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INTRODUCTION

ABSTRACT

The Six D egree Field G alaxy Surxvey (6dF'G S) is a spectroscopic survey of the south—
em sky, which ain s to provide positions and velocities of galaxies in the nearby Uni-
verse. W hen com pleted the survey w ill produce approxin ately 170000 redshifts and
15000 peculiar velocities. The survey is being carried out on the Anglo Australian
Observatory’s AAO) UK Schm idt telescope, using the 6dF robotic bre positioner
and spectrograph system . W e present here the adaptive tiling algorithm developed
to place 6dFG S elds on the sky, and allocate targets to those elds. O ptim al soli—
tions to survey eld placam ent are generally extremely di cult to nd, especially in
this era of lJarge-scale galaxy surveys, as the space of available solutions is vast (2N
din ensional) and false optin al solutions abound. The 6dFG S algorithm utilises the
M etropolis (sin ulated annealing) m ethod to overcom e this problem . By design the
algorithm givesuniform com pleteness independent of localdensity, so asto resut in a
highly com plete and uniform observed sam ple.T he adaptive tiling achieves a sam pling
rate of approxin ately 95% , a variation In the sam pling uniform iy of less than 5%,
and an e ciency In temm sofused bresper eld ofgreaterthan 90% .W e have tested
w hether the tiling algorithm system atically biases the large-scale structure in the sur-
vey by studying the tw o-point correlation fiinction ofm ock 6dF volum es.O ur analysis
show sthat the constraintson breproxin ity w ith 6dF lead to under-estin ating galaxy
clustering on sn allscales (<K 1h 'Mpc) by up to  20% , but that the tiling Introduces
no signi cant sam pling bias at lJarger scales. T he algorithm should be generally appli-
cable to virtually all tiling problem s, and should reach whatever optin al solution is
de ned by the user’'s own m erit function.

K ey words: largescal structure ofUniverse { m ethods: observational

that w ill cover the 17000 deg® ofthe southem sky w ith $i>

vey and instrum ent characteristics and provide e cient and
optim al tile placem ent and target allocation. T he recently
com pleted 2dF G alaxy Redshift Survey (2QdFGRS) success—

a circular 5.7 eld of view . Survey observations are m ade
w ith two di erent gratings foreach eld.These two spectral
ranges are spliced together as part ofthe redshifting process,
resulting in single spectra that span the range from 3900A to
75007 , at a resolution of R = 1000 at 55002 and a typical
signaltonoise ratio of S=N 10.

The goals of the survey are to map the positions
and velocities of galaxies in the nearby Universe, pro-
viding new constraints on cosm ological m odels, and
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Figure 1.The 6dFG S targets show strong clistering on the sky, as can be seen in this equal{area A ito proction) greyscale m ap of

the surface density of targets. A s the 6dF

eld covers an area of 25.5 de(f and hasup to 150 bres, an optin al surface density would be

approxin ately 6 targets per deg®. T he large, and spatially com plex, density variations about this optim um illustrate one of the m apr

di culties in tiling the 6dFG S.

shift survey are 113988 K s—selected galaxies from th

http://www.ipac.caltech.edu/2mass/releases/allsky)
down to Kior < 1275 and with a median redshift
z = 0£05. The total m agnitudes are estim ated from the

In total the survey will produce approxin ately 170000
redshifts.

The 6dFG S peculiar velocity survey w ill consist of all
early-type galaxies from the prim ary redshift survey sam ple
that are su ciently bright to yield precise velocity disper—
sions. T hese galaxies are observed at higher signaltonoise
ratio (S=N > 25), In order to obtain velocity dispersions
to an accuracy of 10% . Peculiar velocities w ill be obtained

velocity dispersions w ith the 2M A SS photom etry. B ased on
the high fraction ofearly-type galaxies in theK s sam ple and
the S=N obtained in our observations to date, we expect
to m easure distances and peculiar velocities for 10{15000
galaxies out to distances of at least cz = 15000km s b,

Observations have so far been made for 40% of
the survey elds and completion is expected m id{
2005. The data is non-proprietary and an Early D ata
Release for some 14000 ob®cts can be accessed at
http://www—wfau.roe.ac.uk/6drFGS/ .

Table 1.The distrdbution of 6dFG S targets in tem s of the num —

bers of neighboring targets w ithin the brebutton proxim ity ex—
clusion lm it. O nly 60% ofthe catalogue are w ithout close neigh—

bours (as com pared with 90% in the SD SS), m eaning a signi -
cant proportion have m ultiple close neighbours, the m ost extrem e

being one target w ith 40 neighbours w ithin 5.71 aram in.

