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ABSTRACT

W ecom puteM dyn

260 ,thedynam icalm assinteriortoaradiusof260h
� 1 kpc,forasetof809isolated host

galaxiesin the100k data releaseofthe2dF G alaxy RedshiftSurvey.Thehostsaresurrounded by 1556
satellitegalaxies,asde�ned by a setofspeci�cselection criteria.O urm assestim atorand host/satellite
selection criteria are taken from those used by the Sloan DigitalSky Survey (SDSS) collaboration for
an analysisofM dyn

260 forSDSS galaxiesand,overall,ourresultscom parewellwith theirs.In particular,
forL >

� 2L� we �nd (M dyn

260 =L)bJ = (193� 14)h M � =L� ,with a weak tendency forhostswith L < 2L�

to have a som ewhathigherM =L. Additionally,we investigate M =L forbright(bJ <
� 18)galaxieswith

elliptical,S0,and spiralm orphologies.Thereare159hostsin theelliptical/S0sam pleand,sim ilarto the
fullsam ple,we�nd (M dyn

260 =L)bJ = (271� 26)h M � =L� forgalaxieswith L >
� 2L�,and a weak tendency

forintrinsically faintergalaxiesto have a som ewhathigherM =L.In stark contrastto this,we �nd the
line ofsightvelocity dispersion forthe 243 spiralhoststo be independentofthe hostlum inosity,with
a value of�v = 189� 19 km s� 1. Thus,forspiralhosts we �nd that (M dyn

260 =L)bJ / L� 1:0� 0:2,where
(M dyn

260 =L)bJ fora 2L� spiralisoforder200h M � =L� .

Subjectheadings: galaxies:fundam entalparam eters| galaxies:halos| galaxies:lum inosity function,
m assfunction | galaxies:structure| dark m atter

1. IN TRO D U CTIO N

It is generally accepted that large,bright galaxies re-
sidewithin m assivedark m atterhalos;however,theradial
extentofthehalosisnotwell{constrained and,hence,nei-
theristhetotalm assnorthe m ass{to{lightratio ofthese
objects.G alaxy{galaxylensing,in which thehalosoffore-
ground galaxiesweakly distortthe shapes ofbackground
galaxies,hasrecently proven to be a powerfulm ethod by
which them assesand m ass{to{lightratiosofgalaxiesm ay
be constrained.G alaxy{galaxy lensing hasbeen detected
by a num ber ofdi�erent groups(see,e.g.,the review by
Brainerd & Blandford 2003 and references therein) and,
in particular,theSloan DigitalSky Survey (SDSS)collab-
oration has obtained m easurem entsofthe galaxy{galaxy
lensing shear with extrem ely high statisticalsigni�cance
(e.g.,Fischeretal.2000;M cK ay etal.2001).
Using weak lensing m easurem ents of the projected

m asscorrelation function,M cK ay etal.(2001),hereafter
SDSS01,found that M lens

260 ,the m ass oflens galaxies in-
terior to a radius of260h� 1 kpc,scaled roughly linearly
with thelum inositiesofthelensgalaxiesin allbandpasses
exceptu0. Since the galaxy{galaxy lensing shearissm all
(<� 0:5% in thecaseoftheSDSS galaxies)and isnotwith-
outitsown sourcesoferror(including the the separation
oflensesfrom sources),M cK ay etal.(2002)perform ed an
independent estim ate ofthe m assesofdark m atterhalos
surrounding SDSS galaxies using the dynam ics ofsatel-
lite galaxies. Theirsam ple consisted of618 hostgalaxies
and 1225 satellites,which was considerably sm aller and
shallower than the sam ple in the weak lensing analysis
due to the necessity of redshifts for allof the galaxies.
Nevertheless, M cK ay et al. (2002), hereafter SDSS02,
found that their dynam icalanalysis led to trends in the
dependence ofM dyn

260 on the host galaxy lum inosity that

werereasonably consistentwith the trendsobtained from
theirpreviousweak lensing analysis.However,the m ass{
to{light ratios found from the dynam ical analysis were
system atically lowerthan those from the lensing analysis
(M dyn

260 =L � 0:8M lens
260 =L).

