most of the studies focus on the so called protoclus-
ter population (see Kravtsov & Borgani 2012; Overzier
2016, for recent reviews). The discovery of protoclusters
in observations usually relies on the overdensity of star-
forming regions. These regions are common at high red-
shift and accompanied with intrinsically high luminosity.
Different sources are used to trace the star-forming ar-
eas, including Ha emitters (HAEs; Cooke et al. 2014;
Katsianis et al. 2017; Darvish et al. 2020; Koyama et al.
2021; Shi et al. 2021), Ly« emitters (LAEs; Venemans
et al. 2007; Chiang et al. 2015; Jiang et al. 2018; Hu
et al. 2021), Lyman-break galaxies (LBGs; Miley et al.
2004; Toshikawa et al. 2018), Sub-millimeter galaxies
(SMGs; Beuther et al. 2007; Negrello et al. 2017; Cheng
et al. 2019), and the Active galactic nuclei (AGN) such
as high-z radio galaxies (HzRGs; Galametz et al. 2012;
Wylezalek et al. 2013) and quasi stellar objects (QSOs;
Capak et al. 2011). The distribution of gas is also ap-
plied to find protoclusters (e.g., Oteo et al. 2018; Miller
et al. 2018). However, the protoclusters identified with
overdensity methods may not necessary to be linked
with the most massive halos at those redshifts, and thus
not necessary to be able to form massive galaxy clus-
ters at z=0 (Cui et al. 2020). In addition, the Planck
all sky survey provides a large sample of protocluster
candidates selected by their dust emission excess in the
545 GHz band (Planck Collaboration et al. 2016). The
identification of protoclusters is so far challenging due
to the low number density and the faintness of distant
galaxies (Muldrew et al. 2015). In the past years, only
a few protoclusters have been confirmed through multi-
wavelength and spectroscopic analysis (e.g., Diener et al.
2015; Wang et al. 2016; Lemaux et al. 2018; Polletta
et al. 2021).

From the galaxy observation side, the recently com-
pleted HSC-SSP (Aihara et al. 2018) on the Subaru
telescope using the HSC imager (Miyazaki et al. 2018)
reaches m; ~ 27.1 (50 in 2 arcsec apertures) at Deep
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fields. Although a few group catalogs using HSC data
have been constructed with different methods like red-
sequence galaxies (Oguri et al. 2017) or weak lensing
technique (Miyazaki et al. 2018; Hamana et al. 2020;
Oguri et al. 2021), and a system of galaxy protoclusters
at z ~ 4 was searched using g-dropout galaxies sample
selected from the Wide fields (Toshikawa et al. 2018), a
few group or cluster catalogs were constructed particu-
larly for the Deep fields (e.g., an updated data version of
Oguri et al. 2017). Ando et al. (2022) searched the cores
of protoclusters at 1 < z < 1.5 using a photometric data
from HSC-SSP wide and deep fields. In addition to the
grizy five band photometries, the U-band contained in
CLAUDS surveys (Sawicki et al. 2019) allows bracketing
the Balmer and 4000 A breaks at intermediate redshift
that improve the performances of photometric redshift
obtained from spectral energy distribution (SED) fitting
(e.g., Connolly et al. 1995; Sawicki et al. 1997, 2019).

In this study, we set out to search groups and
protocluster candidates from the joint CLAUDS and
HSC-SSP deep data (Sawicki et al. 2019) by adopting
the extended halo-based group/cluster finder developed
by Yang et al. (2021), paying particular attention to
groups/protoclusters at redshift beyond z ~ 2. Tt is also
worth to note that the CLAUDS and HSC-SSP deep sur-
veys completely cover the sky areas used to study the
Galaxy Evolution in the science themes of Prime Focus
Spectrograph (PFS; Takada et al. 2014). It would be
intriguing and useful to explore the galaxy properties at
high redshifts in combination with our group and pro-
tocluster candidate catalogs along with the galaxies to
be observed by the PFS survey.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we
first introduce the data set and conditions to select
galaxies, then we check the performance of the pho-
tometric redshift with respect to spectroscopic redshift
and the distribution of luminosity functions for the se-
lected galaxies sample. The extended version of halo-
based group finder and the basic information of the
group catalog constructed from the galaxy catalog are
described in Section 3. We discuss the properties of
groups at different redshifts in Section 4. In Section
5, we calculate the number density around the richest
groups/clusters at different redshifts, and provide a list
of protocluster candidates. Finally, we make our con-
clusions in Section. 6. Throughout the paper, we adopt
a ACDM cosmology with parameters that are consis-
tent with the Planck 2018 results (Planck Collaboration
et al. 2020): Q, = 0.315, Qx = 0.685, ny = 0.965,
h = Hy/(100 km s~' Mpc—) = 0.674 and og = 0.811.

2. GALAXY SAMPLES

In this section, we describe the data sets used in this
study and the criteria to select galaxy samples. We as-
sess the performance of the photometric redshifts and
measure the galaxy luminosity functions to evaluate our
galaxy samples.

2.1. The photometric surveys

We use the joint CLAUDS and HSC-SSP data set
(Sawicki et al. 2019), which has been applied for stud-
ies including the UV and U-band luminosity functions
(Moutard et al. 2020) and source classification (Golob
et al. 2021). This joint data set is a SExtractor-
based multiband catalog as described in Sawicki et al.
(2019). The detection to an object uses the signal-to-
noise (XSNR) image, which is constructed from all avail-
able CLAUDS u/u* and HSC-SSP grizy images. Once
objects are detected by the SExtractor software (Bertin
& Arnouts 1996) in the XSNR image, the multiband cat-
alog is then created by running SExtractor in dual image
mode, with various measurement recorded for each ob-
ject, such as positions, fluxes (in Kron, isophotal, and
fixed-radius circular apertures), fiducial radii and ellip-
ticities. Here, we only give a brief description of the
combination of the two data sets, while more details
can be found in Sawicki et al. (2019) and Moutard et al.
(2020).

The CLAUDS and HSC-SSP data set contains U +
grizy six bands data, distributed in four roughly
equal-sized (~4-6 deg?) fields: E-COSMOS, XMM-LSS,
ELAIS-N1 and DEEP2-3. CLAUDS provides the U-
band data with a median depth of Uag = 27.1 (50 in
2 arcsec apertures) covering a total 18.60 deg? in HSC-
SSP Deep layer, and 1.36 deg? sub-area reaching a depth
of Uap = 27.7 within UltraDeep layer (Sawicki et al.
2019). CLAUDS uses two U-band filters: the new u
filter is applied in the ELAIS-N2 and DEEP2-3 fields,
while the older u* filter is adopted in XMM-LSS. The E-
COSMOS field uses both u and u* filters in the central
region and only the u filter in other areas. The median
seeing in the entire deep fields of CLAUDS at U-band
is 0.92 arcsec.

The HSC-SSP data contains grizy five wavebands
with the depths of gag ~ 27.3, rag ~ 26.9, ixp ~ 26.7,
zap ~ 26.3 and yap ~ 25.3 (5o in 2 arcsec apertures)
in the Deep and UltraDeep regions (Aihara et al. 2019),
respectively. The average seeing in the i-band is the
best among the five wavebands, reaching ~ 0.62 arcsec.
The HSC-SSP data set totally has 14,789,205 objects
over 34.41 deg?, within which 18.60 deg? have CLAUDS
U-band observations. We note that our data set uses
an updated version of HSC-SSP sample, which is based
on the second public data release (PDR2; Aihara et al.
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Table 1. The selection criteria imposed on the galaxies sample using only HSC-SSP PDR2. These conditions are referring
Oguri et al. (2017) and Mandelbaum et al. (2018). The flags marked * are only True for the E-COSMOS field.

