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ABSTRACT

HectoMAP is a dense redshift survey of 95,403 galaxies based primarily on MMT spectroscopy with

a median redshift z = 0.345. The survey covers 54.64 square degrees in a 1.5◦ wide strip across

the northern sky centered at a declination of 43.25◦. We report the redshift, the spectral indicator

Dn4000, and the stellar mass. The red selected survey is 81% complete for 55,962 galaxies with

(g − r) > 1 and r < 20.5; it is 72% complete for 32,908 galaxies with (g − r) > 1, (r − i) >

0.5 and 20.5 < r < 21.3. Comparison of the survey basis SDSS photometry with the HSC-SSP

photometry demonstrates that HectoMAP provides complete magnitude limited surveys based on

either photometric system. We update the comparison between the HSC-SSP photometric redshifts

with HectoMAP spectroscopic redshifts; the comparison demonstrates that the HSC-SSP photometric

redshifts have improved between the second and third data releases. HectoMAP is a foundation for

examining the quiescent galaxy population (63% of the survey), clusters of galaxies, and the cosmic

web. HectoMAP is completely covered by the HSC-SSP survey, thus enabling a variety of strong and

weak lensing investigations.

Keywords: Redshift surveys (1378); Large-scale structure of the universe (902); Galaxy clusters (584)

1. INTRODUCTION

The universe of redshift surveys has undergone enor-

mous expansion since the early surveys (e.g., Davis et al.

1982; Geller & Huchra 1989; Shectman et al. 1996). Dig-

ital detectors enabled these pioneering surveys. Ever

increasing multiplexing enabled by the combination of

robotics and fiber optics underlies current and up-

coming impressive projects: GAMA (Robotham et al.

2010; Liske et al. 2015), WEAVE (Dalton et al. 2012),

Subaru/PFS (Takada et al. 2014), 4MOST (Richard

et al. 2019), DEVILS (Davies et al. 2018), MOONRISE

(Maiolino et al. 2020) and DESI (Hahn et al. 2022).

Corresponding author: Jubee Sohn

jbsohn@astro.snu.ac.kr

Hectospec, a 300-fiber robotic instrument (Fabricant

et al. 2005) mounted on the 6.5-meter MMT has con-

tributed significantly to redshift surveys covering the

range 0.2 < z < 0.8 (Kochanek et al. 2012; Geller

et al. 2014, 2016; Damjanov et al. 2018). SHELS (Geller

et al. 2016) is a magnitude-limited redshift survey of two

Deep Lensing Survey fields (Wittman et al. 2006) with-

out any color selection. Damjanov et al. (2022a) use

SHELS to calibrate the much larger red-selected Hec-

toMAP survey. HectoMAP is a dedicated redshift sur-

vey using Hectospec to study galaxies in the redshift

range 0.2 < z < 0.6. We follow the Damjanov et al.

(2022a) approach in further highlighting the complete-

ness of the HectoMAP sample of quiescent galaxies.

The full HectoMAP survey covers 54.64 square degrees

in a 1.5◦ wide strip centered at a declination of 43.25◦.
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The red-selected survey is designed to provide dense

sampling of the quiescent galaxy population (Damjanov

et al. 2022b), clusters of galaxies (Sohn et al. 2018a,b,

2021a), and the cosmic web (Hwang et al. 2016). The

average survey density is ∼ 1800 galaxies deg−2 and

the median redshift z = 0.345. Pizzardo et al. (2022)

demonstrate that this sampling positions HectoMAP as

the foundation for a direct measurement of the galaxy

cluster growth rate over the last 7 gigayears of cosmic

history.

Sohn et al. (2021b) is the first HectoMAP data re-

lease (DR1 hereafter). DR1 covers 8.7 deg2 and includes

17,313 galaxies. As demonstrations of the broad scien-

tific applications of HectoMAP, the paper includes an

assay of redMaPPer clusters (Rykoff et al. 2016) in the

region and a test of the HSC DeMP photometric red-

shifts (Hsieh & Yee 2014).

The availability of HSC-SSP grizy photometry (Ai-

hara et al. 2022) covering the entire HectoMAP region

also distinguishes the survey and enables investigations

that combine two of the powerful tools of modern cos-

mology, redshift surveys and weak lensing. HectoMAP

promises a platform for these combined studies rang-

ing from the masses of galaxies to the relationship be-

tween the galaxy and dark matter distributions on large

scales. Damjanov et al. (2022b) also highlight the power

of the completeness of the HectoMAP quiescent sample

combined with sizes from HSC-SSP photometry for elu-

cidating the evolution of the size-mass relation for the

quiescent population in the redshift range 0.2 < z < 0.6.

Here we describe the full HectoMAP redshift survey

data including 95,403 galaxies in the entire 54.64 square

degree region of HectoMAP; 88294 (∼ 93%) of these

redshifts are MMT Hectospec observations. Selection

for the complete HectoMAP sample is based on SDSS

DR16 (Ahumada et al. 2020) photometry: (g−r) > 1 for

r ≤ 20.5. For 20.5 < r ≤ 21.3, we include an additional

constraint, (r − i) > 0.5. We also provide Dn4000 and

the stellar mass for most of galaxies with spectroscopy.

We describe the data in Section 2. Section 2.1 re-

views the photometric basis for the survey. Section

2.2 describes the HectoMAP spectroscopy, including the

MMT spectroscopy (Section 2.2.2) that provides the

vast majority of the spectroscopic data. Section 3 in-

cludes the survey catalog. Sections 3.1 and 3.2 describe

the Dn4000 and stellar mass, respectively. We include

the full HectoMAP catalog in Section 3.4. The red-

selected survey and the subset of quiescent galaxies are

highly complete (Section 4). Section 5 compares the

SDSS and HSC-SSP photometry in the region, and Sec-

tion 6 compares updated photometric redshifts based

on HSC-SSP DR3 photometry (Aihara et al. 2022) with

HectoMAP spectroscopic redshifts. Section 7 highlights

past and future applications of HectoMAP including

a brief discussion of strong lensing clusters in the re-

gion. We conclude in Section 8. We use the Planck

cosmological parameters: H0 = 67.74 km s−1 Mpc−1,

Ωm = 0.3089, and ΩΛ = 0.6911 throughout.

2. THE DATA

HectoMAP is a large, deep, dense redshift survey en-

abling investigation of the quiescent galaxy population,

clusters of galaxies, and large-scale structure in the red-

shift range 0.2 < z < 0.6. HectoMAP covers a 54.64

square degree region within a narrow strip across the

northern sky: 200 < R.A. (deg) < 250 and 42.5 <

Decl. (deg) < 44.0. Data Release 1 (DR1) (Sohn et al.

2021b) includes photometric and spectroscopic proper-

ties of galaxies in the region 242 < R.A. (deg) < 250.

Here, we include the complete redshift sample for Hec-

toMAP.

We first describe the photometric and spectroscopic

basis for the HectoMAP spectroscopic catalog. The pho-

tometric data (Section 2.1) include the survey basis from

SDSS (Section 2.1.1) and the later much deeper Subaru

HSC/SSP photometry (Section 2.1.2). We next describe

the HectoMAP spectroscopy (Section 2.2). SDSS spec-

troscopy provides a low redshift sample (Section 2.2.1).

MMT observations with Hectospec provide the vast ma-

jority of the spectroscopy (Section 2.2.2).