Here we perform a dynam icalanalysisofthe m assesof
isolated host galaxies in the 100k public data release of
the 2dF G alaxy RedshiftSurvey,hereafter2dFG RS.The
2dFG RS isaspectroscopicsurvey in which theobjectsare
selected in thebJ band from theAPM galaxysurvey(M ad-
dox etal.1990a,b),and extensionsto the originalsurvey.
Ultim ately,the survey willprovide spectra for� 250;000
galaxiesbrighterthan bJ = 19:45and willcoveran areaof
order2000 squaredegrees(see,e.g.,Collessetal.2001).
O ur host galaxies span a redshift range which is sim i-

lar to that ofthe SDSS02 galaxies,and our sam ple is of
a sim ilar size. W e select host/satellite com binations and
determ ine dynam icalm asses for the host galaxies based
upon them ethodsoutlined in SDSS02in ordertocom pare
m osteasily to their results. In particular,we investigate
the apparent lack ofdependence ofM dyn

260 =L on the host
lum inosity found by SDSS02,and thesom ewhatlow value
ofthedynam icalm ass{to{lightratio in com parison to the
lensing m ass{to{lightratio.
Throughout, we adopt a 
at, �{dom inated universe

with param eters 
0 = 0:3, �0 = 0:7, and H 0 =
100h km s� 1 M pc � 1. Consistentwith this,we take the
absolute m agnitude ofan L� galaxy in the bJ band to be
M �

bJ
� 5log10 h = � 19:66� 0:07 (Norberg etal.,2002).

2. H O ST A N D SATELLITE SELECTIO N

In orderto com pareto the resultsofSDSS02,weselect
hostand satellite galaxiesfrom the 2dF survey according
to the SDSS02 criteria:

1
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� Hostgalaxiesm ustbe \isolated". They m ustbe at
leasttwiceaslum inousasany othergalaxy thatfalls
within a projected radius of2h� 1 M pc,as wellas
within a velocity di�erence ofjdvj� 1000 km s� 1.

� Potentialsatellite galaxiesm ustbe atleast4 tim es
fainterthan theirhost,m ustfallwithin a projected
radiusof500h� 1 kpcoftheirhost,and thesatellite{
hostvelocity di�erencem ustbejdvj� 1000 km s� 1.

These basic selection criteria result in 864 hosts and
2340 satellites. As noted by SDSS02,however,m any of
the hosts have a large num ber ofsatellites around them
(in onecase,a potentialhostin oursam plehas605 satel-
lites). These are,therefore,m ost likely to be associated
with clustersystem s,ratherthan being truly isolated.To
elim inate these objects, we im pose a further restriction
that the lum inosity ofthe host be greater than the sum
totalofthe lum inosities ofthe satellites. This,too,was
doneby SDSS02,and reducesour2dF sam pleto859hosts
and 1693 satellites.
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Figure 1. a) Probability distribution for lum inosities of the 809 host

galaxies in the fullsam ple. Lum inositiesare in units ofL
�
. b) Probabil-

ity distribution forthe num berofsatellitessurrounding the hostgalaxies

in the fullsam ple. c)Probability distribution forthe di�erence in appar-

ent m agnitude between the host and satellite galaxies in the fullsam ple.

d)Velocity dispersion ofsatellite galaxiesin the fullsam ple asa function

ofm edian host lum inosity. Solid line show s �v / L ,w hich is the best �t

to the data. D ashed line show s �v /
p
L.

Finally,weim posetwoadditionalcutson thehostgalax-
ies. First,eyeballm orphologiesare available forthe 2dF
galaxieswith bJ <

� 18,and 29 ofthe abovehostsare clas-
si�ed as galaxy{galaxy m ergers. W e delete these hosts
from the sam ple on the basisthatthey areunlikely to be
fully relaxed system s. Second, we delete allhosts with
L > 6L� becausethevelocity dispersionsoftheirsatellites
arepoorly �tby the technique weadopt(see below),and
the num berofinterlopergalaxies(asopposed to genuine
satellites) appears to be both large (>� 45% ) and have a
large dispersion (� 20% ). These additionalcutsleave us

with a�nalsam pleof809hostgalaxiesand 1556satellites.
O fthese,75 areclassi�ed asellipticals,84 areclassi�ed as
S0,and 243 areclassi�ed asspirals.Thesam pleofspirals
isuniform ly distributed in inclination angle,and there is
no correlation between hostlum inosity and m edian incli-
nation angle.The ellipticalshavea totalof171 satellites,
theS0’shavea totalof303 satellites,and thespiralshave
a totalof478 satellites. The m edian redshift ofthe 809
hostgalaxiesin the fullsam ple iszm ed = 0:073,while for
thespiralhostszm ed = 0:055,and fortheellipticaland S0
hostszm ed = 0:062.
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Figure 2. Sam e as Fig.1,but for ellipticaland S0 host galaxies.