Conditions True or False Descriptions

isprimary True Identify a single version of astrophysical object
g|rli|z|y-inputcount_value > 2 False Number of images contributing at center
g|rli|z|ly-mask_pdr2_bright_objectcenter False Source center is close to bright object pixels
i_extendedness_value = 1 True Extended object

g|rli|z|y-pizelflags_edge False Too close to an image boundary
g|r|i|z|y-pizelflags_interpolatedcenter™ False Interpolated pixel in the source center
glrli|z|y-pizelflags_saturatedcenter False Saturated pixel in the source center
g|rli|z|y-pizelflags_crcenter* False Cosmic ray in the source center
g|rli|z|y-pizelflags_bad False Bad pixel in the source center

2019). This data version increases the galaxy number
but not significantly in Deep and UltraDeep fields. In
the following, we describe the procedures used to select
our galaxy samples from these data sets.

2.2. Galazy selection

Our galaxy sample selection begins with the rejection
of the objects with mask flags to avoid the light influence
from bright stars. While the objects in the data set have
been divided into stars, galaxies and QSOs using the
gradient boosted trees method (Golob et al. 2021), we
only select the objects classified as galaxies. We also ex-
clude galaxies with grizy apparent magnitude less than
0 to avoid spurious photometric redshift determinations.
As the i band is priority observed and has the smallest
seeing among the HSC-SSP observations, we choose to
use galaxies observed in i-band with apparent magni-
tude limit m; < 26 and magnitude error o; < 1. We
discard away two small but bad areas at the edges of
ELAIS-N1 and XMM-LSS. With these initial cuts for
the CLAUDS and HSC-SSP data set, we have 7,752,546
galaxies spanning an area of 33.97 deg?.

Then, we try to exclude the unreliable galaxies due to
the pollution of the bad pixels or the problems still exist-
ing in the image processing. However, the original data
set provided in Sawicki et al. (2019) does not give such
information about these galaxies. We thus construct a
new independent galaxy sample based on the HSC-SSP
PDR2 database and apply several pixel flags of images
to exclude these unreliable sources. The chosen flags
refer to the criteria adopted in Oguri et al. (2017) and
Mandelbaum et al. (2018). We first require the flag is-
primary to be True to identify a single version of each
astrophysical object. We throw out the sources close
to the bright object pixels at grizy bands. The object
type is determined as galaxy by setting the star-galaxy
separation parameter i_extendedness_value=1 at ¢ band.
The number of visits to each object is indicated with the
inputcount parameter, where we choose inputcount > 2

for all grizy bands. Moreover, we also discard possibly
polluted galaxies with these situations: objects too close
to an image boundary or those that have interpolated,
saturated, bad and a cosmic hit pixel in the source cen-
ter at any broad bands. Because the ultra-deep fields
undergo 100 or more visits, any one of which could be
affected by a cosmic ray, resulting in a substantial chance
of the object being excluded, i.e., lower source density
in the ultra-deep fields than that in the deep fields af-
ter excluding the influenced sources. We thus do not
apply the interpolated and cosmic ray flags for the E-
COSMOS field which suffers this effect heavily, though
the effects of cosmic rays are minor on coadds (Aihara
et al. 2021). After applying these selection criteria as
listed in Table. 1, we obtain a galaxy checking sample
with a total of 11,177,216 sources.

Finally, we match the initially selected CLAUDS and
HSC-SSP galaxy sample with this checking sample ob-
tained from HSC-SSP PDR2 by asking the agreement
of their coordinates to be less than 1 arcsec. By select-
ing galaxies with photometric redshift 0 < zphoto < 6,
we finally obtain a galaxy catalog with 5,607,052 galax-
ies. The distributions of the matched galaxies in the
final sample at four separated fields are shown in differ-
ent panels as quoted in Fig. 1. We present the redshift
distribution of selected galaxies in Fig. 2.

2.3. Assess the photometic redshift quality

The photometric redshift, zphoto, in our galaxy sam-
ple is calculated using a color-space nearest-neighbour
machine learning technique (hereafter kNN; Sawicki
et al. 2019) combined with the template-fitting code LE
PHARE (Arnouts et al. 2002; Ilbert et al. 2006). Specif-
ically, the kNN method uses the 30-band COSMOS pho-
tometric redshifts from Laigle et al. (2016) as a training
set. 50 nearest neighbours around each object are de-
termined by the kNN in color space. Then, each object
was fitted with a weighted Gaussian kernel density esti-
mator with the weighted redshifts of these neighbours.
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Figure 1. The sky coverage of galaxies, distributed in four separated fields: E-COSMOS, DEEP2-3, ELAIS-N1 and XMM-LSS.
The galaxy number count in each pixel with an area about 1.4 x 10™* deg? is coded with a color bar. The empty circles inside

galaxies coverage correspond to the masked areas.

This method obtains redshifts with a low scatter and
bias on average but suffer from more outliers. The pho-
tometric redshifts from LE PHARE are computed by
using the template library of Coupon et al. (2015) and
with a consideration of four extinction laws as described
in Ilbert et al. (2006). The final photometric redshifts
were obtained by combing the outputs from the kNN
method and LE PHARE, i.e., the photometric redshift
values of outliers in the kNN photo-z catalog were re-
placed with the values from LE PHARE. The details
of computation are introduced in Moutard et al. (2020).

As the group finder uses both the value and error of
photometric redshifts (see Section 3.1 for details), we
investigate the quality of photometric redshifts by com-
paring with the subsample of high-quality spectroscopic
redshifts, zspec. We use the quantities including bias,
scatter and outlier rate to assess the quality of photo-

metric redshifts. The bias is defined as the median value
of (Zphoto—Zspec)/ (1+2spec). The scatter is estimated us-
ing the normalized median absolute deviation: median
(I2photo — Zspec|/(1 + Zspec))/0.6745. The outlier rate is
the fraction of galaxies with |2photo — Zspec|/ (14 Zspec) >
0.15 in each photometric redshift bin.

Based on the spectroscopic redshifts of 65135 galaxies
from a compilation of surveys (Lilly et al. 2007; Brad-
shaw et al. 2013; Le Fevre et al. 2013; McLure et al.
2013; Comparat et al. 2015; Kriek et al. 2015; Silver-
man et al. 2015; Masters et al. 2017; Tasca et al. 2017;
Scodeggio et al. 2018) in the CLAUDS and HSC-SSP
sample, we assess the photometric redshift quality in
our galaxy sample. The performance as a function of
photometric redshifts is shown in Fig. 3. The bias is
constrained around #0.01 at zphoto < 3.5 and within
0.03 at higher redshifts. The scatter remains at 3 per
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Zphoto

Figure 2. The number distribution of galaxies as a function
of photometric redshift in our final sample. The inserted
panel particularly shows the number distribution of galaxies
at 4 < Zphoto < 6.

cent level across whole redshift range, except reaching
~ 12 per cent at z ~ 1.8 where the outlier rate is as high
as about 40%. Thus, in general the groups we extracted
at redshift z ~ 1.8 should be less reliable than other
redshift ranges. We use a second-order spline interpola-
tion method to fit the scatter as a function of redshift,
which is shown as the red line in Fig. 3. We use this
fitting result to describe the photometric redshift error
of each galaxy for our group finder. If a galaxy has a
spectroscopic redshift, we replace the photometric red-
shift with the spectroscopic redshift and set the redshift
error as 0.0001. As tested in Yang et al. (2021), galaxy
groups, especially massive ones, can be reliably detected
for galaxy samples with a photometric redshift error at
3% level. We note that once the PFS starts its oper-
ation, we will keep updating the photometric redshifts
with spectroscopic redshifts, and hence improve the re-
sulting group catalogs. We expect the completeness and
purity, and more importantly, the redshift accuracy of
of the groups in the updated versions will be improved.