2.1. Photometry

2.1.1. SDSS Photometry

Galaxy selection for the HectoMAP spectroscopic sur-

vey is based on SDSS DR16 photometry (Ahumada et al.

2020). We selected galaxies with probPSF = 0, where

probPSF gives the probability that the object is a star1.

We applied additional object selection criteria based on

the SDSS photometric flags to remove spurious sources,

including stellar bleeding, suspicious detections, objects

with deblending problems, and objects without proper

Petrosian photometry. There are 212,120 galaxies with

r ≤ 21.3, the magnitude limit of HectoMAP.

We base the survey on SDSS ugriz Petrosian mag-

nitudes after foreground extinction correction. We also

obtain colors based on model magnitudes following our

previous spectroscopic surveys (e.g., F2, Geller et al.

2014). Petrosian magnitudes are galaxy fluxes mea-

sured within a circular aperture with a radius defined by

the azimuthally averaged light profile (Petrosian 1976).

SDSS photometry provides galaxy fluxes resulting from

1 https://classic.sdss.org/dr3/algorithms/classify.html]photo class
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fits of de Vaucouleur and exponential models. Model

magnitudes select the better of these two fits in the

r−band as a basis for calculating the flux in all bands.

Hereafter, rpetro,0 refers to the SDSS Petrosian mag-

nitude corrected for foreground extinction. The SDSS

model colors, (g − r)model,0 and (r − i)model,0, are also

corrected for foreground extinction. Hereafter, we des-

ignate r = rpetro,0, (g − r) = (g − r)model,0, and

(r − i) = (r − i)model,0 in the text; we retain the full

notation in the figure captions for clarity.

Additionally, we compile the composite model

(cModel) magnitudes. The cModel magnitudes are

based on a linear combination of the best fitting ex-

ponential and de Vaucouleurs models (Strauss et al.

2002). For galaxies, cModel magnitudes agree well with

Petrosian magnitudes. We use cModel magnitudes for

comparison with the much deeper HSC-SSP photometry

(Section 5) where similarly defined cModel magnitudes

are available.

2.1.2. Subaru/HSC Photometry

HectoMAP is covered by the HSC-SSP wide survey

(Miyazaki et al. 2012), which provides deep photometry

to a 5σ depth of 26.5, 26.5, 26.2, 25.2, and 24.4 mag

in the g, r, i, z, and y-bands for point sources, respec-

tively (Aihara et al. 2022). We use the HSC-SSP Public

Data Release 3 (hereafter HSC-SSP DR3, Aihara et al.

2022) to explore the relationship between the SDSS and

Subaru photometry (Section 5). The HSC-SSP DR3 in-

cludes the complete HectoMAP survey region in the g, r

and z bands; the survey for i and y bands are ∼ 80%

complete.

We use the ‘forced’ DR3 catalog that lists forced pho-

tometry on coadded images. The forced DR3 photom-

etry is based on the set of images generated with a lo-

cal sky subtraction scheme (Aihara et al. 2022). In the

catalog, there are two types of photometry: Kron and

cModel magnitudes. We use cModel magnitudes (Bosch

et al. 2018) for direct comparison with the cModel mag-

nitudes from SDSS. The cModel photometry yields un-

biased color estimates (Huang et al. 2018b).

We match the HSC-SSP catalog to the SDSS photo-

metric catalog with a matching tolerance of 1′′. Most of

the SDSS galaxies have HSC counterparts (93%). The

SDSS objects missing from HSC photometry are mostly

near bright saturated stars in the HSC images. We dis-

cuss the comparison between HSC and SDSS photome-

try in Section 5.

2.2. Spectroscopy

The HectoMAP survey includes redshifts for

95,403 unique galaxies; 88,294 of these redshifts are

MMT/Hectospec observations (Section 2.2.2). Particu-

larly at redshifts z < 0.2, SDSS complements the Hec-

toMAP data (Section 2.2.1). The NASA Extragalactic

Database adds only a few (375) unique redshifts in the

HectoMAP survey region.

Table 1 summarizes spectroscopic redshifts from dif-

ferent sources in various subsamples. The first line of

Table 1 includes the stars discussed in Appendix. All

other entries are samples of galaxies.

2.2.1. SDSS Spectroscopy

The SDSS main galaxy sample is a complete spectro-

scopic survey (∼ 90−95% complete, Strauss et al. 2002;

Lazo et al. 2018) for galaxies with r < 17.77. We in-

clude 3932 unique SDSS main galaxy sample redshifts

in the HectoMAP catalog. The SDSS spectra cover the

wavelength range 3700 - 9100 Å with a typical spectral

resolution of ∼ 3 Å. The typical uncertainty of the SDSS

redshifts we use is 8 km s−1.

There are also 2802 unique SDSS/BOSS redshifts

in the HectoMAP region. BOSS spectra cover the

wavelength range 3600 − 10400Å. Because BOSS typ-

ically targets fainter and higher redshift objects, the

uncertainty in the BOSS redshifts is generally larger

(∼ 39 km s−1) than for the SDSS redshifts.

The purple histograms in Figures 1 (a) and (b) show

the distributions of r−band magnitudes and redshifts

for the MMT/Hectospec galaxies (Section 2.2.2) in Hec-

toMAP. Blue-hatched and red-open histograms display

the small contribution to the overall survey from unique

galaxies in SDSS and BOSS, respectively. The SDSS

Main Galaxy Sample is limited to z < 0.2. Less than

1% of the entire HectMAP spectroscopic sample is from

SDSS. BOSS reaches fainter magnitudes (r > 18) and

thus covers a wider redshift range; BOSS contributes

∼ 3% of the HectoMAP spectroscopy.

2.2.2. MMT/Hectospec Spectroscopy

We used MMT/Hectospec (Fabricant et al. 2005) to

obtain spectroscopy for most of the galaxies in Hec-

toMAP. Hectospec has 300 fibers each with a 1.5′′ aper-

ture. A single observation generally acquires spectra for

∼ 250 galaxies over the 1 degree diameter field of view

of the instrument; the remaining fibers observe the sky.

The 270 mm−1 Hectospec grating yields a typical reso-

lution of ∼ 6 Å and covers the wavelength range 3700

- 9100 Å. We made HectoMAP observations from 2009

January to 2019 May.