# Neighbours # Targets Sam ple fraction
0 102252 59.2%
1 43196 25.0%
2 15695 9.1%
> 3 11604 6.7%

T his paper describes the adaptive tiling algorithm de—
veloped for the 6dFG S. It is organised in the follow ing m an—
ner: x2 outlines the finctional requirem ents for the tiling al-
gorithm and the context in which it was developed; x3 gives
a detailed explanation of the algorithm ; x4 outlines the pro-
cess of param eter selection and application of the algorithm
to the 6dF G S catalogue; x5 presents an investigation ofpos-
sble system atic e ects introduced by the tiling, and their
In pact on subsequent analyses of survey data; x6 concludes
w ith a sum m ary ofthe tiling algorithm and its perform ance.

2 GOALSAND APPROACH

T he findam ental goals of a successfiil tiling algorithm are
com pleteness, uniform iy and e ciency. G iven the con-

straints In posed by the instrum ent, the tilng algorithm

should yield an arrangem ent of elds that m axim izes the
fraction of the target sam pl that is observed (high com —
pleteness) w ith little variation ofthis fraction w ith the posi-
tion or surface density oftargets (good unifom iy) and w ith
the am allest feasble num ber of elds (high e ciency).

T hese goals are particularly challenging for the 6dFG S.
The low redshifts of the target sam ples m ean that even in
profction on the sky their clustering is strong, w ith the m s
clustering per 6dF eld equalto 0.64 of the m ean density.



Figure :}: show s an equalarea (A o proction) greyscale
m ap of the surface density of targets in the 6dFG S, illus—
trating the com plex variations. There are also signi cant
Instrum entalconstraints on bre placem ent due to the large
size of the 6dF bre buttons. These set a Iower lin it on the
proxin ity of targets that can be allocated to bres in the
same eld (see x':3 :.Z) . There is at least one neighboring tar-
get w ithin thisproxin iy lin it for40.8% ofthe targets in the
sam ple (see Table :]:) .D espite these constraints, our require—
m ents for the 6dF-U'Jjng algorithm were: (i) com pleteness,
In tem s of the fraction of total targets cbserved, of better
than 90% ; (ii) uniform iy, in tem s of the m s variation in
random ly-located 6dF elds, to better than 5% ; (iil) e -

ciency, in tem s of the average fraction of bers assigned to
targets over all elds, of at least 80% .

T he approach adopted in constructing an algorithm to
achieve our goals involves a four-stage process: (i) the estab—
lishm ent of a weighting schem e for the target galaxies to ac—
count for the relative priorities of the target sam ples and to
allow a balance to be set between com pleteness and unifor-
m ity; (i) the creation ofa proxim ity exclusion list to account
for the instrum ental constraint on the closeness w ith which

bres can be placed; (i) the initial placem ent of tiles and
a]location of bres; and (JV) the optin Jza‘mon of the UJJng

order tom axim ize the sum ofthe weightsofallthe a]located
targets in the tiling.

The M etropolis (sinulated annealing) method was
adopted because it ise ective at searching very com plicated
param eter spaces and because it is robust against Uappmg

W hilke sin ulated annealing is expensive In term s of com pu-—
tation tin e, the entire survey is tiled at once and therefore
the annealing need only be perform ed a few tin esduring the
life of the survey, m aking com putation tim e non-critical.

N ote that the tiling algorithm determ ines the tile loca—
tionsbut doesnotdetem ine the nalallocation ofob Ectsto

bres in each tile. This isbecause the detailed bre con gu-
ration dependson the button and ferrule shape, brew idth,
and so on; these have only secondary e ect on the overall
num bersofcon gurable targetsin a eld, and are in any case
far too com plex and tin e-consum ing to handle w ithin the
tiling algorithm .F inalallocations are done at the tin e ofob—
servation in a separate step by the 6dF configure software,
and also depend on reaktin e variations in the avaibble -
breson each ofthe 6dF eld plates resulting from breakages
and repairs.

The tiling program was iniially developed and tested
using a synthetic data set. The data came from sets
of mock 6dF Galaxy Surveys, constructed from large,
high-resolution, N -body coan ological sim ulations. T he 6dF
mock volumes have the same radial selection finction
and geom etrical lin its as those expected for the real
6dF survey. A full description of the method of gen-
eration, and the mock volumes, can be found in 'C o]e
et al 1998 The mock catalogues are publicly avaﬂab]e
at http://star-www.dur.ac.uk/ cole/mocks/main.html.
F inal testing and tuning of the algorithm was done using
the 6dFG S target catalogue.
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3 TILING ALGORITHM
3.1 W eighting Schem es
3.1.1 D ensity weighting

Our originalm erit function was sin ply the overall num ber
of targets con gured. However, this leads to a signi cant
bias tow ards overdense regions. T he reason is that for any
uniform level of com pleteness, there are always m ore unal-
Jocated targets per tile in denser regions, so additional tiles
will always be placed In denser regions. In e ect, the m erit
finction tends to equalise the num ber ofunallocated targets
per tile area.