2.4. Galazy luminosity functions

As the halo-based group finder uses the group/galaxy
luminosity as a proxy for halo mass estimates, it is im-
portant to check if there are spuriously bright galaxies
due to redshift errors etc. The absolute magnitude of
each galaxy is calculated with its apparent magnitude
and redshift following the formula:

M; —5logh = m; — 5log Dy,(z) — 25, (1)

where Dr(z) is the luminosity distance in units of
h~'Mpc. We obtain the luminosity of each galaxy L

using the formula:
log(L/h™2Lg) = 0.4 x (4.52 — M;), (2)

where 4.52 is the i-band absolute magnitude of the Sun.

The galaxy luminosity function measures the comov-
ing number density of galaxies as a function of luminos-
ity, which is one of the most essential tools to character-
ize the galaxy population. As our galaxy sample covers
a large redshift range 0 < z < 6, we divide galaxies into
15 redshift bins, each with a bin width Az = 0.4. We
calculate the galaxy luminosity functions at ¢ band in
all redshift bins. Note that more comprehensive studies
of the luminosity functions based on CLAUDS and HSC
data set has been carried out at UV and U band (Ono
et al. 2018; Moutard et al. 2020; Harikane et al. 2021,
Liu et al. in preparation). Following Yang et al. (2021),
here we use the V.« method to calculate luminosity
function,

¢(Mz)d10ng = Zl/vmax7 (3)

J

where the summation is performed for all the galaxies in
a given redshift bin. The Vj,.x is the comoving volume
within the given redshift bin, which is computed accord-
ing to the maximum redshift, z,.x, where the apparent
magnitude of galaxies can be observed,

Vmax = V(min[zmaxv Zbimup]) - V(Zbimlow)v (4>

where Zbin,up and 2Zpin low are the lower and upper limits
of the corresponding redshift bin, respectively.

In Fig. 4, we present the luminosity functions and
magnitude-redshift distribution of our sample galaxies
selected from different redshift bins at i-band. We
specifically compare the results for galaxies with and
without K-correction in calculating the absolute mag-
nitudes of galaxies. Based on the HSC-SSP grizy five
band magnitudes and CLAUDS U band magnitude (if
available), we calculate the K-correction in i-band to
redshift z ~ 0 using the ‘Kcorrect’ model of Blanton &
Roweis (2007). In the top left panel of Fig. 4, we present
the galaxy luminosity functions without the considera-
tion of K-correction at seven redshift bins as indicated.
The distribution of low redshift galaxies shows a profile
consistent with other observations at i-band (Blanton
et al. 2003; Hill et al. 2010; Driver et al. 2012) as shown
with black lines. While at high redshifts, galaxy lumi-
nosity functions show some significant enhancements at
bright ends. Shown in the lower left panel of Fig. 4
are the luminosity functions which are K-corrected to
redshift z = 0. We include a comparison with a rel-
atively high-redshift (0.7 < z < 0.8) observation from



GROUP/PROTOCLUSTER CATALOGS 7

Oap——— Vo —— interpolator 1
O bias
v outlier rate
0.3 scatter 1
v
(O]
e
L2
v
: ; ]
g 0.1 .,y ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, /’\ ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
(0] : ™ v v
a o \\ _ v Y\ v 2 P
= v - et o o o o o o o o o ::ﬁ"'_'—/“o'—-::”"Y‘,—"={'O'——'~_-’-é—
0.0M
-0.1 L L L L L
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Zphoto

Figure 3. Assessing the quality of photometric redshifts with respect to spectroscopic redshifts as a function of photometric
redshift. The blue circles, green triangles and orange squares represent the bias, scatter and outlier rate, respectively. The grey
shadows and dashed lines show 4+0.01 and +0.03 region, respectively. The red line is the second order spline interpolation for

the scatter parameter.

Bates et al. (2019) shown with black triangles, which
matches well with our results after taking K-correction
into account. There presents a strong evolution in the
luminosity functions with K-correction at ¢ band taken
into account (Mobasher et al. 1996). Overall, the lumi-
nosity function with K-correction in the lowest redshift
bin is similar to that without the consideration of K-
correction. However in higher redshift bins, the lumi-
nosity functions show extraordinary enhanced bumps at
the bright ends. The overall behavior deviates from the
typical Schechter functional form, and there are galaxies
with M; < —28.

The differences can also be clearly seen in the mag-
nitude redshift distributions of galaxies as shown in the
right panels of Fig. 4. For the galaxies at z > 3.5, there
appears a gap for the faint galaxies as the K-correction
model we used is most applicable to z ~ 2 (Blanton &
Roweis 2007). The galaxies at different redshifts have
different K-correction scatter ranges.

Note that in this paper, we are using galaxy luminosity
as proxy for the halo mass estimation, not trying to pro-
vide a coherent and accurate galaxy luminosity function
measurement. In addition, as we have separated galax-
ies into small redshift bins, without K-correction only
means that we are measuring galaxy luminosity func-
tions in the observed frame around the median redshifts
of galaxies in these redshift bins. Furthermore, the de-
rived halo mass is not strongly depend on the luminosity
function as we will use an abundance matching method
to obtain the halo mass (see more details in next sec-
tion). Given these situations, we decide to use galaxy
absolute magnitudes without K-correction in this study.

3. THE METHOD AND BASIC QUANTITIES

In this section we first give a brief description of the
method we used to extract groups from our galaxy sam-
ple. After the construction of the group catalog, we
present some basis quantities of it.

3.1. The halo-based group finder

The group finder we used in this study is a halo-
based method developed in Yang et al. (2005d, 2007).
The galaxy-dark matter connection has been extensively
studied in theories (e.g., HOD, stellar to halo mass ra-
tios), which provides the foundation of this group finder.
In the first version of the group finder, it was only appli-
cable to galaxies with spectroscopic redshifts, and hence
has been applied to the 2dFGRS and SDSS data to
search for groups at low redshifts (Yang et al. 2005d,
2007). Recently, the group finder is improved to be ap-
plicable to both spectroscopic and photometric redshifts
(Yang et al. 2021). The performance of the new version
of the group finder is tested against mock galaxy redshift
samples. It turns out that the group finder is stable and
reliable to construct group catalogs for galaxy samples
with photometric redshift error ~ 3%. This extended
version will allow us to probe group contents over large
redshift ranges using photometric redshift galaxy data.
Here we give a brief description of the main steps in this
method (more details can be found in Yang et al. 2021).

The group finder begins with the assumption that each
galaxy is a group candidate. To alleviate the impact of
galaxy incompleteness due to the magnitude limit cut,
possible impact of galaxy luminosity evolution, and the
effect of not taking into account the K-correction, here
we separate our sample galaxies into 15 redshift bins,
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Figure 4. Left panels: galaxy luminosity functions in different redshift bins. The results for galaxies with or without K-
corrections are shown in the lower and upper panels, respectively. The errors are derived from the square root of the sum of
weights squared (Possion error). Seven redshift bins with 0.4 interval are shown with different colors as labelled in the legend in
the top panel. The comparison with other observations at low redshifts in the i-band include Blanton et al. (2003) (solid black),
Hill et al. (2010) (dashed black) and Driver et al. (2012) (dotted black). The black triangles show a relatively higher-redshift
observation result with K-correction in Bates et al. (2019). Right panels: the absolute magnitude v.s. photometric redshift
distribution of a subset of randomly selected sample galaxies. The results for absolute magnitudes with or without K-corrections

are shown in the lower and upper panels, respectively.

each with an interval of Az = 0.4. We measure the
total luminosity of each group by summing up the lumi-
nosity of all member galaxies, and compute the cumu-
lative group luminosity functions in each redshift bin.
Meanwhile, the cumulative halo mass function is ob-
tained from the analytic model prediction by Sheth et al.
(2001) corresponding to the median redshift of groups
in each bin. We determine the mass-to-light ratios of
groups in each redshift bin with the cumulative halo
mass functions and group luminosity functions using the
abundance matching method (Yang et al. 2007).