HectoMAP is a red-selected survey. We targeted

brighter galaxies with r ≤ 20.5 and (g − r) > 1.0. For

fainter galaxies with 20.5 < r ≤ 21.3, we applied an
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Table 1. HectoMAP Survey Subsets

Subsample Nphot Nspec,MMT Nspec,SDSS/BOSS Nspec,NED Nspec,total fcomplete

Entire sample with spectroscopy∗ (r ≤ 23) · · · 94114 19538 464 114116 · · ·
Galaxies with r ≤ 23 · · · 88294 6734 375 95403 · · ·
Galaxies within 21.3 < r ≤ 23 · · · 6095 4555 0 10650 · · ·
Main (r ≤ 21.3)) 212120 82610 5560 326 88496 41.72

Main ((g − r) > 1.0) 108555 69788 2777 54 72619 66.90

Main ((g − r) > 1.0 & (r − i) > 0.5) 65729 52985 1923 5 54913 83.54

Main ((g − r) ≤ 1.0) 103565 12822 2783 205 15810 15.27

Bright (r ≤ 20.5) 107166 54983 4614 312 59909 55.90

Bright (r ≤ 20.5) 55963 43435 1921 51 45407 81.14

Bright ((g − r) > 1.0 & (r − i) > 0.5) 32821 30072 1069 3 31144 94.89

Bright ((g − r) ≤ 1.0) 51203 11548 2693 195 14436 28.19

Faint (20.5 < r ≤ 21.3) 104954 27627 946 14 28587 27.24

Faint ((g − r) > 1.0) 52592 26353 856 3 27212 51.74

Faint ((g − r) > 1.0 & (r − i) > 0.5) 32908 22913 854 2 23769 72.23

Faint ((g − r) ≤ 1.0) 52362 1274 90 11 1375 2.63

∗ This sample includes stars and galaxies with spectroscopy.
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Figure 1. (a) Distribution of rpetro,0 for MMT/Hectospec (purple filled), SDSS (blue hatched), BOSS (red open) galaxies in
HectoMAP. (b) Same as (a), but for the redshift distributions.

additional color selection (r − i) > 0.5 to complete the

survey within the limited available telescope time. Con-

ducting a magnitude-limited survey without color selec-

tion was prohibitive. We discuss the survey complete-

ness in Section 4.

We reduced the Hectospec spectra using the standard

pipeline, HSRED v2.0. We derive redshifts based on the

cross-correlation tool, RVSAO (Kurtz & Mink 1998).

RVSAO yields the cross-correlation score (RXC). Fol-

lowing previous Hectospec surveys, we take the RXC >

3 (see Figure 3 of Sohn et al. (2021b)) as a reliable

redshift (Rines et al. 2016; Sohn et al. 2021b). The

typical redshift uncertainty in a Hectospec redshift is

∼ 39 km s−1, comparable with the uncertainty in BOSS

redshifts.

There are 924/4496 galaxies that have both Hec-

tospec and SDSS/BOSS spectra. The Hectospec red-

shifts are slightly lower than the SDSS/BOSS redshifts:

c∆(zSDSS/BOSS − zHecto)/(1 + zHecto) = 42 km s−1.

Sohn et al. (2021b) explored this issue in detail by show-
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ing the redshift difference as a function of the signal-to-

noise (S/N) ratio of the spectra (see their Figure 6).

Here, we note that the redshift difference is comparable

to the typical uncertainty in a Hectospec redshift. The

systematic difference does not affect any of the analysis

we carry out here.

3. THE HECTOMAP SPECTROSCOPIC CATALOG

Based on the photometric and spectroscopic data for

the HectoMAP region, we derive several spectroscopic

properties of the galaxies. We outline the spectroscopic

properties including Dn4000 (Section 3.1), stellar mass

(M∗, Section 3.2), and K-correction (Section 3.3). We

describe the complete HectoMAP spectroscopic DR2

catalog in Section 3.4.

3.1. Dn4000

We derive the spectral indicator Dn4000 that mea-

sures the flux ratio around the 4000 Å break. The

Dn4000 index is a useful and robust tracer of the age

of stellar population of galaxies. For example, Kauff-

mann et al. (2003) show that Dn4000 increases mono-

tonically after a burst of star formation (see also Zahid

et al. 2019). This index is also useful for identifying the

quiescent galaxy population (e.g., Vergani et al. 2008;

Zahid et al. 2016; Sohn et al. 2017a,b; Damjanov et al.

2022b; Hamadouche et al. 2022). We use Dn4000 to

select quiescent galaxies in HectoMAP.

We compute the flux ratio between two spectral win-

dows 3850 − 3950 Å and 4000 − 4100 Å following the

definition from Balogh et al. (1999). The median signal-

to-noise ratio at 3850 − 4100Å is ∼ 4.5. We measure

the Dn4000 for 99% of HectoMAP objects with spec-

troscopy. The missing Dn4000 objects are the few galax-

ies with a NED redshift where we do not have a spec-

trum. Table 2 summarizes the fraction of galaxies with

Dn4000 measurements and with Dn4000 > 1.5.

Figure 2 (a) shows the Dn4000 absolute error as

a function of Dn4000. The typical Dn4000 uncer-

tainties measured from SDSS, BOSS, and Hectospec

spectra are 0.04, 0.10, and 0.07, respectively. We

also compare the difference between Dn4000 mea-

sured from Hectospec and Dn4000 measured from

SDSS/BOSS. The mean Dn4000 difference is very small,

i.e., ∆Dn4000 (Hecto − SDSS/BOSS) = −0.014±0.003.

Figure 2 (b) displays the Dn4000 distribution. We

overlay the red-selected galaxies with (g−r) > 1.0 (blue

hatched histogram) and (g − r) > 1.0 and (r − i) > 0.5

(red open histogram), respectively. The Dn4000 dis-

tribution of HectoMAP galaxies is bimodal; the larger

Dn4000 population is quiescent. We identify quiescent

galaxies with Dn4000 ≥ 1.5 following previous MMT

surveys. Overall, 63% of HectoMAP galaxies are qui-

escent. This large quiescent fraction results from the

red-selection of the survey.

3.2. Stellar Mass

We compute the stellar masses of galaxies as we did for

previous MMT/Hectospec redshift surveys (e.g., Geller

et al. 2014; Zahid et al. 2016; Sohn et al. 2017a, 2021b;

Damjanov et al. 2022b). We use foreground-extinction

corrected SDSS ugriz model magnitudes to compute

the stellar mass. We use the Le PHARE fitting code

(Arnouts et al. 1999; Ilbert et al. 2006) to fit the ob-

served and model spectral energy distributions (SEDs).

To generate model SEDs, we employ the stellar pop-

ulation synthesis models of Bruzual & Charlot (2003).

We assume a universal Chabrier initial mass function

(Chabrier 2003) and two metallicities. We also consider

a set of models with exponentially declining star for-

mation rates with e-folding times for the star formation

ranging from 0.1 to 30 Gyr. We also consider the in-

ternal extinction range E(B − V ) = 0 − 0.6 using the

extinction law from Calzetti et al. (2000). The model

SEDs are normalized to solar luminosity, and the ra-

tio between the observed and model SEDs is the stellar

mass. The median of the best-fit stellar mass distribu-

tion is the stellar mass we use.

Figure 3 (a) shows the distribution of stellar masses

for galaxies in the HectoMAP survey. The red selec-

tion of HectoMAP shifts the survey toward galaxies with

generally high stellar mass. The stellar mass range is

8.0 < log(M∗/M�) < 12.0. The typical stellar mass un-

certainty is ∆ log(M∗/M�) ∼ 0.12± 0.33. We note that

stellar mass estimates based on broad band photometry

can also have systematic uncertainties of ∼ 0.3 dex (e.g.,

Conroy et al. 2009).

Figure 3 (b) displays the stellar mass as a function

of redshift. As expected in a magnitude-limited sur-

vey, there are more low mass galaxies at low redshift.

Figure 3 (c) shows Dn4000 versus stellar mass. The

low mass objects are mostly star-forming galaxies with

low Dn4000. High mass objects generally have larger

Dn4000. This behavior is well-known (e.g., Kauffmann

et al. 2004; Blanton & Moustakas 2009).