To get around this bias, we investigated the e ect of
giving each target a weight inversely proportional to the
target surface density, when sm oothed on tik scales. That
is, we gave each target a density weight of

Ne

D = ; 1
el 1)

where ng is the num ber of targets w thin the boundary of
a 6dF eld centered on the target’s position, hnei is the
m ean num ber of targets per tike. W ith a weighting expo—
nent =0 the targets are unweighted, and inverse-density
welghted when =-l.

3.1.2 P riority weighting

Beyond the basic goals ofhigh com pleteness and unifom iy,
w e established a target sam ple priority schem e to ensure the
weighting re ected the relative im portance of the various
sam ples in the survey. T he priority weight P for a particular
target is given by

p= "3 @)

where is the weighting base and p is the priority valie
assigned to the target.

The nalweight for a target is the product of its den—
sity and priority weights, nomm alised to the totalnum ber of
targets In the sam ple.

3.2 Proxim ity E xclusion

T he m agnetic buttons of 6dF carry light-collecting prism s
attached to optical bres that feed directly to the spectro-
graph slit. The buttons are cylindrical and have a S5mm
diam eter, equivalent to 5.60 aram in on the sky. Thism eans
that with a 100 m safety m argin the m lninm um separation
between targets on a single tile is 5.71 aram in. In optin iz—
ing the tiling, it is therefore necessary to have know ledge of
each ob fct’s proxin iy to other targets, In order to prevent
the allocation to the sam e tile of ob fcts closer than the
m Inin um separation.

To achieve this, the entire catalogue of targets is
searched, and a list is created containing the num ber and
identi cation ofgalaxies that 2llw ithin them inin um prox-
in ity radius of a given target. T his list is consulted when—
ever bres are being assigned on a given tile (see >§._f§), and
ifa galaxy w ithin the proxin iy exclusion zone of the target
has already been allocated to that tile, then the target isno
Jonger considered for assignm ent on that tile. T he list is also
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used to help prioritise the allocation of targets to tiks, as
described below .

3.3 Fibre A llocation

Two options were Investigated for the initial placem ent of
tiles: a uniform distribution (sin ilar to the 2dFGR S and
SD SS tiling algorithm s), and placing tiles on random target
positions. By doing the latter we gain a headstart in m atch—
ing the distrbution of galaxies on the sky, and tests ofboth
m ethods show ed that thiswas Indeed m ore com putationally
e cient for the 6dFG S w ith its high level of clustering.

T he tiling is thus initiated by choosing a target at ran—
dom , placing a tile centre at that position and assigning
targets to that tile. This process is repeated until all the
pre-determ Ined num ber of tiles have been placed, w ith the
proviso that the target chosen at random m ust not already
have been assigned to a tile. This approach allows a uni-
form random sam pling of the galaxy distridbbution to guide
the initial positions of the tilkes.

The last step In the initial tiling is a 11l reallocation
of targets to tiles. For each tike that is to have targets allo—
cated, a list ofpossible candidates| thosew ithin a til radius
of the tile centre, 2.85 | is created. E ach candidate is given
a ranking; those targets w ith no nnghbours w ithin the but—
ton proxin iy exclision zone (see x3.2) are ranked in order
of increasing separation from the tile center, since targets at
the edge ofthe eld arem ore lkely to be picked up by over—
lapping neighbouring elds. Targets w ith close neighbours
are ranked in order of decreasing num ber ofneighbours, and
then increasing separation from the tile center. C andidates
w ith close neighbours always rank above candidates w ith—
out, no m atter their separation from the tile center. The
latter istom inin ize under-sam pling of close pairs of targets
by giving them higher priority, in order to counteract their
preferential loss due to the proxim ity exclision constraint.
O nce the candidate lists are com plete, each tike is assigned
one target in tum, until each tile has a full com plem ent of
targets, or hasnom ore candidates. At alltim es a target can
only be allocated to a tile if i is not already allocated to
another tile, and if it is not excluded due to itsproxim iy to
a target already allocated to the sam e tile.

T his Yem ocratic’ allocation of targets to tiles resulted
In higher com pleteness and less variance in sam pling than
the Initial m ethod we tested, where tiles were ordered by
their num ber of candidates, and the richest tile w as allotted
a f1ll com plem ent of targets before progressing to the next
richest, and so on.

3.4 Optim ization P rocess
The _g]gn_g_ _JS_ _o;_)tgrggsed using the M etropolis algorithm

ral process of anneahng. It uses a controlparam eter T (by
analogy, the tem perature’ of the tiling), and an ob fctive
function E (the ¥®nergy’ or m erit function of the tiling),
whose m axin um represents the optin al tiling. The 6dFG S
tiling m erit function is sin ply the sum ofthe weighted values
of all the allocated targets of a tiling.