Then, each tentative group is assigned a halo mass M,
based on the upper mass-to-light ratio using interpola-
tion techniques. With a halo mass, each group can have
a halo radius and velocity dispersion along the line-of-

sight. The halo radius is defined as 180 times the average
matter density of the Universe, expressed as:

M 1/3

(5)
where Zgroup is the redshift of the group center. The
line-of-sight velocity dispersion of a dark matter halo
is obtained using the fitting function of van den Bosch
et al. (2004) with slight modifications to be suitable to

ACDM cosmology with other €2, values:

>O.3224

r1s0 = 0.781h~ ! Mpc (

MLQm

_ -1
J180 — 632s™ "km (m (6)
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Figure 5. The distribution of the number of groups Ngp, as
a function of the number of member galaxies Ng. Different
colors represent different redshift ranges as shown in the top-
right legend.

The group membership updates begin from the most
massive one by taking the luminosity weighted group
center as halo center and assuming that the distribution
of member galaxies in phase-space follows that of the
dark matter particles. The probability of a galaxy to be
a member galaxy can be written as:

Pu(R,A2) = T 2 ) M

where R is the projected distance from the group cen-
ter, Az = z — Zgroup, € is the velocity of light, 3(R) is
the projected surface density for a NFW halo (Navarro
et al. 1997), p(Az) is a Gaussian function form to de-
scribe the redshift distribution of galaxies within the
halo (see detail in Yang et al. 2021). Here we have
o = max (0180, COphoto) Where ophoto is the typical pho-
tometric redshift error as described by the solid line
shown in Fig. 2. Note that in our galaxy sample, if a
galaxy has a spectroscopic redshift, we assigned it with
a Ophoto = 0.0001 value. For this galaxy, the ¢ = o159
value will automatically be used, while for the majority
galaxies with only photometric redshifts, o = copnoto-

Next, we assign galaxies to a candidate group with
the judgement between Py(R,Az) and Boigg/o. If
Py(R,Az) > Boigg/o, the galaxy will be assigned to
the group. Here, the background value B independent
of halo mass perceptively quantifies the threshold of the
redshift space density contrast of groups (Yang et al.
2005d). We adopt theoretically gauged parameter 10
as the B value during group finding. Decreasing this
background value may slightly increase the richness of
the groups. The ratio o1g9/0 is used to account for the
decrease of density contrast caused by the photometric
redshift error.

After assigning all the galaxies into groups, we update
the group centers and luminosities, and recalculate the
halo information and find member galaxies again. The
iterative stops until there are no more changes for the
group memberships. Finally, we start from the begin-
ning to make another iteration, aimed at the conver-
gence of mass-to-light ratios which normally need 3 to 4
iterations.

3.2. Survey edge effect

As we can see in Fig. 1, the survey geometries of our
galaxy catalogs are quite complicated. We follow Y07 to
provide a parameter, feqge, to quantify the survey edge
effect of the groups. For this purpose, we randomly
distribute 200 points within the radius (rigo) of each
halo. Then, we remove those random points that are
outside of the survey region according to the mask of
the CLAUDS and HSC-SSP data set. For each group,
we calculate the number of remaining points, Niemain,
and define the fraction fedge = Nremain/200 to gauge the
volume of the group that lies within the survey edges.
About 84 per cent of the groups in our catalog have a
fedge value larger than 0.9. For the groups with M) >
10" h=*Mg, ~ 72 per cent of the groups have fedge >
0.9. This parameter is provided in our catalog in case
some studies need to consider this edge effect.

3.3. Basic quantities

After applying the extended halo-based group finder
to the selected CLAUDS and HSC-SSP galaxy sample,
we obtain a total of 2,232,134 groups. There are 402,947
and 68,711 groups containing at least 3 and 10 member
galaxies respectively. As our group catalog covers a wide
redshift range, it would be interesting to see those num-
bers and masses in different redshift ranges. We list the
number of groups, the percentage of the groups with re-
spect to the total population, and the median halo mass
of groups within different number of member galaxies
and redshift ranges in Table. 2. More explicitly, we
present the number of groups as a function of the num-
ber of member galaxies in different redshift bins in Fig. 5
for groups with redshift z > 2. With redshift increasing,
the number of member galaxies decreases dramatically.
At z > 5, most groups are isolated galaxies indeed, and
only 31 groups have two member galaxies, 1 group with
three members.

As an illustration, we show in Fig. 6 the projected dis-
tributions of the groups selected from a small sky cover-
age area. The y-axis and x-axis represent the transverse
distance in the RA direction from the field center and
the line-of-sight distance, respectively. It is quite obvi-
ous that the richness of groups decreases as the increase
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Table 2. Number, percentage and median log halo mass of the groups with different number of member galaxies (Ng) and

within different redshift ranges.

N, > 1 N, > 2 N, >3 N, >5 N, > 10
redshift Ng:p (log My) Nerp (%, log My) Negrp (%, log My) Nerp (%,log M) Ngrp (%, log My)
0 2 3) (4) 5) (©)
0<z<6 2232134 (11.86) 669,209 (30.0, 12.20) 402,947 (18.1, 12.32) 204,099 (9.1, 12.50) 68,711 (3.1, 12.79)
z>1 1,617,926 (11.87) 379,346 (23.4, 12.27) 178,326 (11.0, 12.49) 65,034 (4.0, 12.77) 13,576 (0.8, 13.15)
z>2 955,893 (11.82) 132,022 (13.8, 12.22) 41,815 (4.4, 12.50) 8,993 (0.9, 12.83) 919 (0.1, 13.25)
z>3 374,688 (11.78) 28,284 (7.5, 12.15) 5,403 (1.4, 12.40) 404 (0.1, 12.79) 5 (0.001, 13.30)
2> 4 59,997 (11.87) 1,125 (1.9, 12.22) 89 (0.1, 12.55) 4 (0.006, 13.00) 0
2>5 6,553 (11.95) 32 (0.5, 12.20) 1 (0.01, 12.78) 0 0

NOTE—Column (1) lists the different redshift bins. Column (2), (3), (4), (5) and (6) list the number of groups, Ngrp, with at
least 1, 2, 3, 5 and 10 members, respectively. The values of the percentage and log median halo mass in each redshift and
richness bin are listed in the parentheses.

Comoving distance [h~*Mpc]
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Figure 6. The projected distribution of a selection of groups in

a transverse v.s. line-of-sight direction plane. The groups

with at least 10 member galaxies at 0.1 < z < 2.5 are shown with grey dots, while those with at least 2 member galaxies at
2.5 < z < 5 are color coded by the number of their member galaxies. The size of the dot is proportional to the log mass of the

group.

of redshift. Most of those groups with at least 10 mem-
bers are below redshift z = 2.5.