3.3. K-correction

We calculate the K-correction based on the kcorrect

IDL package (Blanton & Roweis 2007). We derive the

K-correction at z = 0.35, the median redshift of Hec-

toMAP to minimize the K-correction we apply. Figure

4 (a) displays the K-correction distribution as a function
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Figure 2. (a) Dn4000 absolute error vs. Dn4000 for HectoMAP galaxies. Redder color indicates higher number density. (b)
The Dn4000 distribution of all HectoMAP galaxies (black filled histogram), galaxies with (g − r) > 1.0 (blue hatched), and
galaxies with (g − r) > 1.0 and (r − i) > 0.5 (red open).

Table 2. Completeness of Dn4000 and Stellar Mass Measurements

Subsample Nsample fDn4000 fM∗ fDn4000>1.5

All Galaxies, 95403 0.9996 0.9946 0.6314

r ≤ 20.5, (g − r) > 1.0 45407 0.9994 0.9977 0.7699

r ≤ 20.5, (g − r) > 1.0 &(r − i) > 0.5 31147 0.9995 0.9986 0.8226

20.5 < r ≤ 21.3, (g − r) > 1.0 27212 0.9999 0.9988 0.6425

20.5 < r ≤ 21.3, (g − r) > 1.0 &(r − i) > 0.5 23769 1.0000 0.9989 0.6872
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Figure 3. (a) Stellar mass (M∗) distribution for all HectoMAP galaxies (black filled histogram), galaxies with (g − r) > 1.0
(blue hatched), and galaxies with (g − r) > 1.0 and (r − i) > 0.5 (red open). (b) M∗ as a function of redshift. (b) Dn4000 as a
function of M∗. We show only 10% of the HectoMAP objects for clarity in panels (b) and (c).
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of redshift. The K-correction at z = 0.35 is −0.31. The

dashed line shows the median K-correction as a function

of redshift. The best-fit median K-correction is:

Kr = −0.31 + 1.75(z − 0.35) + 3.58(z − 0.35)2. (1)

Figure 4 (b) shows the K-corrected r−band absolute

magnitude of HectoMAP galaxies as a function of red-

shift. Two dashed lines show the r = 20.5 and r = 21.3

magnitude limits shifted by the median K-correction

(equation 1). These lines are useful for deriving volume-

limited subsamples within HectoMAP.

3.4. The HectoMAP Spectroscopic Catalog

Table 3 lists the 95,403 galaxies with spectroscopy in

the full 54.64 deg2 HectoMAP region. Table 4 in the Ap-

pendix lists the 6544 stars observed in the HectoMAP

spectroscopic campaign. Among these stars, 2291 ob-

jects were identified as galaxies (probPSF = 0) in the

SDSS photometric database.

Table 3 includes the SDSS Object ID (Column 1),

Right Ascension (Column 2), Declination (Column 3),

the redshift and its uncertainty (Column 4), the SDSS

r−band Petrosian magnitude and its uncertainty (Col-

umn 5), the K-corrected r−band absolute cModel mag-

nitude (Column 6), the SDSS r−band cModel mag-

nitude and its uncertainty (Column 7). We also list

the HSC-SSP r−band cModel magnitude (Column 8).

We use the HSC photometry as a basis for the Sub-

aru/SDSS photometric comparison and for estimating

the survey completeness based on HSC photometry. We

list Dn4000 and its uncertainty (Column 9), the stellar

mass and its uncertainty (Column 10), and the source

of the spectroscopy (Column 11).

Figure 5 displays a cone diagram for the HectoMAP

region based only on SDSS/BOSS spectroscopy. The

SDSS spectroscopic survey reveals the characteristic

large-scale structure at z < 0.18; the survey density

drops dramatically at higher redshift. The BOSS spec-

troscopic survey adds redshifts at z > 0.5. However, the

number density is low.

Figure 6 shows a cone diagram for all 95,403 galaxies

in HectoMAP. In contrast with Figure 5, the charac-

teristic filaments, walls and voids are strikingly evident.

Expanding the figure also reveals the fingers that indi-

cate the central regions of massive clusters. The red

points mark the centers of the friends-of-friends clusters

identified by Sohn et al. (2021a). The median redshift

of the survey is z = 0.345. Beyond this redshift, the sur-

vey density declines as expected for a magnitude-limited

survey.

4. SURVEY COMPLETENESS

Survey completeness is a key aspect of a redshift sur-

vey. HectoMAP provides a uniform and complete spec-

troscopic survey for red-selected galaxies in the survey

area. The complete HectoMAP survey enables, for ex-

ample, the identification of galaxy clusters and investi-

gation of quiescent galaxy evolution (e.g., Sohn et al.

2021a; Damjanov et al. 2022a). We evaluate the general

HectoMAP survey completeness in Section 4.1 and the

HectoMAP survey completeness for quiescent galaxies

in Section 4.2.

4.1. HectoMAP Completeness

Figure 7 show (a) the differential spectroscopic sur-

vey completeness and (b) the cumulative completeness

as a function of r−band cModel magnitude. Although

the original HectoMAP survey is based on Petrosian

magnitudes, we use cModel magnitudes here for direct

comparison with the completeness we compute based

on HSC-SSP cModel magnitudes (Section 5). In Figure

7, the black solid line shows the completeness for the

red-selected sample with (g− r) > 1.0. The red-selected

sample is more than 80% complete (the cumulative com-

pleteness) for r ≤ 20.5 and 67% complete for r ≤ 21.3.

With the additional survey color selection, (r− i) > 0.5

(red dashed line in Figure 9), HectoMAP is ∼ 95% and

∼ 83% for r ≤ 20.5 and for r ≤ 21.3, respectively.

Figure 8 (a) displays the survey completeness map for

galaxies brighter than r = 20.5 and redder than (g−r) =

1.0. We also display maps for red galaxies with (g−r) >
1.0 and (r − i) > 0.5 (Figure 8 (b)). Finally, we show

the completeness map for the galaxies with r ≤ 21.3,

(g − r) > 1.0 and (r − i) > 0.5 (Figure 8 (c)). A lighter

color indicates higher completeness.

HectoMAP is uniformly complete over the entire sur-
vey field in general, but the completeness decreases to-

ward the edges of the survey. For example, the com-

pleteness for a strip covering the central 0.05 degree

declination area is ∼ 90%; a similar strip that covers

the edge is ∼ 75% complete. The survey is also slightly

more complete for 240 < R.A. (deg) < 242. This area is

the GTO2deg2 field (Kurtz et al. 2012) where we tested

the feasibility of HectoMAP. Because observing condi-

tions were better when we observed the GTO field, we

were able to make 12 visits per unit area in the allocated

time rather than the 9 average visits that characterize

the full survey.

4.2. HectoMAP Quiescent Galaxy Completeness

Because HectoMAP is red-selected, the survey is a ro-

bust platform for studying the quiescent galaxy popula-

tion. For example, Damjanov et al. (2022a) explore the
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Figure 4. (a) r−band K-correction as a function of redshift. Red dashed line shows the best-fit polynomial fit for the median
K-correction. (b) The K-corrected r−band absolute magnitude as a function of redshift. Yellow and red dashed lines show
the r = 20.5 and r = 21.3 magnitude limits shifted by the median K-correction, respectively. We plot only 10% of randomly
sampled HectoMAP galaxies for clarity. We apply no color selection here.