T he annealing process is an iterative one which begins
at som e predetem ined tem perature and at an initial value

20c0
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Figure 2. The progress of the tiling algorithm on test data,
the horizontal axis show ing the control param eter (the tem per—
ature’), and the vertical axis the m erit function (the ¥®nergy’).
T he tiling begins at an energy detem ined by the initial random
allocation of tiles. T he tiles are then perturbed and a new con-

guration is accepted (represented by the dark grey line, with
the light grey line show ing the rejcted con gurations). A s the
tem perature decreases the range of changes in the accepted con-

gurations also decreases, as the algorithm re nes its search for
the optinm um tiling.T he best con guration at each stage is shown
by the heavy black line.

for the m erit function E; com puted from the initial place-
m ent of tiles and allocation of targets (see x‘@._’q’) . W e then
need som e way to perturb the position of one orm ore tiles.
This step was the sub Ect of extensive investigation. E arly
versions perturbed the positions of all tiles sin ultaneously.
However, this was found to be grossly ine cient, because
aln ost all such global perturbations are unfavourable as a
solution is approached.W e therefore sw itched to perturbing
a sm all subset of the tilkes. It was found that to random ly
select and arbirarily reposition a single tile was also inef-

cient, because virtually all such individual repositionings
are unfavourable. T herefore, the tile m ovem ent w as selected
from a 2D G aussian, with m s 10% ofthe tile w idth in each
of RA and Dec. This increased run speed to give feasble
tin escales, but the tiling con guration tended to get stuck
In localm axin a, where no individual tile adjustm ent In —
proved the yield.A change was then m ade so that in 50%
of cases, all tiles w thin a radius of 3 tile diam eters of the
random ly selected tile were perturbed together, w ith the
perturbation 2lling o as a Gaussian wih scal length 1
tile diam eter. T his gave both acceptable run tim es and ac-
ceptable solutions.

Follow Ing a pertubation, allnearby tiles (de ned astiles
within the circle of in uence of the perturbation, wih a
safety m argin of a degree) then have targets reallocated.
R eallocation for all tiles was neither necessary nor com pu—
tationally feasble.A fterthis reallocation them erit finction
of the new tiling E, is com puted, and i is adopted as the
current tiling w ith probability



1 E2> E;
PE2E1)= (3)
exp[Ez2 E1)=T] E2<E;1:

Hence, m ore successfiil (higher energy) tilings are always
accepted, whilk the chances of a less successfil (lower en—
ergy) tiling being accepted decrease exponentially w ith the
di erence in the m erit function, scaled by the tem perature.

A fter each iteration the tem perature is decreased,
m eaning the probability of accepting a tiling with a lower
energy than the previous one decreases as the annealing pro—
gresses. The possbly large backw ard steps acoeptable at the
initial stages of the process are replaced by ner changes as
the tiling approaches its optin al con guration (see Fjg:g:) .
T his continues until som e predeterm ined naltem perature,
or all the targets have been allocated, w hichever com es rst.
The naltiling is the highest-energy tiling that occurs dur-
ing the whole course of the optim isation process.

4 APPLICATION OF THE ALGORITHM

Initial survey observations were begun in a strip of the sky
covering 0{360 R A .and 23 to 42 in Dec., the rst ofthe
three strips ofthe sky selected in the survey observing strat-
egy.T hese cbservationswerem ade w ithout the aid ofa tiling
algorithm and based on a provisional catalogue. U pon com —
pletion of the algorithm the strip was tiled, with the 50

elds already observed being included in the tiling as xed

elds. The entire survey was then tiled wih the com ple-
tion of the fill catalogue. T he algorithm param eter values
used had been re ned through testing upon the m ock vol-
um es and the InitialD ec. strip. T he tiling w ill continue to
be an ongoing process during the life of the survey in order
to accom m odate changes in strategy or circum stance. Such
a circum stance arose when it becam e apparent in the sec—
ond year of operations that ine ciencies, particularly in the
early stages of the survey, required a retiling w ith revised
tile and bre num bers.