We note that in our galaxy sample, the photometric
redshifts maybe contaminated by star light, etc., in cer-
tain bands. We particularly examine the distribution of
groups at z > 4 in the images from HSC-SSP PDR2.
Most groups are well established as clearly shown in the
images and present a peak of galaxy numbers around the
group center (e.g., Fig. 9). However, we also find that
some member galaxies of groups in the images suffer
from the contaminations such as scattered light, satel-
lite trail and long wings of bright stars (Aihara et al.
2018, 2019), even though the processing pipeline (Bosch
et al. 2018) used in HSC-SSP PDR2 has improved a lot.
We believe that the groups determined in these cases are
not reliable. Although we have excluded some polluted
sources by setting selection flags, a few galaxies located
in the contaminated area are hard to classify and were
left in our sample, occupying a small fraction of the to-

tal galaxy sample. About 17% (2/12)! and 21% (7/34)
of groups with at least two member galaxies at redshift
52 < z < 5.6 and 4.8 < z < 5.2, respectively, suffer
from this problem. This problem is especially severe
for the groups with at least three members at redshift
4.4 < z<4.8: T1% (36/51) of the groups are located at
the contaminated area (see also the upper-left panel of
Fig. 4 for the enhanced number of very bright galaxies
at redshift z ~ 4.8, the hint of such a contamination).
Thus, it is better to visually inspect the images before
studying these individual groups, especially at particu-
lar redshift bin 4.4 < z < 4.8. Besides, at 4.0 < z < 4.4,
only 4 cases in a sample of 36 groups with at least three
members suffer this problem. In general, by investigat-
ing the redshift distribution of the contaminated galax-

1 The number of groups containing contaminated members divided
by the total number of such groups
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Figure 7. Four cases of groups at z > 5 in the HSC-SSP PDR2 deep i-band images. Galaxies around the group center in our
galaxy sample are marked with solid circles color coded by zphoto of which values are written on the upper right corners of their
positions, while the member galaxies are indicated with red squares. The center and halo radius of the groups are presented
with red stars and dashed magenta circles, respectively. Note that the center here is the luminosity weighted center as defined
in text. The information of the group including its redshift z, number of member galaxies N, halo radius ri1g0 and mass My

are labelled on the top-right corner of each panel.

ies in the images, we find that most galaxies are at
z 2 4.4. We suppose that these contaminated galax-
ies are prone to be assigned high redshifts during their
redshift SED fitting. Nevertheless, the current galaxy
sample is already among the best deep photometric red-
shift catalogs we current have, and PFS observation will
provide massive spectroscopic redshifts in the near fu-
ture in these regions. These contaminated groups are
excluded in our following analysis and plots.

4. PROPERTIES OF GALAXY GROUPS AT
DIFFERENT REDSHIFTS

We set out to investigate the properties of groups,
paying special attention to the evolutionary trend of the
groups as a function of redshift.

4.1. Galazxy pairs at z ~ 5

We start our analysis from high redshift. As shown
in Fig. 5 and listed in Table 2, the vast majority of our
groups at z > 5 contain only one member galaxy. There
are in total only a few tens of galaxy pairs. Comparing
to the rich systems at low redshifts, the poor systems
found at such high redshift in general have two origins,
one is the observation selection effect and the other is
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Figure 8. Similar to Fig. 7 but for groups at z ~ 4. Here we show groups with 3 member galaxies.

the growth of halos. We carry out a rough investiga-
tion about the observational selection effect, i.e., faint
galaxies may not be observed at high redshifts, on our
determination of high redshift group members. We se-
lect 100 richest groups at z ~ 1 with a median value
of 197 members. Then, we move these groups to higher
redshifts and estimate the number of remaining group
members according to the magnitude limit and without
the consideration of the halo evolution. At z = 5.4,
we find most groups possess about two members, which
is roughly consistent with our expectation. However,
taking into account the strong evolution of galaxy lumi-
nosity functions at redshift > 3.6, those richest systems
should contain more bright galaxies than the ones been
observed, indicating a quite strong growth or accretion
of other member galaxies at a later stage.

We present four of these groups at z > 5 in Fig. 7.
The images are taken from the HSC-SSP PDR2 deep
observations at the i-band. We mark galaxies around
the group center in our galaxy sample with solid circles
color coded by zphoto Of which values are written on
the upper right corners of their positions. We use red
squares to indicate the member galaxies. The center and
halo size (with radius rig9) of each group are presented
with a red star and dashed magenta circle, respectively.
The information of the group including its redshift z,
number of member galaxies Ny, halo radius rigp and
mass M), are labelled on the top-right corner of each
panel.

As the group masses are estimated using the halo
abundance matching method (see Yang et al. 2012,
for an illustration of the halo mass functions at differ-
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ent redshifts), the masses of these groups are around
~ 102 h~'M, with a mean comoving radius of ~
0.28 h~'Mpec. By checking the neighboring galaxies, we
can find that the member galaxies are well determined
by our group finder, i.e., no galaxies are seen with simi-
lar redshifts near the groups which might be missed.
Comparing to the halo radius, the member galaxies
here seem to have relatively large separations, meaning
that at such high redshift, galaxy or halo major mergers
are not frequent. In addition, the galaxy pairs in most
cases do not show significant differences, i.e. distinc-
tion between one bright central galaxy (BCG) and the
other faint satellite galaxy (FSG). Quite interestingly,
evidence has shown that proto-BCGs at z ~ 1.6 have
formed at high-redshift through equal-mass mergers of
massive galaxies (see, e.g., Sawicki et al. 2020). Theo-
retical models (e.g., De Lucia & Blaizot 2007; Contini
et al. 2015) also predict such merger formation scenar-
ios. Thus, we speculate that the galaxy pairs at z ~ 5
might be the progenitors of those equal-mass mergers,
of which their later descendants are ultra-massive qui-
escent galaxies at lower redshifts (Sawicki et al. 2020).

4.2. Triple galazy systems at z ~ 4

As redshift decreases to z ~ 4, we have more galaxies
in our sample but the galaxies determined as members
of groups are still small. Apart from four groups with
at least 5 members, the most massive groups at this
redshift range roughly have 3 members. Similar to Fig.
7, we show in Fig. 8 the galaxy distributions around four
typical groups with 3 members at z ~ 4. These groups
with halo mass around ~ 1023 h=!M have a mean
comoving radius of ~ 0.32 h~*Mpc.

Here again, compared to the member galaxies en-
closed in the magenta dashed circles, there are no ob-
vious galaxies at similar redshifts being missed by the
group finder. Comparing to those galaxy pairs at red-
shift z ~ 5, here the triple galaxy systems, have the
following features:

e Among the galaxies triplets, a pair of galaxies
seem to be very close, and the third is somewhat
far away. Within the close pairs, there is one
galaxy with a relatively higher luminosity (deeper
grayscale compared with other galaxies), i.e., the
distinction between BCG and FSG starts to be
significant. This might be due to the different star
formation efficiency associated with the halo po-
tential, gas reservoir and cooling rate.

e Associating these triple systems with those galaxy
pairs with similar abundance at higher redshift
whose member galaxies are quite similar, this

might indicate that the faint galaxy (subhalo) in
the close pair might be accreted at quite early in
the halo, but not been observed at higher redshift
due to the flux limit.

e The faint galaxy in the close pairs is about to, but
not yet, merged to the brighter galaxy around this
redshift. Since it is quite fainter than the primary
galaxy, this might correspond to a minor merger.

4.3. Distribution of member galazies at z ~ 8

When redshift decreases to z ~ 3, the groups possess
more member galaxies. Overall, at z > 3, there are
more than 400 groups with at least 5 member galaxies.
There are about 144 groups with at least 6 members.
In Fig. 9, we present four cases of galaxy distributions
around groups at z ~ 3. Three of them have 6 member
galaxies and one has 7 members. The mass of groups is
in the range of 102 to 1027 h~1Mg with a mean
virial radius (r1g0) of ~ 0.42 h~1Mpc.

