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ABSTRACT

W e use the 2dF G alaxy Redshift Survey to m easure the dependence of the byJand
galaxy lum mnosity function on large-scale environm ent, de ned by density contrast in
spheres of radius 8h M pc, and on spectral type, detemm ined from principal com po—
nent analysis.W e nd that the galaxy populations at both extrem es of density di er
signi cantly from that at the m ean density. The population in voids is dom inated
by late types and show s, relative to the m ean, a de ci of galaxies that becom es in—
creasingly pronounced at m agnitudes brighter than M,  5log;oh < 18:5. In con—
trast, cluster regions have a relative excess of very bright early-type galaxies with
My, 5lbg,,h< 21.Dierencesin themid to faint-end population between envi-
ronm ents are signi cant:atM , 5log;ph= 18 early and latetype cluster galaxies
show ocom parable abundances, whereas in voids the late types dom inate by alm ost
an order of m agniude. W e nd that the lum inosity finctions m easured in all den—
sity environm ents, from voidsto clusters, can be approxin ated by Schechter finctions
w ith param eters that vary an oothly w ith localdensity, but in a fashion which di ers
strikingly for early and late-type galaxies. T hese cbserved variations, com bined w ith
our nding that the faint-end slope ofthe overall lum inosity function depends atm ost
weakly on density environm ent, m ay prove to be a signi cant challenge form odels of
galaxy form ation.

K ey words: galaxies: statistics, lum inosiy ﬁmctjon| cogan ology : large-scale struc—
ture.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The galaxy lum Inosity function has played a central role in
the developm ent ofm odem observationaland theoreticalas—
trophysics, and is a well established and fiundam ental tool
for m easuring the large-scale distrdbution of galaxies in the
universe (E fstathiou, Ellis & Peterson 1988; Loveday et al.
1992; M arzke, Huchra & Geller 1994; Lin et al. 1996; Zucca
et al. 1997; Ratcli e et al. 1998; N orberg et al. 2002a; B lan—
ton et al. 2003a;) . T he galaxy lum inosiy finction ofthe 2dF

G alaxy Redshift Survey (RdFGRS) has been characterised
In severalpapers: N orberg et al. (2002a) consider the survey
as a whole; Fokes et al. (1999) and M adgw ick et al. (2002)

split the galaxy population by spectral type; D e P ropris et
al. (2003) m easure the galaxy lum nosity finction of clus-
ters In the 2dFGR S; Eke et al. (2004) estin ate the galaxy
lum inosity function for groups of di erent m ass. Such tar-
geted studies are invalnable if one w ishes to understand how

galaxy properties are In uenced by extemal factors such as
localdensity environm ent (eg.the di erences between clis—
ter and eld galaxies).

A naturalextension of such work is to exam Ine a w ider
range of galaxy environm ents and how speci c galaxy prop—
erties transform as one m oves between them , from the very
underdense Vvoid’ regions, to m ean density regions, to the
m ost overdense tluster’ regions. In order to tonnect the
dots’ betw een galaxy populations of di erent type and w ith
di erent local density a m ore com prehensive analysis needs
to be undertaken. A lthough progress hasbeen m ade in this
regard on both the observational front (B rom ly et al. 1998;
C hristlein 2000; Hutsiet al. 2002) and theoretical front (P ee—
bles 2001; M athis & W hite 2002; Benson et al. 2003; M o
et al. 2004), past galaxy redshift surveys have been severely
lim ited In both their sm all galaxy num bers and an all sur-
vey volum es.O nly w ith the recent em ergence of lJarge galaxy
redshift surveys such asthe 2dFGR S and also the Sloan D ig—
italSky Survey (SD SS) can such a study be undertaken w ith
any reasonable kind of precision (for the SD SS, see recent
work by Hogg et al. 2003, Hoyk et al. 2003, and K au m ann
et al. 2004).