The probability distribution ofthe lum inosities ofthe
host galaxies,the probability distribution ofthe num ber
ofsatellites around individualhosts,and the probability
distribution ofthedi�erencein apparentbJ m agnitudebe-
tween thehostsand theirsatellitesareshown in panelsa,
b,and c ofFigs.1,2,and 3. Fig.1 showsresultsforthe
entire sam ple of809 hosts,while Fig.2 showsthe results
for the 159 hosts classi�ed as ellipticalor S0,and Fig.3
showsthe resultsforthe 243 hostsclassi�ed asspirals.

3. H A LO V ELO CITY D ISPER SIO N S

In orderto com parewith SDSS02,weadoptan analysis
technique that is identicalto theirs. The radialvelocity
dispersionsofthe hostgalaxy halos,�v,arecom puted by
�tting a com bination ofa G aussian and a constanto�set
to histogram softhevelocity di�erencesbetween thehosts
and satellites. The width ofthe best{�tting G aussian is
a m easure of �v, while the o�set accounts for the fact
thatthere will,necessarily,be som e fraction ofinterloper
galaxiesthatare selected assatelliteswhen,in fact,they
arenotdynam ically associated with thehostgalaxy.Like
SDSS02,we�nd thatthistechniqueprovidesverygood�ts
to thevelocity di�erencehistogram s,yielding valuesof�2

per degree offreedom ,�2=�,that are<
� 1 for hosts with

L � 6L�. In the case ofhostswith L > 6L�,�2=� >
� 2:5

and,hence,wedo notconsidertheseobjectsfurther.
Because it is likely that m ore interlopers willhave ve-

locitiesthataregreaterthan theirhosts(e.g.,Zartisky &
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W hite 1994),we determ ined �v 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�erencestaken
to be the absolute value,jdvj,ofthe m easured di�erence,
(ii) negative velocity di�erences,and (iii) positive veloc-
ity di�erences. W e de�ne the velocity di�erence to be
dv � vhost� vsat,so thatnegativevaluesofdv correspond
tosatelliteswhich arem oredistantin velocityspace.In all
cases,thebest{�ttingvelocity dispersionsarein very good
agreem entam ongstthe3 histogram s.In addition,we�nd
a cleardi�erencein thenum berofinterlopers.In thecase
ofthe fullsam ple of809 hosts,the interloper fraction is
(31� 3)% forhost{satellite pairswith dv < 0,(20� 3)%
for host{satellite pairs with dv > 0, and (27 � 2)% on
average (i.e.,�tting to the distribution ofjdvj). For the
hostswith spiralm orphologies,the m ean interloperfrac-
tion is(33� 3)% whileforhostswith ellipticaland S0m or-
phologiestheinterloperfraction ism uch lower,(14� 4)% .
Lastly,forallofoursam plesofhostgalaxies,we�nd that
�v isindependentofthe radiusatwhich itisdeterm ined.
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Figure 3. Sam e as Fig.1,butforspiralhostgalaxies. Solid line in panel

d show s �v = 198 km sec
� 1

,w hich is the best �t to the data.

Resultsfor�v asa function ofm edian hostlum inosity
are shown in paneld ofFigs.1,2,and 3. In the case
ofthe fullhostsam ple and the elliptical/S0 hostsam 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 in paneld ofFigs.1 and 2.
For the fullhost sam ple we �nd �v = (31 � 8)L=L� +
(141 � 18) km s� 1, and for the elliptical/S0 sam ple we
�nd �v = (43 � 7)L=L� + (149 � 22) km s� 1. This is
som ewhatdi�erentfrom theresultsofSDSS02 who found
�v /

p
L.W e note,however,thatourdata areconsistent

with such a relationship,and the best{�tting function of
the form �v /

p
L is shown by the dashed lines in these

�gures. Strikingly di�erent from these results,however,
isthe relationship ofvelocity dispersion and m edian host
lum inosity forthe spiralhosts.From paneld ofFig.3,it
isclearthat�v forthe spiralhostsisindependentofhost
lum inosity,and we �nd �v = 189 � 9 km s� 1 for these

objects.

4. H O ST M A SSES A N D M A SS{TO {LIG H T R ATIO S

To determ inethem assesofthedark m atterhaloswhich
surround our host galaxies,we adopt the following m ass
estim ator:

M (r)= �
r


v2
r

�

G

"

@ln�

@lnr
+
@ln



v2
r

�

@lnr
+ 2�

#

(1)

(e.g.,Binney& Trem aine,1987).Hererisa3-dim ensional
radius,



v2
r

�
isthem ean squareradialvelocity ofthesatel-

lites,�(r) is the num ber density ofsatellites,and � is a
m easureoftheanisotropy in thevelocity dispersion ofthe
satellites:

� � 1�



v2
�

�

hv2
r
i
: (2)

