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ABSTRACT

W e com puteM 577, the dynam icalm ass interior to a radius of260h ! kpc, fora set of809 isolated host
galaxies In the 100k data release ofthe 2dF G alaxy Redshift Survey. T he hosts are surrounded by 1556
satellite galaxies, as de ned by a set of speci ¢ selection criteria. O urm ass estin ator and host/satellite
selection criteria are taken from those used by the Sloan D igial Sky Survey (SD SS) collaboration for

an analysis of M 27 for SD SS galaxies and, overall, our results com pare wellw ith theirs. In particular,

rL > 2L we nd M $%'=L), = (193 14)hM =L ,with a weak tendency for hosts with I < 2L
to have a som ewhat higher M =L . A dditionally, we investigate M =L for bright oy < 18) galaxies w ith
elliptical, SO, and spiralm orphologies. T here are 159 hosts in the elliptical/S0 sam ple and, sin ilar to the
fullsample,we nd M S4'=L), = @71 26)hM =1 frgalaxieswith L > 2L ,and a weak tendency
for ntrinsically fainter galaxies to have a som ew hat higher M =L . Tn stark contrast to this, we nd the
line of sight velocity dispersion for the 243 spiralhosts to be independent of the host lum inosity, w ith
avalnieof , = 189 19km s !. Thus, for spiralhosts we nd that M $i=L),, / L *° °2, where
M S¥=L),, fora?2L spiralisoforder200h M =L

Sub$ct headings: galaxies: indam ental param eters | galaxies: halos | galaxies: um inosity function,

m ass function | galaxies: structure | dark m atter

1. NTRODUCTION

Tt is generally acoepted that large, bright galaxies re—
side w ithin m assive dark m atter halos; how ever, the radial
extent ofthe halos isnot well{ constrained and, hence, nei-
ther is the totalm ass nor the m ass{to{light ratio of these
ob fcts. G alaxy {galaxy lensing, in which the halos of fore—
ground galaxies weakly distort the shapes of background
galaxies, has recently proven to be a powerfilm ethod by
which them asses and m ass{to{light ratios ofgalaxiesm ay
be constrained. G alaxy{galaxy lensing has been detected
by a number of di erent groups (see, eg., the review by
Brainerd & B landford 2003 and references therein) and,
in particular, the Sloan D igital Sky Survey (SD SS) collab—
oration has obtained m easurem ents of the galaxy{galaxy
lensing shear w ith extrem ely high statistical signi cance
(eg. Fischeret al 2000; M cK ay et al. 2001).

Using weak lensing measurem ents of the profcted
m ass correlation function, M cK ay et al. (2001), hereafter
SD SS01, found that M %%, the m ass of lens galaxies in—
terior to a radius of 260h ! kpc, scaled roughly linearly
w ith the um nosities of the lens galaxies in allbandpasses
except u°. Since the galaxy{galaxy lensing shear is sn all
(< 0:5% in the case ofthe SD SS galaxies) and isnot w ith—
out its own sources of error (including the the separation
of lenses from sources),M cK ay et al. (2002) perform ed an
Independent estin ate of the m asses of dark m atter halos
surrounding SD SS galaxies using the dynam ics of satel-
lite galaxies. T heir sam ple consisted of 618 host galaxies
and 1225 satellites, which was considerably sm aller and
shallower than the sampl in the weak lensing analysis
due to the necessity of redshifts for all of the galaxies.
Nevertheless, M cKay et al. (2002), hereafter SD SS02,
found that their dynam ical analysis led to trends in the

dependence of M ;‘gg“ on the host galaxy lum inosity that

were reasonably consistent w ith the trends obtained from
their previous weak lensing analysis. H ow ever, the m ass{
to{light ratios found from the dynam ical analysis were
system atically lower than those from the lensing analysis
M SIP=1, 08M 29°-L).