4.1 Tile and Fibre Num bers

W e attem pted to predict a reasonable num berof breswhich
could be con gured per eld, given the high target clustering
and m echanical constraints such as bre breakages and bre
crossings. O fthe 150 bres nom inally available, 10 are nor-
m ally assigned to blank sky positions, laving 140 for survey
targets. Instrum ent com m issioning and the initial stages of
the survey suggested we could expect to be able to con gure
135 of these 140 bresper eld.W e com pared tiling resuls
for a range of available bresper tile (see Table :2:), and de—
cided to lim it bre numbersw ithin the algorithm to 135 per
tile. Based on this we needed 1330 tiles to m atch target
num bers. The numbers of targets w ith neighbours w ithin
the bre button proxin ity exclision zone (see Table :1_1') also
indicated we needed to oversam ple the sky at least 1.5 tim es.
Choosing 2 x oversam pling, which equated to 1360 tiles, gave
us the best balance betw een potential sam ple com pleteness
and achievable tile num bers given the expected life-tin e of
the survey. The rst full tiling of the catalogue was there—
fore tiled w ith 1360 tiles, each of which could be allocated a
m axinum of 135 targets.
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Table 2. The com pleteness levels for various weighting schem es
using di erentm aximum  bre numbersper 6dF tile.The -—wvalue
represents the w eighting exponent for the surface density weight-
ing ,with = 0 corresponding to uniform wgiglg‘ris, and = 1
corresponding to proportional weights (see x8.1.1). The -value
is the base for the priority weighting, with = 1 m eaning no pri-
ority weighting, and = 2 meaning a di erence 'o_f4_- |l in priority
m akes a target tw ice as likely to be selected (seex8.13).The bre
num bers were based on what we could reasonably expect to be
able to use on average, taking into account m echanical constraints
and attrition.

W eighting P riority C om pleteness

schem e 125 Dbres 130 bres 135 bres

8 94 0% 95.1% 95.1%

=0 6 95.8% 97.1% 97.1%

=1 5 86.7% 88.1% 89.0%

4 97 2% 98.3% 98.8%

Total 94 .5% 95.6% 95.7%

8 94.9% 95.6% 95.9%

=0 6 93.3% 94 .8% 95.8%

=2 5 83.8% 83.0% 85.1%

4 93.7% 96 .4% 96.7%

Total 94.1% 95.1% 95.7%

8 91.2% 92 .5% 94 .3%

= 1 6 93.9% 94 .6% 96.3%

=1 5 87.8% 88.4% 89.3%

4 97.5% 97.6% 98 4%

Total 92 2% 93.3% 94 .9%

8 92.6% 93.8% 94.7%

= 1 6 91.5% 93.3% 94 3%

=2 5 85.2% 84 .4% 84.6%

4 95.3% 95.6% 95.7%

Total 92 3% 93.6% 94 4%

By the beginning of the second year of the survey, how —
ever, it had becom e apparent that thisnum ber of allocations
was unrealisable, prin arily due to a higher than expected
attrition rate of bres.W e therefore revised the m aximn um
available num berof bresdownwardsto 125 pertile, and ac—
cordingly increased the total num ber of tiles to 1564 (1000
tiles for the revised tiling, and 564 tilks from the original
tiling which had been observed).

4.2 Annealing Schedule

The annealing schedule, by which is m eant the initial and
nal tem peratures and the steps between them , had to be
chosen asa com prom ise between e cacy and speed.T he ini-
tial tem perature detem ines the size and frequency of neg—
ative changes to the tiling con guration. Too large an ini-
tial tem perature and tiles would be relocated outside the
survey region and be unable to retum. Too low an initial
tem perature and the annealing was unable to break out of
Jocally m axin al con gurations to achieve the global opti-
mum . Them Ininum tem perature needed to be su ciently
an allto allow the annealing to perform to our expectations,
w ithout proving im practical in tem s of com putation tim e.
Finally, the tem perature scale (the am ount by which the
tem perature is decreased after each iteration of the anneal-
ng) needed to quench the tiling slow Iy enough to allow the
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Figure 3. By superim posing the elds from a tiling on the target surface density m ap, we can see how the tiling algorithm resuls in
a proportional coverage in tem s of surface density, and yet still provides com plete coverage of the survey volum e. H ence the adaptive
tiling can achieve high com pleteness, as well as highly uniform com pleteness.

annealing to perform , but again could not be so slow that
it would be com putationally infeasible. A fter testing, an ini-
tial tem perature of 10 and a nal tem perature of 0.1 were
settled on. T he tem perature scale was chosen to be a m ax—
Inum of 1% of the current tem perature of the annealing,
scaled Inversely to the num ber of tilesbeing con gured.The
larger the tiling, the sm aller the tem perature scale, ensuring
the annealing is quenched m ore slow Iy In proportion to the
com plexiy of the param eter space.