Comparing to the galaxy triples at redshift z ~ 4, here
the galaxy groups have the following features:

e There are one or two prominent brightest galax-
ies in each group. They are quite distinct from
other galaxies, which might indicate that these
galaxies, at least some of them, may had devoured
their closest neighboring FSGs and thus became
the dominant BCGs.

e In cases there are two prominent brightest galaxies
in a group, they usually have quite large separa-
tion with or without their associated faint galaxy
accompanies. Such a feature may indicate that it
is a relatively newly merged system.

The one or two galaxies prominently brighter than
other members in a group can be related to the “lu-
minosity gap” first described by Ostriker & Tremaine
(1975). As dynamical friction is the strongest for the
most massive galaxy in a cluster, the massive galaxies
tend to sink into the center of halos more quickly, which
means that they merge fairly rapidly before the lower-
mass galaxies join them. This results in a galaxy popu-
lation in the halo that contains one or two very massive
galaxy, plus all the lower-mass galaxies. Thus, the most
massive galaxy looks like an outlier compared to the rest
of the population.

In addition to these case-by-case investigations, we
also statistically quantify the distribution of member
galaxies in groups since we have a relatively sufficient
number of member galaxies. We try to explore the shape
of groups indicated by the positions of their member
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Figure 9. Similar to Fig. 7 but for groups at z ~ 3. The red dashed ellipse indicates the 20 coordinate distribution of member
galaxies. The ratio between the minor and major axis of red ellipse is written on the right corner of legend. For clarity, we omit

the redshift values indicated in previous figures.

galaxies. Theoretically, the environment of halos is usu-
ally divided into four classes: voids, filaments, sheets
and clusters (referred as the cosmic web), while filaments
are generally considered to form earlier (e.g., Bond et al.
2010; Cautun et al. 2014). At a given redshift, the
massive halos are preferentially located in the cluster
environments, while low mass halos tend to locate in
the filament environments (e.g. Yang et al. 2017). In
cases that the shape of the groups are correlated with
their surrounding environments, we would expect that
the groups with the same halo mass at different redshift
would display different shapes.

Here we directly use the coordinates of member galax-
ies of groups to quantify their shapes. More explicitly,

we take the declination (Dec) and right ascension (RA)
relative to the group center as two parameters, while
RA is multiplied by cos(Dec) to correct the projection
effect at high latitudes. Then, we calculate the 2o scat-
ters of these two parameters, (ADec, ARAcos(Dec)),
among the member galaxies with the assumption of 2-
dimension Gaussian distribution, which can be shown as
an ellipse. We adopt the ratio between the minor and
major axis of the scatter ellipse, vap, to indicate the dis-
tribution of member galaxies or the shape of groups. In
the case of a filamentary distribution, =y, tends to ap-
proach zero. In Fig. 9, we show the 20 ellipses with red
dashed curves centered in the group center and mark
the 7., value on the legend. The four cases with ~,p
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the coordinate ratio, 7a,. The blue filled and red dashed
histograms respectively represent the groups at 3.2 < z < 3.6
and at 0 < z < 0.4 with only five brightest member galaxies.
The groups in the low redshift bin are selected according
to the halo masses of those groups at 3.2 < z < 3.6. We
only consider the brightest 5 member galaxies during the
calculations.

varying from 0.23 to 0.63, representing an elongated to
relatively spherical shapes of groups at z ~ 3.

Statistically, we show in Fig. 10 the number of v, dis-
tribution for groups with Ny = 5 members at redshift
3.2 < z < 3.6, and compare them to a reference group
sample at 0 < z < 0.4 with at least 5 members. Here
the reference sample is generated by selecting groups at
redshift 0 < z < 0.4 according to the halo masses in the
primary group sample at redshift 3.2 < z < 3.6. Then
for each reference group, we only keep the brightest 5
member galaxies for our consideration. The numbers
of groups at 3.2 < z < 3.6 and 0 < z < 0.4 are 95
and 3983, respectively. In the high redshift sample, v,y
mainly distributes between 0.3 and 0.8 without a clear
peak, while the 7, for groups at redshift 0 < z < 0.4 are
concentrated at ~ 0.75. By comparing the distribution
of 7,1, in the low and high redshift samples, we infer that
the groups at early times are prone to form with a fila-
mentary shape, whereas the groups at late times mainly
have a more spherical shape. This is consistent with the
formation of LSS under the hierarchical framework that
filaments are formed earlier than clusters where galax-
ies are distributed more spherically than those in the
filaments.

4.4. Rich groups at z ~ 2

As redshift decreases to z ~ 2, groups possess more
member galaxies as the increasing cosmic star formation
rate (Katsianis et al. 2021) and merger rate (Ventou
et al. 2017) at this period. There are 914 groups at

redshift z ~ 2 with at least 10 members. These groups
have a median halo mass of 1.8 x 103 A~'*My. The
radius of groups (r1g9) can extend to ~ 1 h~*Mpc.

In Fig. 11, we show four rich groups at z ~ 2 with
member galaxies Ny ~ 20. Overall, the member galaxies
distribute more isotropically compared with the groups
at z ~ 3 (Fig. 8). In addition, quite different from those
groups at redshift z 2 3 where there are almost no
galaxies at similar redshift close to their halo bound-
aries (radius), here we start to see some galaxies with
similar redshifts approaching to the host groups. These
coeval galaxies frequently appearing around the bound-
ary of groups, will significantly contribute to the growth
of groups, i.e. to form clusters, in a later stage.

The evolution of major mergers rate are popularly
studied in simulations and observations despite still in
debates at high redshifts. The rate of major mergers
investigated in some simulations can be increasingly ex-
tended to z 2 3 (e.g., Stewart et al. 2008; Lagos et al.
2018), whereas a few simulations show a steady profile at
z ~ 2—3 (e.g., Kaviraj et al. 2015; Qu et al. 2017; Snyder
et al. 2017), which is consistent with the results inves-
tigated with photometric and flux-ratio-selected galaxy
pairs in observations (e.g., Bluck et al. 2009; Man et al.
2012; Duncan et al. 2019; Ventou et al. 2019). As
we have obtained a rather uniform flux-limited galaxy
group sample at high redshift, we can use the separation
between member galaxies, as well as the stellar mass
growth of member galaxies to probe the merger rates
of galaxies in observation, and compare with theortical
model prediction (e.g., Jiang et al. 2008; O’Leary et al.
2021).

4.5. Groups/clusters at lower redshifts

At lower redshifts, there are a total of 68711
groups with at least 10 members in our group cata-
log. Here we do not provide further visual inspec-
tions of these individual groups/clusters, but try to
evaluate our low redshift groups by comparing them
with other group/cluster data sets. Fruitful number of
groups/clusters at low redshifts have been found with
different methods. Here we compare our data with two
sets of them.