Here we perform a dynam ical analysis of the m asses of
isolated host galaxies In the 100k public data release of
the 2dF G alaxy Redshift Survey, hereafter 2dFGRS. The
2dF GRS is a spectroscopic survey In which the ob gctsare
selected in theby band from the APM galaxy survey M ad-—
dox et al. 1990ab), and extensions to the original survey.
U ltin ately, the survey w ill provide spectra or 250;000
galaxiesbrighter than by = 1945 and w illcover an area of
order 2000 square degrees (see, eg., Colless et al. 2001).

Our host galaxies span a redshift range which is sim i
lar to that of the SD SS02 galaxies, and our sam ple is of
a sin ilar size. W e select host/satellite com binations and
determ ine dynam ical m asses for the host galaxies based
upon them ethods outlined in SD SS02 in order to com pare
m ost easily to their results. In particular, we investigate
the apparent lack of dependence of M ;‘gg“ =L on the host
Jum inosity found by SD SS02, and the som ew hat low value
ofthe dynam icalm ass{to{light ratio in com parison to the
lensing m ass{to{light ratio.

Throughout, we adopt a at, {dom inated universe
wih parameters o = 03, o, = 0, and Hy =
100h km s ! Mpc '. Consistent wih this, we take the
absolute m agniude ofan L. galaxy in the by band to be
M, Sbg,h= 1966 007 Noreryetal, 2002).

2. HOST AND SATELLITE SELECTION

In order to com pare to the results of SD SS02, we select
host and satellite galaxies from the 2dF survey according
to the SD SS02 criteria:
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H ost galaxies m ust be \isolated". They must be at
least tw ice as lum inous as any other galaxy that falls
within a profcted radiis of 2h ! M pc, as well as
within a velocity di erence of fivj 1000 km s 1.

P otential satellite galaxies m ust be at least 4 tim es
fainter than their host, must 2llw thin a profcted
radius of 500h ! kpc oftheir host, and the satellite{
host velocity di erencemustbe vy 1000km s '.

These basic selection criteria result in 864 hosts and
2340 satellites. A s noted by SD SS02, however, m any of
the hosts have a large num ber of satellites around them
(in one case, a potentialhost in our sam ple has 605 satel-
lites). These are, therefore, m ost lkely to be associated
w ith cluster system s, rather than being truly isolated. To
elim Inate these ob fcts, we Inpose a further restriction
that the lum inosiy of the host be greater than the sum
total of the lum inosities of the satellites. T his, too, was
done by SD SS02, and reduces our 2dF sam ple to 859 hosts
and 1693 satellites.
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Figure 1. a) P robability distribution for lum inosities of the 809 host
galaxies in the full sam ple. Lum inosities are in units of L. . b) P robabil-
ity distribution for the num ber of satellites surrounding the host galaxies
in the fullsam ple. c) P robability distribution for the di erence in appar-
ent m agnitude betw een the host and satellite galaxies in the full sam ple.
d) Velocity dispersion of satellite galaxies in the full sam ple as a function
ofm edian host lum inosity. Solid line shows  / L, which isthebest t

P —
to the data. D ashed line shows , / L.

Finally, we In pose tw o additionalcutson the host galax—
des. First, eyeballm orphologies are available for the 2dF
galaxiesw ith by < 18, and 29 of the above hosts are clas—
si ed as galaxy{galaxy m ergers. W e delete these hosts
from the sam ple on the basis that they are unlkely to be
fully relaxed system s. Second, we delete all hosts w ith
L > 6L Dbecause the velocity dispersions of their satellites
are poorly t by the technique we adopt (see below ), and
the num ber of interloper galaxies (as opposed to genuine
satellites) appears to be both large ¢ 45% ) and have a
large dispersion ( 20% ). These additional cuts leave us

with a nalsam ple 0f809 host galaxiesand 1556 satellites.
O fthese, 75 are classi ed as ellipticals, 84 are classi ed as
S0, and 243 are classi ed as spirals. T he sam ple of spirals
is uniform Iy distribbuted In inclnation angle, and there is
no correlation between host lum nosity and m edian incli-
nation angle. T he ellipticals have a totalof 171 satellites,
the SO0’s have a total of 303 satellites, and the spirals have
a total of 478 satellites. The m edian redshift of the 809
host galaxies in the full sam ple is z, g = 0:073, whilke for
the spiralhosts z, g = 0:055, and for the ellpticaland SO
hosts zy eq = 0:062.
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Figure 2. Sam e as Fig. 1, but for ellipticaland S0 host galaxies.