4.3 W eighting Schem es

A 11 of the targets In the 6dFG S catalogue have a priority
based on the relative observational in portance of their par-
ticular survey sam ple. The prin ary target sam plk has the
highest priority of 8, while other sam ples were ranked In or-
der of their com pleteness requirem ents (lower num bers are
low er priority) . Targets m ust have a m inim um priority of 4
to be considered in the tiling. A lltargets which require only
serendipitous coverage, and all successfiilly observed targets
have priorities less than thism inin um ; such targetsm ay be
included in an actual bre con guration W ith low priority)
but do not In uence the tiling of the survey (recall that the
nalallocation of bresto targets is done in a separate step
at the tin e of ocbservation; see x'_2:) .
The priority weighting schem e uses a weighting base

= 2, so that a target w ith a priority one higher than an-
other target should be tw ice as lkely to be allocated, based
sokely on its priority weight.C om parisons of tilings w ith and
w ithout priority weighting typically showed an increase in
the com pleteness of the prim ary target sam ple (priority 8)
ofup to 1% , with lowerpriority sam ples show ing decreases
ofbetween 2% and 5% (Tabk ).

W hen tiling the 6dF_G_S_ catalogue, the quantity ns in the
density weighting (see x3.1 1) iscalculated from the num ber
of targets in the 2M ASS K s—selected sam ple alone, since
this is the prim ary hom ogeneous alksky sam ple. T here were
two hatural valies of the density weighting exponent
we could use, 0 and 1, which we temm uniform and pro—

portional weighting respectively. W e want com pleteness, a
fractional m easure, to be high and uniform , but the sin —
plest algorithm ( = 0) Just optim ises on number, an ab-
solute m easure. If we weight uniform ly, then the gain for a
new tile goes like n (the number ofnew targets acquired),

which tends to m axin ise overall com pleteness; if we weight
Inversely by localdensity ( = 1),then wegain as n=n ¢,
which m axin izes local com pleteness, and so In proves uni-
form ity. In otherwords, uniform density weighting optin izes
global com plteness, whilk proportional density weighting
optim izes local com pleteness, and hence both com pleteness
and uniform iy.The 6dFG S catalogue can alwaysbe used to
accurately determ ine the true sam pling as a function ofpo—
sition, provided the sam pling of the catalogue is not biased
in tem s of spectroscopic or photom etric properties of the

uniform sam pling keeps such correctionsto am Inimum ; we
therefore preferred, a priord, the proportionaldensity weight-
ng.

4.4 Perform ance analysis

T he tilings surpassed all of the goals of com plteness, uni-
form iy, and e ciency set for the algorithm (see Table Z;’_i

T he tiling optin ization had the desired e ect of increasing
tile num bers in overdense regions, while still providing uni-
form sam pling of the sky and sam ple (see Figure 'é). The
algorithm also proved to be very exible, able to handl the
highly irreqular survey volum e it was presented w ith in the
revised tiling (see F igure E‘) .

A s expected, the uniform weighting schem e resulted in
the highest overall com pleteness (since the tiling preferred
the target—rich densely—clustered regions), but resulted in
lessuniform sam pling than the proportional weighting. A s
a sin ple form of analysis, if we display those targets that
were not allocated to bres In the tilings, they should ap-
pear to Ibe uniform Iy random ly distribbuted across the sky.
Figure :§ show s this is the case, however the uniform tiling
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Figure 4. The distrbution of the survey targets not allocated to tiles, in tilings using uniform (top) and proportional (oottom ) density
weights. T he alm ost uniform ly random distribution is evidence of the success of the tiling in sam pling in a highly uniform fashion.The
increased uniform ity of the proportional weighting relative to the uniform weighting is seen in the decrease in holes’ (regions of high
target density where all targets have been allocated) in the distrdoution, and particularly in the better perform ance along the edges of
the survey.

—&0° —an®

Completeness{%)
—-25 —-20 —-15 -10 -5 o =) i 15 2¢ 25
Figure 5.A di erencem ap ofthe com pleteness betw een the uniform and proportionaltilings ofthe survey:a positive di erence in favour

of the proportional tiling is shown in darker colours, while a negative di erence is shown in lighter colours. T he in proved perfom ance
of the proportional tiling along the edges of the survey are obvious.
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Figure 6.W hen it becam e necessary to retile the survey, 564
the central declination strip of the suxrvey ( 23 to

14 16 18 20 22 24 26 23 30

elds from the originaltiling had already been observed (top), m ost w ithin
42 ). The targets observed successfully w ithin those

elds w ere re-prioritized so as

not to be included in the new tiling, resulting in a very di erent distribution to be tiled (m iddl). T he algorithm again provided a tiling
solution m atched to the target distribution (pottom ) which resulted in a highly com plete and e cient sam pling of the survey targets.