Table 3. The HectoMAP Redshift Survey

SDSS Object ID
R.A. Decl.

redshift
rpetro,0 M∗

r,K−cor rcModel,SDSS,0 rcModel,HSC,0 Dn4000 log (M∗/M�) z Source

(deg) (deg) (mag) (mag) (mag) (mag)

1237661850937262105 200.000865 43.924572 0.201490 ± 0.000095 19.12 ± 0.04 -20.52 19.03 ± 0.02 18.70 ± 0.01 1.47 ± 0.06 10.28±0.23
0.12 MMT

1237661850400391774 200.000936 43.526926 0.197847 ± 0.000229 20.45 ± 0.09 -19.05 20.40 ± 0.05 20.24 ± 0.01 1.51 ± 0.09 9.93±0.17
0.18 MMT

1237662196141916862 200.001328 42.629571 0.481113 ± 0.000100 21.08 ± 0.16 -21.08 21.06 ± 0.07 20.90 ± 0.01 1.28 ± 0.07 10.30±0.24
0.24 MMT

1237661850937262450 200.001377 43.906918 0.394855 ± 0.000217 21.22 ± 0.17 -20.28 21.23 ± 0.07 21.06 ± 0.01 1.90 ± 0.28 10.61±0.11
0.15 MMT

1237661968508649886 200.001869 42.574824 0.359950 ± 0.000095 19.44 ± 0.02 -21.75 19.43 ± 0.02 19.44 ± 0.01 1.75 ± 0.03 11.13±0.08
0.14 MMT

1237661871871426772 200.002381 43.335269 0.230043 ± 0.000105 17.83 ± 0.03 -21.98 17.89 ± 0.01 18.40 ± 0.01 1.77 ± 0.04 11.32±0.07
0.12 MMT

1237661872408298189 200.002811 43.608926 0.360782 ± 0.000162 20.15 ± 0.07 -21.14 20.03 ± 0.03 19.91 ± 0.01 1.49 ± 0.08 10.60±0.13
0.14 MMT

1237661871334621428 200.007639 42.860764 0.181610 ± 0.000062 18.35 ± 0.03 -20.97 18.20 ± 0.01 17.96 ± 0.01 1.75 ± 0.04 11.10±0.07
0.06 MMT

1237661871334621440 200.007805 42.789304 0.228879 ± 0.000145 18.25 ± 0.02 -21.76 18.21 ± 0.01 17.66 ± 0.01 1.55 ± 0.03 10.57±0.14
0.10 MMT

1237661849863586400 200.007981 43.105365 0.503889 ± 0.000104 20.34 ± 0.08 -22.12 20.28 ± 0.05 19.85 ± 0.01 1.55 ± 0.10 10.89±0.16
0.19 MMT

Notes. The entire table is available in machine-readable form in the online journal. Here, a portion is shown for guidance regarding its format.

∗ K-correction at z = 0.35

size-mass relation of quiescent galaxies. They identify

newcomers that join the quiescent population at z . 0.5.

Damjanov et al. (2022a) demonstrate that these new-

comers typically have larger size at a given stellar mass

than their older counterparts. The high completeness of

the HectoMAP survey minimizes systematic biases that

may originate from incompleteness. HectoMAP enables

the definition of complete mass-limited subsamples of

the survey. Here we highlight the completeness of the

HectoMAP quiescent population.

Following previous work (e.g., Vergani et al. 2008; Za-

hid et al. 2016; Sohn et al. 2021b; Damjanov et al. 2022b;

Hamadouche et al. 2022), we identify quiescent galax-

ies based on the spectral indicator Dn4000. We iden-

tify Dn4000 > 1.5 galaxies as the quiescent population

(Woods et al. 2010; Damjanov et al. 2022b). Here we

test the impact of the HectoMAP red-selection on the

completeness of the quiescent population by comparing

HectoMAP with SHELS/F2 (Damjanov et al. 2022a).
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Figure 5. HectoMAP cone diagram based only on SDSS/BOSS spectroscopic redshifts. Individual points show galaxies with
SDSS/BOSS spectra.
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Figure 6. HectoMAP cone diagram for the entire HectoMAP survey. The characteristic filaments and voids of the cosmic web
are obvious. Red points mark the centers of friends-of-friends galaxy clusters in Sohn et al. (2021a).
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Figure 7. (a) Differential and (b) cumulative complete-
ness of the HectoMAP spectroscopic survey as a function of
rcModel,0. Black solid and red dashed lines show the com-
pleteness for galaxies with (g − r) > 1.0, and for galaxies
with (g − r) > 1.0 and (r − i) > 0.5, respectively.

The SHELS/F2 survey (hereafter F2, Geller et al.

2014) provides a unique opportunity for testing the com-

pleteness of the HectoMAP quiescent sample. The F2

survey is an MMT/Hectospec survey of the F2 field, one

of the Deep Lens Survey (DLS) regions; the field covers

3.98 deg2. The Hectospec survey for F2 is a magnitude-

limited survey with no color selection. The F2 survey

is a complete magnitude-limited to DLS R ≤ 20.6. We

convert the basis photometry from DLS R to SDSS r

for more direct comparison with HectoMAP (Damjanov

et al. 2022b). The final F2 survey is then complete

(> 95%) for r = 20.75.

Because the F2 survey is a purely magnitude-limited

survey, it includes every quiescent galaxy brighter than

the magnitude limit regardless of color. We investigate

the way the color selection for HectoMAP affects the

completeness of the HectoMAP quiescent galaxy sample.

Following Damjanov et al. (2022a), we examine the sur-

vey completeness for quiescent galaxies as a function of

stellar mass. We also use four redshift subsamples with

z < 0.2, 0.2 ≤ z < 0.3, 0.3 ≤ z < 0.4, and 0.4 ≤ z < 0.6.

In Figure 9, black lines in the upper panels show the

cumulative distribution for all F2 galaxies brighter than

r = 20.5 as a function of stellar mass in the four different

redshift bins. Red lines show F2 quiescent galaxies with

Dn4000 > 1.5. Because quiescent galaxies are gener-

ally more massive than their star-forming counterparts

at the same apparent magnitude, the cumulative distri-

butions of quiescent galaxies are shifted toward higher

stellar mass.

We next apply the HectoMAP color selection, (g−r) >
1.0; we refer to this galaxy subsample as the red sub-

sample. We emphasize that we do not apply a selection

based on Dn4000 for the red subsample. The blue solid

histograms display the cumulative stellar mass distri-

bution of the red subsample. At low redshift z < 0.2,

the red subsample includes generally higher stellar mass

galaxies compared to the quiescent subsample. In other

words, not all quiescent galaxies are included in the red

subsample. In contrast, at higher redshift (z > 0.2), the

cumulative stellar mass distributions of the red subsam-

ples are very similar to those of the quiescent subsample.

We define the recovery fraction of quiescent galaxies

(Dn4000 > 1.5) with the (g − r) color selection for the

galaxies brighter than r = 20.5:

frecovery =
Nred((g − r) > 1.0)

Nquiescent(Dn4000 > 1.5)
. (2)

The recovery fraction for the z < 0.2 subsample is only

58%. As shown in Figure 9 (a), there are many low mass

quiescent galaxies bluer than (g−r) = 1.0 in this redshift

range. In contrast, the recovery fraction is remarkably

high (97 - 100%) at higher redshift. In other words, the

red subsamples at z > 0.2 are complete for quiescent

galaxies. This test substantiates the completeness of

quiescent subsamples based on HectoMAP.