T he probability distribution of the um inosities of the
host galaxies, the probability distribution of the number
of satellites around individual hosts, and the probability
distrbution ofthe di erence In apparent by m agniude be—
tween the hosts and their satellites are shown in panels a,
b, and cofFigs.1, 2, and 3. Fig. 1 show s resuls for the
entire sam ple 0f 809 hosts, whik F ig. 2 show s the resuls
for the 159 hosts classi ed as elliptical or SO, and Fig. 3
show s the results for the 243 hosts classi ed as spirals.

3. HALO VELOCITY DISPERSIONS

In order to com parew ith SD SS02, we adopt an analysis
technique that is identical to theirs. The radial velocity
digpersions of the host galaxy halos, -, are com puted by

tting a com bination of a G aussian and a constant o set
to histogram s ofthe velocity di erencesbetween the hosts
and satellites. The width of the best{ tting G aussian is
a measure of , whilke the o set accounts for the fact
that there w ill, necessarily, be som e fraction of interloper
galaxies that are selected as satellites when, In fact, they
are not dynam ically associated w ith the host galaxy. Like
SD SS02,we nd that thistechnique providesvery good ts
to the velocity di erence histogram s, yielding values of 2
per degree of freedom , = , that are< 1 for hosts with
L 6L .Inthecassofhostswih L > 6L , 2= > 25
and, hence, we do not consider these ob fcts further.

Because i is lkely that m ore interlopers w ill have ve—
locities that are greater than their hosts (eg., Zartisky &



Brainerd & Specian 3

W hite 1994), we determ Ined  for the host galaxies by
tting G aussians plus constant o sets to 3 di erent ve-
locity di erence histogram s: (i) velocity di erences taken
to be the absolute value, ©Tvj of the m easured di erence,
(i1) negative velocity di erences, and (iil) posiive veloc—
iy di erences. W e de ne the velocity di erence to be
AV Vhost Veats SO that negative values of dv corresoond
to satellitesw hich arem ore distant in velocity space. Tn all
cases, thebest{ tting velocity dispersionsare in very good
agream ent am ongst the 3 histogram s. In addition, we nd
a cleardi erence in the num ber of interlopers. In the case
of the full sam ple of 809 hosts, the Interloper fraction is
31 3)% forhost{satellite pairswih dv< 0, 20 3)%
for host{satellite pairs wih dv > 0, and 27 2)% on
average (ie. tting to the distrbution of ©vj. For the
hosts w ith spiralm orphologies, the m ean interloper frac—
tion is 33 3)% whilke forhostsw ith ellipticaland SO m or—
phologies the Interloper fraction ismuch lower, (14 4)% .
Lastly, or allofour sam ples ofhost galaxies, we nd that
v 1s independent of the radius at which it is determm ined.
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Figure 3. Sam e as Fig. 1, but for spiralhost galaxies. Solid line in panel
d shows = 198 km sec 1,which is the best t to the data.

Resuls for  as a function ofm edian host lum nosity
are shown in paneld of Figs. 1, 2, and 3. In the case
of the fill host sam ple and the elliptical/S0 host sam ple,
the relationship between velocity dispersion and m edian
host lum inosity is t best by linear relations, and these
are shown by the solid lines n paneld ofFigs. 1 and 2.
For the full host sampke we nd , = (31 8)L=L +
(141 18) km s !, and for the elliptical/SO sam ple we

nd , = @43 7)L=L + (149 22)km s !. Thisis
som eyphat di erent from the results of SD SS02 who found

v/ L.W enote, however, that our data are consistent
with such a tionship, and the best{ tting function of
the form  / L is shown by the dashed lines in these

gures. Strikingly di erent from these results, however,
is the relationship of velocity dispersion and m edian host
lum inosity for the spiralhosts. From paneld ofFig. 3, it
is clearthat  for the spiralhosts is independent of host
lim nostty, and we nd = 189 9 km s ! for these

ob fcts.
4. HOST MASSES AND MASS{TO {LIGHT RATIOS

To detem ine them asses ofthe dark m atter haloswhich
surround our host galaxies, we adopt the follow Ing m ass
estin ator:

" #
rv: @h @h v2
M (r) = + + 2 @)
G @hr @hr

eg.,Bney & Trem aine,1987). Herer isa 3-dim ensional
radiis, vf isthem ean square radialvelocity ofthe satel-
lites, (r) is the number density of satellites, and isa
m easure of the anisotropy in the velocity dispersion ofthe
satellites:

VZ
hw2i’

@)

A though otherm ethods of obtaining dynam icalm asses
using satellite galaxies have been adopted in the literature
(see, eg., Bahcall & Tremaine 1982; Zaritsky & W hite
1994; Zaritsky et al. 1997), this is the m ethod adopted by
SD SS02 and, therefore, we adopt it as well. SD SS02 have
used the G IF' sin ulation, w hich incorporates sem i{analytic
galaxy form ation w ithin a lJarge cosn ologicalN {body sin -
ulation eg.,Kau mannetal.1999), to evaluate thism ass
estim ator. In particular, SD SS02 nd that the velocity
anisotropy of the satellite galaxies in the G IF sin ulation
is amall (ie., is consistent w ith zero at the 2{ Ilevel),
and that the m ean square line of sight velocity dispersion,
2, is consistent w ith the m ean square radialvelocity dis-
persion, v? , atthe 1{ Jvel. Combining this w ith the
fact that the line of sight velocity dispersion is cbserved
to be independent of radius, the m ass estin ator used by
SD SS02 reduces to:

r2@hn .
G @hr’

W ecompute (r) orthe satellites in oursam pleand nd

() / r 211 006 £y the satellites surrounding the hosts
in the illsam ple, (r) / r 2% %99 forthe satellites sur-
rounding elliptical and SO hosts, and () / r 22 %1 for
the satellites surrounding spiral hosts. These are all con—
sistent w ith the results of SDSS02 who nd () / r 2%
for their sam ple.

Having obtained the number density of satellites as a
finction of radius, we now use the valuesof , from Figs.
1, 2, and 3 to determm ine the m ass{to{light ratios of the
host galaxies. For consistency wih SD SS02, we adopt a

ducial procted radius of 260h ' kpc. Shown in Fig.
4 are the results or M S2'=L), in units of h M =L
as a function of m edian host lum nosity. The top panel
show s resuls for the full sam ple ofhost galaxies, the m id—
dle panel show s results for the elliptical and SO hosts, and
the bottom panel show s results for the spiralhosts.

From Fig.4,then, we nd that M $¥=L),, forthe 809
hosts In our fiill sam ple is fairly constant for hosts w ith
L > 2L and has a value of (193 14)h M =L . For
hostswith L < 2L there is a weak suggestion of a som e~
what higher m ass{to{light ratio. Sinilarly, M S20'=L )y,
for the elliptical and SO hosts is fairly constant for hosts

M ()= 3)
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wih L > 2L and has a value of 271 26)h M =L

A gain, there is a slight suggestion that elliptical and SO
hostswih L < 2L have a som ew hat higherm ass{to{light
ratio. In contrast, over the range of host lum inosities ex—
plored here, M 5¢7'=L),, rthe spiralhosts show sa clear
m onotonic decrease w ith um inosity, and is consistent w ith
apower{law ofthe form M $¥'=L), / L ' 02,

500 L L L e e

all hosts
400 } —— (Maso/L) = 193hMo/Lo

{TII 1
11 T

300

200

500
E/S0 hosts

} B = 271/
[]

T S
It

[hMo/Lo]