does show a relatively less uniform distribbution, n partic—
ular em pty regions and concentrations of targets along the
edges of the survey. This edge e ect is highly apparent in
Figure ‘é which shows a m ap of the di erence In com plete—
ness between the two tilings. T he dark regions show areas
where the proportional tiling resulted in higher sam pling,

w hile the lighter show s superior perform ance by the uniform

tiling. An edge—avoidance e ect is an understandable result
ofuniform tiling, shce eldsplaced close to the edgese ec—
tively have lower density and hence fewer available targets.
T he proportional tiling’s ability to reduce this edge e ect is
another facet of its Im proved unifom ity of sam pling.
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Table 3.Perfom ance statistics for the tilings of the 6dFG S catalogue, concentrating on the three fundam ental criteria of com pleteness,
e ciency, and uniform iy (given by the mn s variation in com pleteness). The survey was tiled using both a uniform ( = 0) and a

proportional ( =

W eighting

C om pleteness
M ean M edian Total
=0 94 .0% 96.0% 95 2%
= 1 94 .5% 95.8% 94.9%

1) weighting schem e. B oth tilings exceeded the perform ance requirem ents set for the algorithm .

E ciency
RM S M ean M edian RM S
3.8% 87.3% 90 4% 11.5%
3.3% 87.0% 91.8% 13.3%

Table 4.C om pleteness results for individual target sam ples in order of observational priority. A 11 the tilings provide excellent com plete—
ness, with only a am all num ber of low erpriority sam ples 2lling below 90% , due to the bre button proxim ity exclusion. T he highest
priority targets are consistently at 95% , indicating the success of the priority weighting schem e.

Sam ple D
2M ASS K < 12:75 1
2M ASS H< 13:05 3
2M A SS J< 13:75 4
Supercosm os ry < 157 7
Supercosm os by < 17:0 8
Shapley 90
RO SAT A lI-Sky Survey 113
HIPASS ¢ 4 ) 119
IRA S Faint Source C atalogue 126
Denis J< 14 5
Denis IK 15 6
2M ASS AGN 116
Ham burg-E SO Survey 129
NOAO VLA Sky Survey 130

Table 'f_i show s the com pleteness levels for individualtar-
get sam ples. The results are excellent, wih only Denis I
and H IPA SS sources falling below 90% .D enis I targets were
m issed due to high surface densities, the result of stellar con—
tam nation near the G alactic P lane. The H IPA SS resul can
be explained by the fact that these targets are being used
to con m the optical counterparts to radio sources, where
there are muliple possbilities n close proxin ity to each
other. T herefore these two sam ples su er them ost from the
button proxin ity constraint.

C lose inspection ofF J'gure:fl: does show am all concentra—
tions of unallocated targets, and indications of two regions
of relatively poorer sam pling forboth tilings. T he an all con—
centrations of unallocated targets are prim arily D enis I tar—
getsm entioned above. T he N orth G alactic equatorial region
between 15" and 18" and the South G alactic Polke how ever,
su er due to the com bination of their low surface densities
and their proxin ity to the G alactic E quator. F irstly, their
low surface densities m ean the initial random allocation of
tiles will sam ple these areas m ore sparsely. Secondly, tiles
are unlikely to m igrate through the E quator, and hence it
acts as a barrier to the free m ovem ent of the tiles. A rem edy
for thiswould of course be to increase tile num bers, how ever
given the success of the tiling and the sm allgains to be had,
along w,ith -the corstraint-of o br ited samwey difetim-ey his

was not-deem €4 N1€EE8Sa Y- = = = — === = === == m - == m - - m - =

5 SYSTEMATIC EFFECTS

In order to determ ine the nature of any sam pling biases in—
troduced by the tiling algorithm , and quantify their system —

P riority

Targets Com pleteness
=0 = 1
8 113988  95.9% 95.7%
6 3282 93.7% 94 0%
6 2008 94.5% 94 3%
6 9199 958% 95 4%
6 9749  96.7% 96 .5%
6 939  98.7% 98 2%
6 2913 95.7% 95 4%
6 821 87.7% 85.8%
6 10707  96.3% 95.7%
5 1505 91.9% 91.5%
5 2017 74 3% 73.9%
4 2132 95.7% 95.9%
4 3539 96.7% 96.9%
4 4334 96.3% 96.7%

atice ects, we com pared the tw o-point correlation finctions
of the ob fcts in the tiled and fi1ll sam ples based on m ock
6dF catalogues.

W e com puted the correlation finctionsusing the Landy

wasm ade to accom m odate the w ide angular coverage of the
6dFG S. The redshift space separation between two nearby
galaxies is given by

s= g+ 55 2si5008 )

where s; and s; are the redshift space distances ofthe galax—
jes, and  is their angular separation on the sky. H owever,
this Euclidean approxin ation is insu cient for such a w ide—

by M atsubara (2000), which includes w de-angle e ects and

coan ological distortions, reduces, in the case ofa at Uni-
verse, to

p
d= d% + dg 2d; d; cos 5)

where d is the co-m oving distance of a galaxy.