Although otherm ethodsofobtaining dynam icalm asses
using satellitegalaxieshavebeen adopted in theliterature
(see, e.g., Bahcall& Trem aine 1982; Zaritsky & W hite
1994;Zaritsky etal.1997),thisisthem ethod adopted by
SDSS02 and,therefore,we adoptitaswell.SDSS02 have
used theG IF sim ulation,which incorporatessem i{analytic
galaxy form ation within a largecosm ologicalN{body sim -
ulation (e.g.,K au�m ann etal.1999),toevaluatethism ass
estim ator. In particular,SDSS02 �nd that the velocity
anisotropy ofthe satellite galaxiesin the G IF sim ulation
is sm all(i.e.,� is consistentwith zero at the 2{� level),
and thatthem ean squarelineofsightvelocity dispersion,
�2
v
,isconsistentwith the m ean squareradialvelocity dis-

persion,


v2
r

�
,atthe 1{� level. Com bining this with the

fact that the line ofsight velocity dispersion is observed
to be independent ofradius,the m ass estim atorused by
SDSS02 reducesto:

M (r)= �
r�2

v

G

@ln�

@lnr
: (3)

W ecom pute�(r)forthesatellitesin oursam pleand �nd
�(r)/ r� 2:11� 0:06 forthe satellitessurrounding the hosts
in thefullsam ple,�(r)/ r� 2:11� 0:09 forthesatellitessur-
rounding ellipticaland S0 hosts,and �(r)/ r� 2:2� 0:1 for
the satellitessurrounding spiralhosts. These are allcon-
sistentwith the resultsofSDSS02 who �nd �(r)/ r� 2:1

fortheirsam ple.
Having obtained the num ber density ofsatellites as a

function ofradius,wenow usethevaluesof�v from Figs.
1,2,and 3 to determ ine the m ass{to{light ratios ofthe
host galaxies. For consistency with SDSS02,we adopt a
�ducialprojected radius of260h� 1 kpc. Shown in Fig.
4 are the results for (M dyn

260 =L)bJ in units ofh M � =L�

as a function ofm edian host lum inosity. The top panel
showsresultsforthefullsam pleofhostgalaxies,them id-
dlepanelshowsresultsfortheellipticaland S0 hosts,and
the bottom panelshowsresultsforthe spiralhosts.
From Fig.4,then,we�nd that(M dyn

260 =L)bJ forthe809
hosts in our fullsam ple is fairly constant for hosts with
L >

� 2L� and has a value of(193 � 14)h M � =L� . For
hostswith L < 2L� there isa weak suggestion ofa som e-
what higher m ass{to{light ratio. Sim ilarly,(M dyn

260 =L)bJ
forthe ellipticaland S0 hosts is fairly constantfor hosts
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with L >
� 2L� and has a value of(271 � 26)h M � =L� .

Again,there is a slight suggestion that ellipticaland S0
hostswith L < 2L� haveasom ewhathigherm ass{to{light
ratio. In contrast,overthe range ofhostlum inositiesex-
plored here,(M dyn

260 =L)bJ forthespiralhostsshowsa clear
m onotonicdecreasewith lum inosity,and isconsistentwith
a power{law ofthe form (M dyn

260 =L)bJ / L� 1:0� 0:2.
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Figure 4. M ass{to{light ratios for the host galaxies interior to a radius

of 260h
� 1

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

w ith elliptical and S0 m orphologies, bottom panel: hosts w ith spiral

m orphologies. Solid lines in the top and m iddle panels show the m ean

m ass{to{light ratio for hosts w ith L >� 2L
�
. Solid line in the bottom

panelshow the best{�tting power law for (M
dyn

260
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5. D ISCU SSIO N

The2dF and SDSS02 host/satellitesam plesareofcom -
parabledepthsand havesim ilarsizes,soitisnotunreason-
ableto m akecom parisonsbetween them .Thecom parison
is,however,som ewhat lim ited by the fact that the 2dF
galaxiesareselected in bJ,while the SDSS02 galaxiesare
selected in r0,with hostlum inositiesobtained in u0,g0,r0,
i0,and z0. (The transform ation from the SDSS photom e-
try isgiven by bJ = g0+ 0:155+ 0:152(g0� r0);Norberg et
al.2002).Also,SDSS02 did notperform separatedynam -
icalanalysesforthehostsofearly{and late{typegalaxies,
so a directcom parison isnotpossiblein thiscase.
In all5 SDSS photom etricbands,SDSS02 �nd M dyn