We use our galaxy groups to match the groups deter-
mined in Oguri et al. (2017), who applied the CAMIRA
(Cluster-finding Algorithm based on Multi-band Iden-
tification of Red-sequence galaxies) algorithm (Oguri
2014) to the HSC Wide S16A data set. Here we con-
sider their updated data version which used the HSC-
SSP PDR2 with photometric redshifts. There are 197
groups at 0.1 < z < 1.2 in total located in the same
fields as ours. As the number density of their groups
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Figure 11. Similar to Fig. 7 but for groups at z ~ 2. Note we only show the galaxies at 1 < z < 3 marked with the same range

color bar.

is roughly above the theoretical curve of 10'* h=!Mg
halos according to the halo mass function (Oguri et al.
2017), they are mostly clusters with mass larger than
10*h~1Mg. Before we proceed to match these clusters
with our group/cluster sample, we check if the BCGs
(also determined as centers) in their cluster sample ex-
ist in our galaxy sample. Requiring the photo-z differ-
ence to be less than 0.2, we have a total number of 140
clusters remained for our cross check. Afterwards, we
search in our group catalog around each of their clusters
within a projected 2 h~'Mpc comoving radius and a
redshift difference Az < 0.2. We take the richest group
that fulfils these criteria as its matched counterpart. In
Fig. 12, we show the number distribution of halo masses
in our matched sample. The matched groups are mas-

sive with a median of 10498 R=1M,, which is close
to the induced mass of groups in Oguri et al. (2017).
The lowest group mass in our matched sample is about
10130 h= Mg, which is still quite massive. Note here
we are using different photometric redshift sources and
group detection technique from the ones used in Oguri
et al. (2017), which is the main cause of the differences.

5. PROTOCLUSTER CANDIDATES

As we outlined in Table 2, there are 914 groups at
redshift 2 < z < 3 with at least 10 members. These
groups have a median halo mass of 1.8 x 10*® A~ 1M,
At redshift 3 < z < 4, there are 400 groups with at least
5 members and a median halo mass of 6.1 x 102 h= M.
At redshift z > 4, there are 89 groups with at least 3
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Figure 12. Number distribution for the halo mass of our
groups matched to Oguri et al. (2017). The red line marks
the median halo mass, ~ 10'*% L='Mg,.

members and a median halo mass of 3.5 x 102 h='Mg,.
According to the abundance of these groups and the
theoretical median mass growth history of dark matter
halos (e.g. Zhao et al. 2009; Yang et al. 2012), these
groups should on average be able to grow into clusters
with mass > 10'* h=IMg at redshift z = 0. However,
individually, they might not all grow into clusters (see
the discussion in Cui et al. 2020). In this section, we
set out to assess the probability of growing into clusters
for these group systems. We refer to those with high
possibilities as protocluster candidates.

For convenience, we separate the groups used to search
protocluster candidates into three samples according to
their redshifts and number of members: (1) 2 < z < 3
and Ny > 10; (2) 3 <z <4 and Ny > 5; (3) z >4
and Ny > 3, which are referred to as samples S1, S2 and
S3 respectively. We exclude groups which suffer signifi-
cantly from the survey edge effects including the bright
star mask or other contaminations (see Section. 3.3). Fi-
nally, we obtain 761, 343 and 43 groups in S1, S2 and
S3 samples.

5.1. Assessment indicators

In general, galaxy clusters in the local universe are
embedded in a virialized dark matter halo with a mass
greater than 10 h~'My. Estimating the predicated
halo mass at z = 0 of a high redshift overdensity is a
common way to judge whether the discovered structure
is a protocluster or not (e.g., Chiang et al. 2013; Cheema
et al. 2020; Polletta et al. 2021). However, the methods
used to estimate the z = 0 halo mass usually rely on
the overdensity and accurate redshift (volume) measure-
ments (e.g., Steidel et al. 1998; Cucciati et al. 2014), or
on clustering measurements (e.g., Cheema et al. 2020).

For our sample, groups are determined with photometric
redshifts and their neighboring overdensity may be sig-
nificantly affected by the photo-z quality. Thus, rather
than the overdensity, here we introduce a new set of indi-
cators based on the distribution of neighboring galaxies
and groups to quantify their possibilities of being pro-
tocluster candidates.

The galaxies we linked to each group are supposed to
be mostly located within the halo virial radius (rig).
Those systems in our S1, S2 and S3 samples can be re-
garded as the cores of protoclusters as also shown in
Ando et al. (2022), then we check the available matter
(or galaxies) surrounding them. If the mass and/or the
number of galaxies within and surrounding the group
are sufficient to build a redshift z = 0 cluster with mass
> 10 h='Mg, we regard it as a protocluster candi-
date. As the forming area of a protocluster is much
larger than its already formed group (halo) region at
high redshift, we search the galaxy and group distri-
butions around each of the candidate groups within a
projected radius and a redshift difference Az < 0.1, i.e.,
neighboring criteria. The chosen radius criteria for S1,
S2 and S3 are ~ 5, 6 and 7 h~'Mpc, respectively, which
roughly correspond to the effective radius of “Virgo”
type protoclusters at different redshifts defined in Chi-
ang et al. (2013) (see also Fig.3 in their paper). The
chosen redshift boundary roughly corresponds to a 3-o
scatter of photometric redshift as shown in Fig. 3. For
convenience, we call the galaxies and groups around the
candidate groups fulfil the neighboring criteria (within
chosen radius and redshift) as neighboring galaxies and
groups in the following analysis.

The first indicator we set out to use is the total halo
mass of the neighboring groups, Mye;. Because of the
photometric redshift error as well as the velocity dis-
persion of member galaxies, some neighboring groups
only contribute a fraction of their member galaxies ac-
cording to our neighboring criteria, we calculate Mye;
by taking into account the luminosity fraction of the
satisfied member galaxies in their groups. If thus calcu-
lated M,,; is larger than 104 h_lM@, we can in general
directly regard this group as a protocluster candidate.
However, since we are using a flux-limited galaxy sam-
ple, we can only detect groups whose member galaxies
can pass the limit, which results in a halo mass limit
in calculating the M. It is not straightforward to use
M as the criteria to assess the probability of a group
being a protocluster candidate, especially at very high
redshifts.

The next indicator we use is the total number of neigh-
boring galaxies, Nyei. This parameter overall reflects
the available neighboring galaxies that can be accreted
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Figure 14. Redshift evolution of the criteria number of
neighboring galaxies, Ncri. Neri is calculated based on the
low-redshift massive clusters. The solid, dashed and dotted
lines respectively represent the minimum, median and mean
criteria number of neighboring galaxies. The protocluster
candidates below the minimum N, between the minimum
Neri and mean Nepi, above the mean N are respectively
regarded having a low, medium and high probability to grow
into clusters respectively.

to the target group in supporting its growth toward a
cluster at a later time. Note that here we do not in-
tend to provide the probability of being protocluster
candidates for all the groups, but rather to provide a
number of neighboring protocluster candidates in our
catalog based on a small selection of richest groups at
different redshift bins. Since the halo masses are esti-
mated from the ranking of total group luminosity, there
should be some intrinsic correlation between M, and
Niei- As an illustration, we show in Fig. 13 the distri-
butions of our rich group systems in a Mpe; v.S. Npei
plane. They actually show a strong and continuous lin-
ear correlation across different redshift ranges, which in-
dicates that our defined quantities IV, can be regarded
as a substitution of halo mass estimation. Most groups
in S1 can directly be determined as protocluster can-
didates according to the value of their M., whereas
none of clusters can be regarded as protocluster candi-
dates only judged by My in S3. Nevertheless, even if
M, is smaller than 104 h_lM@, it does not necessarily
mean it can’t form a cluster at a later time, since our
calculation of M,; suffers from the halo mass incom-
pleteness and these high-redshift halos are still forming
with the process of accumulating its mass. In the next
subsection, we will provide the details of using Nye; as
the assessment indicator by properly taking into account
the survey magnitude limit and halo evolution effects.