The lower panels of Figure 9 show the cumulative

stellar mass distributions of the HectoMAP subsamples.

The HectoMAP subsamples are similar to the F2 sub-

samples especially for z > 0.2.

Damjanov et al. (2022a) carry out a similar test based

on fainter galaxies (r > 20.5) with additional (r − i) >

0.5 selection (their Figure 2). They used the F2 fainter

galaxies with 20.5 < r < 20.75, the effective F2 survey

completeness limit. They demonstrate that the (r − i)

color selection for fainter galaxies also recovers (> 98%)

the quiescent population (i.e., Dn4000 > 1.5).

5. COMPARISON BETWEEN SDSS AND HSC

PHOTOMETRY

The HSC-SSP program completely covers the Hec-

toMAP region (Miyazaki et al. 2012; Aihara et al. 2022).

Because the HSC-SSP photometry is much deeper than

the SDSS, we compare the SDSS with HSC-SSP as a

basis for future applications of HectoMAP.

We describe the HSC-SSP photometry in Section

2.1.2. The cross-match of SDSS with HSC-SSP based

on R.A. and Decl. identifies HSC counterparts for 92%

of the SDSS galaxies brighter than r = 21.3. Hec-

toMAP galaxies without HSC counterparts are mostly

near bright stars that are saturated in the HSC images

and thus contaminate or even prevent photometry of the

neighboring galaxies. Here, our analysis is based on the

cModel magnitudes that are available in both SDSS and

HSC-SSP photometry.

Figure 10 compares g− and r−band cModel magni-

tudes from SDSS and HSC. We use only HectoMAP

galaxies with spectroscopy for this comparison. The

background density maps show the magnitude difference
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as a function of gcModel,SDSS or rcModel,SDSS . The large

squares indicate the median difference in each magni-

tude bin.

The HSC photometry is generally fainter (magnitudes

are larger) than the SDSS photometry for bright galax-

ies with r < 19. Bosch et al. (2018) and Huang et al.

(2018a) argue that the deblending technique applied in

hscPipe tends to over-subtract fainter objects and/or ex-

tended features surrounding the target galaxies; thus the

total flux for bright galaxies is underestimated. In con-

trast, we suspect that the fainter outskirts of a faint

galaxy detected cleanly in the deep HSC images results

in a brighter HSC magnitude.

We measure the median systematic difference between

SDSS and HSC photometry at 18 < gcModel < 21

and 18 < rcModel < 21. The typical difference is

only −0.04 mag in the g−band and −0.05 mag in the

r−band. These differences are smaller than the typical

uncertainties in the HSC cModel photometry. Huang

et al. (2018b) demonstrate that the typical uncertainty

in cModel magnitudes for artificially injected galaxies

are ∼ 0.15 mag in both the g− and r− bands. Thus,

the magnitude differences between SDSS and HSC-SSP

photometry are well within the uncertainties of HSC-

SSP photometry.

Figure 11 compares the (g−r)cModel colors from SDSS

and HSC. The definition of the symbols is the same

as in Figure 10. The color difference is significant for

(g − r)cModel < 0.5. These large differences result from

significantly fainter HSC photometry in the g−band.

Although the (g − r)cModel difference is significant for

these blue (g − r) colors, this difference does not affect

our analyses because of the red-selection of HectoMAP.

The circles in Figure 11 display the median (g−r)cModel

difference for galaxies with 18 < gSDSS,cModel,0 < 20

and 18 < gHSC,cModel,0 < 20. For these objects, the

median (g − r)cModel difference is close to zero over a

large color range.

The spectroscopic survey completeness based on the

HSC-SSP photometry (Figure 12) is an interesting as-

pect of HectoMAP. In fact, the completeness based on

HSC photometry is remarkably consistent with that

based on SDSS photometry: ∼ 81% at rcModel < 20.5

and ∼ 65% at rcModel < 21.3 for (g − r)cModel > 1.0

galaxies. This consistency is a coincidence. Because

of statistical errors in the photometry, particularly in

the color, the SDSS and HSC samples are not identi-

cal. For example, there are 42,999 spectroscopic sam-

ple of galaxies with rSDSS,cModel < 20.5 and (g −
r)SDSS,cModel > 1.0, but only 80% of these objects have

rHSC,cModel < 20.5 and (g−r)HSC,cModel > 1.0. Among

the missing 8935 galaxies, 74% of them are brighter than
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Figure 10. (a) The g−band cModel magnitude difference
between HSC and SDSS photometry as a function of the
SDSS g−band magnitude. Large squares and error bars in-
dicate the median difference and the 1σ standard deviation,
respectively. (b) Same as (a), but for r−band cModel mag-
nitudes.
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Figure 11. Same as Figure 10, but for (g − r)cModel color.

rHSC,cModel = 20.5, but the (g−r)HSC,cModel colors are

bluer than the limit. The relatively large uncertainty in

the HSC g−band photometry underlies in the differences

in the samples. Similarly, among 18,744 spectroscopic

sample of galaxies with 20.5 ≤ rSDSS,cModel < 21.3,

(g − r)SDSS,cModel > 1.0 and (r − i)SDSS,cModel > 0.5,

only 70% (12959) of the galaxies satisfy a similar mag-

nitude and color selection based on HSC photometry.

6. COMPARISON BETWEEN PHOTOMETRIC

AND SPECTROSCOPIC REDSHIFTS

The extensive HectoMAP spectroscopy provides a

testbed for the updated photometric redshifts from

HSC-SSP DR3 (Aihara et al. 2022). In Sohn et al.

(2021b), we compared HectoMAP DR1 spectroscopic

redshifts with the photometric redshifts based on HSC-

SSP DR2 photometry (hereafter DR2 zphot). Sohn et al.
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Figure 13. Comparison between HSC DEmP photometric
and HectoMAP spectroscopic redshifts. Squares and error
bars indicate the median and 1σ standard deviation as a
function of spectroscopic redshift.

(2021b) used 17,040 HectoMAP DR1 objects with both

spectroscopic and photometric redshifts. They showed

that HSC photometric redshifts (zphot) are generally

consistent with spectroscopic redshifts (zspec), but with

large scatter. The difference between the zphot and zspec
depended significantly on the apparent i-band magni-

tude.

Here we explore the zphot derived with the DEmP tem-

plate fitting code (Hsieh & Yee 2014) based on HSC-SSP

DR3 (Aihara et al. 2022). Aihara et al. (2022) emphasize

changes in the sky subtraction improved the DR3 pho-

tometry relative to DR2. These improvements modify

the resulting photometric redshifts. We obtain PHO-

TOZ MEDIAN, the median value of the photometric

redshift probability distribution function, from the DR3

DEmP catalog.

Figure 13 compares zspec and zphot for 88,450 galaxies

within the entire HectoMAP region. Figure 13 (a) dis-

plays a direct comparison between zspec and zphot and

Figure 13 (b) shows the difference between zspec and

zphot normalized by (1 + zspec) as a function of zspec.

Red squares and error bars indicate the median and 1σ

standard deviation of zphot and (zphot−zspec)/(1+zspec)

as a function of zspec.