260 /

L, so that in a given band, a single m ass{to{light ra-
tio characterizes the hosts. That m ass{to{light ratio is
a sharply decreasing function ofthecentralwavelength of

thebandpass(e.g.,a factoroforder3 higherin u0than in
z0). In g0,SDSS02 �nd M

dyn

260 =L = (171� 40)h M � =L�

and in r0 M
dyn

260 =L = (145 � 34)h M � =L� . These com -
pare well with the m ass{to{light ratio that we obtain,
(193� 14)h M � =L� ,for the host galaxies our fullsam -
plethathavelum inositiesofL >

� 2L�.
Since wecannotcom pareourM dyn

260 =L forhostgalaxies
ofdi�erentm orphologiesto the resultsofSDSS02,we in-
stead com parethem totheweaklensingresultsofSDSS01.
SDSS01 did notclassify theirgalaxiesaccording to visual
m orphology but,instead,used spectralfeatures to place
subsetsoftheirlensgalaxiesintobroad\early{"and \late{
type" categories.Theearly{typesrepresentabout40% of
the totalnum beroflensgalaxies,and the late{typesrep-
resent another 40% ofthe totalnum ber oflens galaxies.
Table3ofSDSS01showsthatin thebluerbands,M lens

260 =L

is som ewhat m orphology{dependent,with the m ass{to{
light ratio ofthe ellipticals exceeding that ofthe entire
lenssam pleby a factorof1:5� 0:2 in g0and by a factorof
1:3� 0:2 in r0.Again,thiscom pareswellwith ourresults
for the elliptical/S0 hosts in the 2dF sam ple,where we
�nd thatM dyn

260 =L forthe elliptical/S0 hostsexceedsthat
ofthe fullsam ple by a factor of1:4� 0:2 for hosts with
L >

� 2L� (e.g.,Fig.4).
O urresultthatM dyn

260 =L / L� 1 forthespiralhostsisin
clearcon
ictwith the resultsofSDSS01,who found that
M lens

260 =L wasindependentoflum inosity in allbutthevery
bluestband (u0).However,ourresultstem sfrom the fact
thatthe lineofsightvelocity dispersion isindependentof
lum inosity forthe spiralhosts. W hile thisisinconsistent
with the lensing results ofSDSS01,it is consistent with
the dynam icalresultsofZaritsky etal.(1997)who found
thatthevelocity di�erence,dv,between 69 isolated spiral
galaxies (� 22:4 < M B < � 18:8) and 115 satellites was
independentofthe inclination{corrected H-Ilinewidth of
thehostand was,therefore,independentofthelum inosity
ofthe host(through,e.g.,the Tully{Fisherrelation).
W hetherthecon
ictbetween thelensingand dynam ical

resultsforthe halosofspiralgalaxiesisdueto di�erences
in sam ple selection ordue to system atic e�ectsin one or
both of the m ass estim ators rem ains to be determ ined.
However,the ultim ate com pletion ofboth the SDSS and
the2dFG RS willaid trem endously in theresolution ofthis
issue,and welook forward to thewealth ofdata thatboth
surveyswillprovidein the nearfuture.

ACK N O W LED G M EN TS

W e are pleased to thank the 2dFG RS team form aking
the100k publicdata releaseavailablein a tim ely and very
user{friendly m anner.SupportunderNSF contractAST-
0098572 (TG B,M JS)isalso gratefully acknowledged.

R EFER EN CES

Bahcall,J.N .& Trem aine,S.1981,A pJ,244,805
Binney, J. & Trem aine, S. 1987, G alactic D ynam ics (Princeton:

Princeton U niv.Press)
Brainerd,T.G .& Blandford,R .D .2003 in G ravitationalLensing:

An A strophysicalTool,SpringerLectureN otesin Physicsvol.608,
eds.F.Courbin & D .M inniti,96

Colless,M .M .etal.2001,M N R A S,328,1039
Fischer,P.etal.2000,A J,120,1198
M addox,S.J.,Efstathiou,G .,Sutherland,W .J.& Loveday,J.1990a,

M N R A S,243,692

M addox, S. J., Efstathiou, G ., Sutherland, W . J. & Loveday, J.
1990b,M N R A S,246,433

M cK ay, T. A . et al. 2001, A pJ subm itted, astro{ph/0108013
(SD SS01)

M cK ay,T.A .et al.2002,A pJ,571,L85 (SD SS02)
N orberg,P.etal.2002,M N R A S,336,907
K au�m ann,G .,Colberg,J.M .,D iaferio,A .& W hite,S.D .M .1999,

M N R A S,303,188
Zaritsky,D .& W hite,S.D .M .1994,A pJ,435,599
Zaritsky,D .,Sm ith,R .,Frenk,C.& W hite,S.D .M .,1997,A pJ,

478,39

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0108013