5.2. Finding the protocluster candidates

In this section, we judge if the target group is a proto-
cluster or not according to the criteria N;(z) that can
be obtained in the following way. We first select clusters
at redshift z < 0.3 with mass > 10'*h~1M,. We obtain
36 clusters after this selection. Next, we select neighbor-
ing galaxies around each of these clusters within a pro-
jected maximal distance of their member galaxies and a
redshift difference Az < 0.1. We then move these clus-
ters and their neighboring galaxies to higher redshift.
According to the magnitude limit, we applied to our
galaxy sample, we discard member galaxies that can not
make the survey magnitude limit. We can thus obtain
Nei(z) by counting the remaining galaxies. When mov-
ing low-redshift clusters to high redshifts, we do not take
the galaxy evolution into account as the luminosity func-
tions (top left panel in Fig. 4) shows a weak evolution at
z < 3. We calculate N¢; from each selected cluster and
show the minimum, median and mean N.,; as a function
of redshift in Fig. 14. In general, N.,; decreases with the
increasing of redshift. A cluster is expected to possess at
least 180 neighboring galaxies at z ~ 2 and 26 at z ~ 4.
We quantify the probability of a protocluster candidate
to grow into a cluster based on the N,; value relative to
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Figure 15. The number distribution of protocluster candidates as a function of the number of neighboring galaxies, Nnei. The
left, middle and right panel show the protocluster candidates in sample S1, S2 and S3 respectively. The red, blue and black
dashed lines respectively represent the protocluster candidates with a low, medium and high probability to grow into clusters.

criteria N, at the corresponding redshifts. We classify
this probability of growth into three levels. Specifically,
a protocluster candidate with Npei(2) < Nepimin(2) s
considered to have a low probability to grow into a
cluster, and Ncri,min(z) < Nnei(z) < Ncri,mean(z) and
Nyei(2) > Neyimean(2) for a medium and high probabil-
ity respectively. Besides, we consider the protocluster
candidates under a high probability as long as its Mye;
is larger than 10** h=!M.

The number distribution of protocluster candidates
in the S1, S2 and S3 samples with the division of three
probabilities is shown in Fig. 15. Overall, the protoclus-
ter candidates with a large Npe; have higher probability
to grow into a cluster. For the S1 sample, most can-
didates have a high probability, within which quite a
large number of these candidates already possess Me;
larger than 10'* h~'M. For the S2 sample, the num-
ber of protocluster candidates with a medium probabil-
ity increases compared with those in the S1 sample. At
z > 4, only a less protocluster candidates are under a
high probability. The overlapped area among different
probabilities is a result of different redshifts of groups
judged by Nyi(2).

As an illustration, we show each cases for the proto-
cluster candidates that have a high, medium and low
probability of evolving into a cluster in the left, middle
and right column panels of Fig. 16. The top, central
and bottom row panels correspond to the cases at dif-
ferent redshift range selected from sample S1, S2 and
S3 respectively. The neighboring galaxies are marked
with red dots. The radius adopted to count Nye is
shown with red circle. Overall, the protocluster can-
didates with a high probability possess sufficient and
dense distribution of neighboring galaxies, whereas the
systems with a low probability present a sparse galaxies

distribution. With the increasing of redshift, the total
number of neighboring galaxies, Vi, decreases as ex-
pected. In addition, the protocluster candidates in a
dense environment seem to have more group member
galaxies. In summary, the groups in our catalog have a
large probability to grow into clusters, especially for the
groups at 2 < z < 3 with at least 10 member galaxies.
In the group catalog, we have also provided the related
Nyei values for those candidate groups in consideration.

6. SUMMARY

We construct a galaxy group and protocluster can-
didates catalog by applying the extended halo-based
method of Yang et al. (2021) to the CLAUDS and HSC-
SSP joint deep data set. The extended version group
finder allows dealing with a large number of galaxies
with both photometric and spectroscopic redshift. In
total, we obtain 2,232,134 groups at 0 < z < 6, of
which 41,815 groups have at least 3 member galaxies.
We specifically explore the properties of groups at dif-
ferent redshifts by showing the distributions of galaxies
in the i-band images from HSC-SSP PDR2 deep ob-
servation. The protocluster candidates are determined
based on rich groups at z > 2 and their surrounding
galaxies and groups. Our results are summarized as the
following:

e Most groups at z ~ 5 only contain galaxy pairs of
similar luminosity. The large separation of galaxy
pairs relative to the halo radius indicates that the
galaxy or halo major mergers are not frequent at
such a high redshift.

e At z ~ 4, the majority of most massive groups
possess 3 members. Typically, a pair of galaxies is
close to each other and has lower luminosity com-
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Figure 16. Cases for the distribution of neighboring galaxies and groups in the HSC-SSP PDR2 deep i-band images. The
left, central and right column panels shows the protocluster candidates under a high, medium and low probability to grow into
clusters respectively. The top, middle and bottom row panels indicate the cases in the sample S1, S2 and S3. The neighboring
galaxies are marked with red dots, while members are presented with red squares. The positions of neighboring groups with
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candidates in the top, middle and bottom panels are respectively 5, 6 and 7 h~*Mpc comoving distance shown with red lines.
A radius of 2 and 4 h~'Mpc comoving distance circles are presented as the dotted and dashed blue lines respectively. The value
of Npei is labeled in the right-top legend.
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pared with the third member, which implies that
the distinguish between BCG and FSG becomes
to be significant.

e There are 400 groups at z ~ 3 with at least 5 mem-
ber galaxies. The cases of groups shown have one
or two prominent brightest galaxies, which may
indicate that these galaxies have become the dom-
inant BCGs by devouring their closest FSGs.

e We use the ratio between the minor and major
axis of the scatter ellipse to investigate the dis-
tribution of member galaxies or the shape of rich
groups at z ~ 3. The scatter ellipse is calculated
using the two coordinates RA and Dec of mem-
ber galaxies. The groups at this early stage are
more elongated than those with similar mass at
low redshifts. This is consistent with the frame-
work of LSS formation that galaxies distributed in
clusters are more spherical than those in the fila-
ments due to the earlier formations of filaments.

e The groups at z ~ 2 become richer. There are 914
groups with a median mass of 1.8 x 103 A1 M,
possessing at least 10 members. As shown in their
images, some galaxies with similar redshifts as the
groups frequently appear around the boundary of
the groups. These galaxies are supposed to con-
tribute to the growth of groups at a later time.

e Our groups/clusters at lower redshifts are matched
well with the group sample from Oguri et al.
(2017), which is produced with the HSC-SSP
PDR2 data set. Most matched groups in our sam-
ple have a halo mass larger than 10135 A1 M.

e We use the total number of neighboring galax-
ies, Npei, and the total halo mass of neighbor-
ing groups, M, to find high redshift protocluster
candidates. These candidates are determined from
the high redshift (z > 2) rich groups. We judge the
probability of protocluster candidates to grow into
clusters based on the criteria Ngi(z), which is de-
fined as the number of remaining member galaxies
in lower redshift massive groups at higher redshift
according to the magnitude limit. We divide the
probabilities into three levels: low, medium and
high, based on the value of Ny relative to Nei(2).
Most groups at 2 < z < 3 with at least 10 member
galaxies can be directly regarded as protocluster
candidates according to their M.;.

While our groups and protocluster candidates catalog
is produced mostly using photometric redshifts, it is in-

teresting to note that some samples already have a num-
ber of spectroscopic and multi-wavelength observations.
Besides, as the sky area used to study the science theme
Galaxy Evolution in PFS is completely overlapped by
the CLAUDS and HSC-SSP data set, once PFS starts
operating, we will continuously update our group cata-
logs using the massive spectroscopic data once they are
available. Our catalog can be combined with the galax-
ies observation from PFS to investigate the properties
and evolution of galaxies at high redshifts. Our group
and protocluster candidate catalogs can be obtained
from this link: https://gax.sjtu.edu.cn/data/PFS.html,
or at Zenodo?.
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