The typical difference between zspec and zphot in the

spectroscopic redshift range zspec < 0.8 is 0.006 ± 0.050

(i.e., 1800 ± 15000 km s−1). This difference is compa-

rable with the line-of-sight velocity dispersion of mas-

sive galaxy clusters. The typical uncertainties are much

larger than the cluster velocity dispersion. The large

scatter in zphot measurements thus significantly limits

the power of photometric redshifts for studies of galaxy

systems and the details of large-scale structure. For ex-

ample, Figure 18 of Sohn et al. (2021b) shows that the

large-scale structure traced by zphot in the HectoMAP

DR1 region is almost completely blurred by the scatter

in the photometric relative to the spectroscopic redshift.

For further examination of the HSC-SSP DR3 pho-

tometric redshifts in comparison with HectoMAP, we

revisit three metrics that test the zphot algorithm fol-

lowing Tanaka et al. (2018): the bias, the conventional

dispersion, and the loss function. The bias parameter

(∆z) indicates the systematic offset between zphot and

zspec:

∆z = (zphot − zspec)/(1 + zspec). (3)

The conventional dispersion measures the spread in the

difference between zphot and zspec. We compute the con-

ventional dispersion σconv:

σconv = 1.48 ×MAD(z), (4)

where MAD(z) is the median absolute deviation. Fi-

nally, we compute the loss function defined by Tanaka

et al. (2018):

L(∆z) = 1 − 1

(1 + (∆z
γ )2)

, (5)

where γ = 0.15 as in Tanaka et al. (2018). This loss func-

tion is a continuous version of the outlier fraction that

includes both the bias and the dispersion. We follow

Tanaka et al. (2018) in taking γ = 0.15 that corresponds

to the standard limit ∆z = 0.15 used for computing the

outlier fraction.
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Figure 14 (a) shows the three metrics as a function

of i−band magnitude. Red circles, blue squares, and

green crosses indicate ∆z, σconv, and the < L(∆z) >,

respectively. The bias remains remains almost constant

at ∼ 1600 km s−1 and has little variation with apparent

magnitude. Both σconv and < L(∆z) > increase slightly

at fainter magnitudes.

The solid lines in Figure 14 show the three metrics

measured from the earlier HSC-SSP DR1 Tanaka et al.

(2018) as a function of magnitude. These metrics are

consistent with those for on HSC-SSP DR2 zphot (Fig-

ure 19, Sohn et al. (2021b)). Figure 14 shows that the

bias and σconv measured from DR2 and DR3 zphot are

essentially the same. However, the < L(∆z) > mea-

sured from DR3 zphot is significantly smaller at i < 21.5

than it was for DR2. In other words, the DR3 photo-

metric redshifts zphot are a significant improvement over

DR2. The revised sky subtraction procedures (Aihara

et al. 2022) are probably responsible at least in part for

this improvement.

Figure 14 (b) and (c) display the same metrics as a

function of zspec and zphot, respectively (See Figure 19 of

Sohn et al. (2021b) for the DR2 comparison). All three

metrics show similar trends with either zspec or zphot.

The bias decreases slightly as a function of spectroscopic

redshift. The value of the bias is zero at z ∼ 0.4; the bias

is positive (negative) at lower (higher) redshift. This

trend differs from the bias based on DR2 zphot, where

the bias is positive over the entire redshift range we ex-

plore (Sohn et al. 2021b). The σconv changes little as

a function of redshift as for DR2 photometric redshifts

(Sohn et al. 2021b).

Interestingly, the loss function shows a distinctive be-

havior compared to that of the DR2 zphot (Sohn et al.

2021b). For DR2 zphot, the loss function is larger than

0.1 at z < 0.1 and remains constant at ∼ 0.06 at z > 0.1.

In contrast, the DR3 zphot loss function is generally be-

low the DR2 result at every redshift. There are sig-

nificant fluctuations in the loss function in the range

0.2 < z < 0.4 (Figure 13) both as a function of zspec
and zphot. This effect probably results from the larger

number of well-sampled many galaxy systems in this

redshift range. Naturally, larger photometric uncertain-

ties in these crowded fields can affect the zphot measure-

ments.

7. APPLICATIONS OF HECTOMAP TO

CLUSTERS AND THE COSMIC WEB

The area of HectoMAP (54.64 deg2) combined with its

density (∼ 1800 galaxies deg−2) and depth enable explo-

ration of a wide range of scientific issues. We summarize

some of the existing projects enabled by the survey and

we preview a few of its future applications.

The high density of the red-selected HectoMAP survey

makes it a foundation for the study of clusters of galaxies

in the redshift range 0.2 < z < 0.6 (Sohn et al. 2018b,a,

2021a). There are 104 photometrically selected redMaP-

Per clusters in the HectoMAP region (Rykoff et al. 2016;

Sohn et al. 2018b). More than 90% of redMaPPer clus-

ters include 10 or more HectoMAP spectroscopic mem-

bers, a basis for evaluating the redMaPPer membership

probability and for defining a spectroscopic richness.

Sohn et al. (2021a) identify galaxy clusters based

purely on spectroscopy by applying a friends-of-friends

algorithm. There are 346 galaxy overdensities with 10

or more spectroscopic members. Even among relatively

dense systems in this friends-of-friends catalog, ∼ 70%

have no redMaPPer counterpart suggesting that the

solely photometric catalog may be incomplete.

HectoMAP is the first survey that traces cluster in-

fall regions, the link between clusters and the cosmic

web. HectoMAP traces the infall regions for clusters in

the mass range M200 > 5 × 1013 M� for the redshift

range 0.2 < z < 0.6. Pizzardo et al. (2022) use a tech-

nique developed by De Boni et al. (2016) to measure the

growth rate of clusters directly over the HectoMAP red-

shift range. This technique, which depends on observa-

tions of the infall region, yields a growth rate consistent

with predictions of simulations.

One of the special strengths of HectoMAP is the com-

bination of the dense spectroscopy with the deep HSC-

SSP imaging. This combination enables a range of

projects that combine two of the most powerful cosmo-

logical tools, lensing and redshift surveys.

Shapes for weak lensing sources have not yet been

released for the entire HectoMAP region. Eventually,

these data will enable weak lensing studies ranging from

examining of the masses of quiescent galaxies and their

evolution to tracing the matter distribution in the cos-

mic web by comparing the foreground galaxy distribu-

tion with the weak lensing map (e.g., Utsumi et al.

2016). For the friends-of-friends clusters, weak lensing

adds another mass proxy.

Jaelani et al. (2020) identify 23 candidate strong lens-

ing systems in the HectoMAP region from HSC-SSP.

Many of these systems have redshifts beyond the Hec-

toMAP effective limit, but 8 of these systems match

friends-of-friends systems. Figure 15 shows HSC im-

ages of the 8 strong lensing systems. The lower right

panel of Figure 15 shows the redshift distribution of the

strong lensing systems compared with the HectoMAP

redshift distribution. In general, the more abundant,

higher redshift systems have more obvious substructures
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Figure 14. The bias (∆z, red circles), the conventional dispersion (σconv, blue squares), and the loss function (< L(∆z) >,
green crosses) as a function of (a) SDSS i−band magnitude, (b) zspec and (c) zphot. The solid lines in (a) show the distribution
of the three metrics derived based on HSC-SSP PDR1 zphot (Tanaka et al. 2018).

frequently with multiple BCGs. Although this sample

is small, it promises probes of cluster evolution, the re-

lation between clusters and their BCGs, and the under-

lying cluster geometry that produces a strong lensing

system.