T he correlation function code was applied to a num ber
of 6dF m ock volum es, and the resuls were consistent both
w ith the known correlation function of the m ocks and the
observed correlation fiinctions from the 2dFGR S CH aw kjm‘s

we had established the correlation code was working sat—
isfactorily, we were able to test for bias by applying it to
the galaxies In 10 m ock 6dF G alaxy Surveys, and to the
allocated and unallocated targets resulting from applying
the tiling algorithm to thesem ock surveys.Biaswould m ost
likely appear In two fomm s:
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Figure 7. A com parison of the mean di erence in the logs of
the recovered (s) and the true value of (s), based on the allo—
cated (top) and unallocated (ottom ) targets from tiling 10 6dF
m ock volum es. T he solid line represents the results from propor—
tionaltilings, w hile the dashed line represents uniform tilings.T he
shaded region isthe 1 vardation aboutthemean (s).The solid
line either side ofthe zero line representsa 5% di erence from the
mean (s).W hile the recovered correlations are consistent w ith
the true values at large scales, there is obvious under-estin ation
at sm aller scales equivalent to the size ofa 6dF  bre button.

(i) The tiled sam ple m ight over-or underrepresent clus-
tered regionsofgalaxies. Thiswould distort (s) on the scale
ofa 6dF tilk, thatis 6 , correspondingto 20h t'm pcat
the m edian redshift of the survey (z  0:05).

(1) The bre proxim ity exclision constraint m ight re—
sul in the loss of close pairs of galaxies, distorting (s)

on sm all scales. T he button size of 5aran In corresponds to
03h ! Mpcatz 005.

Fjgure:j show s a com parison of the m ean di erence in
the logs of the recovered (s) and the true valie of (s),
for both proportional (solid line) and uniform (dashed line)
tilings. The shaded region is the 1 vardation about the
mean (s) for the 10 mock surveys. The solid line either
side of the zero line represents a 5% di erence from the
mean (s).Both proportional and unifom tilings produce
estin ates of (s) equivalent to the true value, w ithin the er-
rors, at scales larger than about 1 h I'M pc.Even the correla—
tion for the unallocated targets, which exaggerates thee ect
of any bias, is una ected at scales equalto a 6dF tike and
larger. T his suggests no signi cant sam pling bias is occur—
ring due to under or overrepresentation of clustered regions
ofgalaxies. At an all scales how ever the e ects of the button
proxin iy exclision are readily apparent.At 03h M pc,
the scale corresponding to a 6dF  brebutton, (s) isunder-
estin ated by 20% .This sam pling biasat an all scalesm ust
therefore be taken into account in analysis of 6dFG S data.

6 CONCLUSION

U tilizing an optim ization m ethod based on sinulated an-—
nealing, we have successfully developed an adaptive tiling
algorithm to optim ally place 6dFG S elds on the sky, and
allocate targets to those elds. The algorithm involves a
four-stage process: (i) establishing individual target weights
based on target surface density and sam ple observational
priorities; (ii) creating a database ofallpossible con icts in
allocating neighbouring targets closer than the radius of a
6dF bre button; (iil) creating an initial tiling by center-
ing tiles on random ly selected targets, and then allocating
targets to those tiles in order ofdecreasing num bersofneigh—
bours and increasing separation from tile centres; (iv) and

nally, using the M etropolis m ethod in random ly shifting
the position of tiles, and then reallocating targets, to m ax—
In ise the ob fctive function of the tiling and hence provide
an optim al tiling solution.

In order to m axin ise the unifom ity of sam pling of the
6dFG S targets, we weight inversely with the surface den—
sity of2M A SS K s galaxies. O ur resuls showed this gave us
superior uniform ity when com pared with a sin ple unifom
density weighting schem e, m ost noticeably in reducing the
num ber of targets not allocated to tiles along the edges of
the survey volum e.

D espite the challenges of highly clustered targets and
large bre buttons, tiling solutions generated using the al-
gorithm are highly com plte and uniform , and em ploy an
e cient use of tiles. T he tilings consistently give sam pling
rates of around 95% , with variations in the unifom ity of
sam pling of less than 5% . T iles typically have m ore than
90% of their available bres allocated to targets. T he algo—
rithm has also proved itself highly exible, abl to perform
on highly irreqularly shaped distrdbutions of targets.

An analysis of the two-point correlation function, cal-
culated from 6dF m ock volum es tiled w ith the algorithm ,
revealed that the constraint on bre proxin ity due to the
large size of the bre buttons produces a signi cant under-
sam pling of close pairs of galaxies on scales of 1 h I'M pc



and sm aller; on larger scales, however, the tiling algorithm
does not lad to any detectable sam pling bias.
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