400

300

/L,

200

dyn
260,

\\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\\\‘\\
spiral hosts

—— (Mao/L) = 1/L

(M

600

400

200

Lo b b bg e I
1 2 3 4 5

Luen/L*

Figure 4. M ass{to{light ratios for the host galaxies interior to a radius
of 260h *
w ith elliptical and SO m orphologies, bottom panel: hosts with spiral

kpc. Top panel: all 809 host galaxies, m iddle panel: hosts

m orphologies. Solid lines in the top and m iddle panels show the m ean
m ass{to{light ratio for hosts with L. > 2L . Solid line in the bottom
panel show the best{ tting power law for M sg;=L )by -

5. DISCUSSION

The 2dF and SD SS02 host/satellite sam ples are of com —
parable depths and have sin ilar sizes, so it isnot unreason-—
able to m ake com parisons between them . T he com parison
is, however, som ew hat lin ited by the fact that the 2dF
galaxies are selected in by, whilk the SD SS02 galaxies are
selected in 1% w ith host lum inosities obtained i u® g° r°
i% and z° (T he transfom ation from the SD SS photom e-
try isgiven by by = g%+ 0:155+ 0:152(g° 1%; Norberg et
al. 2002). A 1so, SD SS02 did not perform separate dynam —
icalanalyses for the hosts ofearly { and late{type galaxies,
s0 a direct com parison is not possible in this case.

Th all5 SD SS photom etric bands, SD SS02 nd M §¥ /
L, so that In a given band, a singlk m ass{to{light ra—
tio characterizes the hosts. That m ass{to{light ratio is
a sharply decreasing fiinction ofthe centralw avelength of

the bandpass (eg., a factor of order 3 higher in u® than in

z%. Tn ¢°% SDSS02 nd M $¥%'=1, = (171 40)h M =L,
and in M $X'=I, = (145 34)h M =L . These com -

pare well wih the m ass{to{light ratio that we obtain,
(193 14)h M =L , for the host galaxies our fi1ll sam —
pl that have um nosities of L > 2L

Since we cannot com pare our M §g§=L for host galaxies
ofdi erent m orphologies to the results of SD SS02, we In—
stead com parethem to theweak lensing resultsofSD SSO01.
SD SS01 did not classify their galaxies according to visual
m orphology but, instead, used spectral features to place
subsets oftheir lens galaxies into broad \early {" and \late{
type" categories. T he early {types represent about 40% of
the total num ber of lens galaxies, and the late{types rep—
resent another 40% of the total num ber of lens galaxies.
Table 3 ofSD 5S01 show sthat in the bluerbands, M J23°=L
is som ew hat m oxphology{dependent, w ith the m ass{to{
light ratio of the ellipticals exceeding that of the entire
lkenssam pleby a factoroflss 02 - ¢ and by a factor of
13 02 : r°. Agah, this com pares wellw ith our results
for the ellpptical/S0 hosts In the 2dF sample, where we

nd that M &'=L for the elliptical/S0 hosts exceeds that
ofthe full sample by a factorof 14 02 for hosts wih
L>2L (eg.,Fig.4).

OurresulthatM $¥7=L / I ! forthe spiralhosts is in
clear con ict with the results of SD SS01, who found that
M £85I, was ndependent of lum inosity in allbut the very
bluest band @%. H ow ever, our result stem s from the fact
that the line of sight velocity dispersion is independent of
lum inosity for the spiralhosts. W hile this is lnconsistent
w ith the lensing results of SD SS01, it is consistent w ith
the dynam ical resuls of Zaritsky et al. (1997) who found
that the velocity di erence, dv, between 69 isolated spiral
galaxies ( 224 < Mgy < 18:8) and 115 satellites was
Independent of the inclination {corrected H -T linew idth of
the host and w as, therefore, independent ofthe lum inosity
ofthe host (through, eg., the Tully {F isher relation).

W hether the con ict between the lensing and dynam ical
results for the halos of spiral galaxies is due to di erences
In sam ple selection or due to system atic e ects in one or
both of the m ass estim ators rem ains to be determ ined.
H owever, the ulin ate com pltion of both the SD SS and
the 2dFGR S w illaid trem endously in the resolution ofthis
issue, and we Jook forw ard to the wealth ofdata that both
surveys w ill provide In the near fiiture.
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