HectoMAP densely samples the filaments and walls in

the cosmic web that delineate the void regions. Hwang

et al. (2016) identify the underdense void regions in Hec-

toMAP at z > 0.2. They show that the observed void

properties including size and volume are in agreement

with predicted void properties based on numerical simu-

lations. Geller et al. (2010) used the SHELS survey and

DLS photometry to pioneer the direct comparison be-

tween structure in a redshift survey and a weak lensing

map. A similar comparison based on HectoMAP and

HSC-SSP will probe the relative distribution of light-

emitting and dark matter on large scales.

HectoMAP is a testbed of approaches to understand-

ing the mass distribution in the universe and its evolu-

tion. Future large, deeper surveys including DESI (Zhou

et al. 2022), MOONS (Taylor et al. 2018), WEAVE

(Dalton et al. 2012), 4MOST (Richard et al. 2019),

Subaru/Prime Focus Spectrograph (PFS, Takada et al.

2014; Greene et al. 2022) survey will enhance these ap-

proaches and develop techniques taking advantage of the

large extent and depth of these surveys.

8. CONCLUSION

HectoMAP is a dense redshift survey with a median

redshift of z = 0.345. It densely covers 54.64 square

degrees in a 1.5 degree wide strip across the northern sky

centered at a declination of 43.25◦. The survey is dense

(∼ 1800 galaxies deg−2) and focused on the quiescent

galaxy population. The survey includes 95,403 galaxies:

among these galaxies, 60,237 are quiescent.

On average there were 9 visits to each position in

the survey. Thus the overall completeness is high and

uniform. The completeness is ∼ 81% and ∼ 72% for

galaxies with r < 20.5 and (g − r) > 1.0, and with

20.5 < r < 21.3, (g− r) > 1.0, and (r− i) > 0.5, respec-

tively.

Sohn et al. (2021b) published a first data release cov-

ering 8.7 deg2 of the survey area. They show individual

spectra and substantiate the choice of a limiting cross-

correlation value to identify objects with reliable red-

shifts. They also make a detailed comparison between

HectoMAP and SDSS/BOSS redshifts. The small offset

of 26 km s−1 and 46 km s−1 persists for the larger sam-

ple. These small offsets are comparable with the redshift

errors and do not affect any of the analysis carried out

so far with HectoMAP data.

In addition to the 88294 MMT/Hectospec redshifts

provided here, we include the spectral diagnostic

(Dn4000) and stellar masses for 88165 galaxies. We

highlight the distributions of these quantities in the Hec-

toMAP survey data. As expected for a red-selected sur-

vey, the majority of the objects (63%) are quiescent.

The distribution of stellar masses is skewed toward large

stellar mass reflecting this selection.

As Damjanov et al. (2022a) emphasize, HectoMAP

provides one of the largest, complete, mass-limited sam-

ples of quiescent galaxies covering the redshift range

0.2 < z < 0.6. The sample includes 30,231 galaxies.

Damjanov et al. (2022a) use the sample to trace the size-

mass relation of the quiescent population and to track

the growth of various subpopulations with cosmic time.

One of the distinctive characteristics of HectoMAP

is the full HSC-SSP coverage of the entire region. Ob-

servations for HectoMAP occurred over a 10 year period

and thus the photometric basis was limited to the SDSS.
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Figure 15. HSC images of 8 strong lensing clusters identified by both Jaelani et al. (2020) and Sohn et al. (2021a). The lower
inset shows the redshift distribution of HectoMAP galaxies (black histogram) and the redshifts of the strong lensing clusters
(red vertical lines).

We compare the SDSS DR16 photometry with the HSC-

SSP photometry and show that the typical differences

between the SDSS and HSC-SSP g− and r− band pho-

tometry are small compared with the photometric error.

We also show that for red galaxies that are the bulk of

the HectoMAP sample, the (g − r) colors also agree;

the difference for blue objects is significant. Remark-

ably, the completeness of HectoMAP is similar to both

the SDSS and HSC-SSP magnitude limits, but the un-

derlying samples in the two cases differ as a result of

photometric error.

The extensive HectoMAP spectroscopic redshifts pro-

vide a platform for testing HSC-SSP photometric red-

shifts. We revisit the comparison between zphot and

zspec reported in Sohn et al. (2021b). Here we used

the updated HSC-SSP DR3 zphot. The DR3 zphot
measurements are a significant improvement over the

earlier DR2 photometric redshifts. In general, zphot
agrees well with zspec, but the scatter remains large

(∼ 1800 ± 15, 000 km s−1) compared with the typical

velocity dispersions of galaxy systems.

Finally we highlight the particular power of Hec-

toMAP for exploring clusters of galaxies. The survey

contains an independently identified set of strong lens-

ing clusters in the redshift range 0.2 < z < 0.6. When

full HSC-SSP shapes are available, weak lensing mass

profiles combined with extensive on the strong lensing

systems will elucidate evolutionary issues and the role

of substructure along the line-of-sight in enhancing the

lensing cross-section. More generally, HectoMAP cov-

ers a redshift range where clusters of galaxies accrete

roughly half of their mass (e.g., Fakhouri et al. 2010;

Sohn et al. 2022). Pizzardo et al. (2022) measure the

accretions rate for HectoMAP clusters and show that

it agrees with predictions. Taken together these explo-

rations of cluster growth and structure will inform the

design of future larger, deeper dense surveys.

At the moment, HectoMAP has some distinctive fea-

tures in the universe of redshift surveys; it is dense and

red-selected. For example, in contrast with the 1800

galaxy deg−2 density of HectoMAP, the DESI bright

galaxy sample (Ruiz-Macias et al. 2021), though it will

be much larger, reaches a limiting r < 19.5 with only

864 galaxies deg−2 and the BGS faint sample covers the

range 19.5 < r < 20.175 with a density of 533 galaxies

deg−2. HectoMAP is a platform for investigating issues

including the nature and evolution of the quiescent pop-

ulation, the growth of clusters of galaxies, and the way

galaxies trace the matter distribution in the universe.

The HectoMAP data and analyses will contribute to in-

forming the design and goals of ongoing major surveys.
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Figure 16. Radial velocity distribution of stars with HectoMAP spectroscopy. The hatched histogram shows the distribution
for stars identified as extended sources in the SDSS photometry alone.

APPENDIX

Table 4 lists the 6544 stars with spectroscopy. There are 4253 stars that were identified as point sources based in the

SDSS database. Additionally, we spectroscopically identify 2291 stars originally identified as extended sources based

in the SDSS database (hereafter, spectroscopically identified stars). We list SDSS Object ID, R.A., Decl. redshift and

its uncertainty and r−band magnitude. We include only the SDSS photometry because many of stars are saturated

in the HSC images.

Figure 16 displays the radial velocity distribution of all of the stars in the HectoMAP region. We mark the radial

velocity distribution of extended objects in SDSS that are spectroscopically identified as stars with a hatched histogram.

Because the sample of stars is not complete in any way, we include these data only as a guide for future surveys of the

region.

Facilities: MMT (Hectospec), Sloan, Subaru (Hyper Suprime-Cam)

Software: astropy (Astropy Collaboration et al. 2013, 2018)
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