In this paper we use the 2dFGR S galaxy catalogue to
provide an extensive description of the um inosiy distribu-—
tion of galaxies In the local universe for all density envi-
ronm ents w thin the 2dFGR S survey volum e. In addition,
the extrem e underdense and overdense regions of the sur-
vey are further dissected as a function of 2dFGR S galaxy
spectral type, , which can approxin ately be cast as early
and latetype galaxy populations M adgw ick et al. 2002, see
Section 2). The void galaxy population is especially inter—
esting as it is only with these very large survey sam ples
and volum es possble to m easure it w ith any degree of accu—
racy. Q uestions have been raised (eg. Peebles 2001) as to
w hether the standard CDM coan ology correctly describes
voids, m ost notably in relation to reionisation and the sig—
ni cance ofthe dw arfgalaxy population in such underdense
regions.

T his paper is organised as follow s. In Section 2 we pro-—
vide a briefdescription ofthe 2dFGR S and theway in which
we m easure the galaxy lum inosity function from it.The lu—
m nosity function resuls are presented in Section 3, and
then com pared wih past results in Section 4. W e discuss
the In plications form odels ofgalaxy fom ation in Section 5.

Throughout we assume a CDM cosan ology with param e~
ters , = 03, = 07, and Ho = 100h 1kmslMpcl.

2 METHOD
2.1 The 2dFGR S survey

W eusethe com plted 2dFG R S asour starting point (C olless
et al. 2003), giving a totalof 221,414 high quality redshifts.
The m edian depth of the fiill survey, to a nom inalm agni-
tude lim it of by 1945, is z 0:11.W e consider the two
large contiguous survey regions, one in the south G alactic
pole and one towards the north G alactic pole. To in prove
the accuracy of our m easurem ent our attention is restricted
to the parts of the survey w ih high redshift com pleteness
(> 70% ) and galaxies w ith apparent m agniude by < 190,
well within the above survey lim it (see also Appendix C).
O ur conclusions rem ain unchanged for reasonable choices of
both these restrictions. Full details of the 2dFGR S and the
construction and use of the m ask quantifying the com plete—
ness of the survey can be found in Colless et al. (2001, 2003)
and N orberg et al. (2002a).

W here possible, galaxy spectral types are detem ined
using the principal com ponent analysis PCA ) ofM adgw ick
et al. (2002) and the classi cation quanti ed by a spectral
param eter, . This allows us to divide the galaxy sam ple
into two broad classes, conventionally called late and early
types for brevity. The late types are those w ith 14
that have active star form ation and the early types are the
m ore quiescent galaxy population with < 1:4.A pproxi-
m ately 90% ofthe galaxy catalogue can be classi ed in this
way. This division at = 14 corresponds to an cbvious
dip In the distrbution (Section 2.4; see also M adgw ick
et al. 2002) and a sin ilar feature In theb; » colour distri-
bution, and therefore provides a fairly natural partition be—
tween early and late types.W hen calculating each galaxy’s
absolute m agnitude we apply the spectral type dependent
k + e corrections of N orberg et al. (2002a); when no type
can bem easured we use theirm ean k + e correction. In this
way all galaxy m agnitudes have been corrected to zero red—
shift.

2.2 Localdensity m easurem ent

The 2dFGR S galaxy catalogue ism agnitude lim ited; it hasa
xed apparent m agnitude Iim it which corresponds to a faint
absolute m agnitude lim it that becom es brighter at higher
redshifts. O ver any given range of redshift there is a cer-
tain range of absolute m agnitudes w ithin which all galaxies
can be seen by the survey and are thus included in the cat—
alogue (apart from a m odest incom pleteness in obtaining
the galaxies’ redshifts). Selecting galaxies w thin these red—
shift and absolute m agnitude lin its de nesa volum e—lim ited
sub-sam ple ofgalaxies from them agnitude-lin ited catalogue
(see eg.Norberg et al. 2001, 2002b; C roton et al. 2004); this
sub-sam ple is com plete over the speci ed redshift and abso—
lute m agnitude ranges.
To estin ate the local density for each galaxy we rst
need to establish a volim e-lin ited density de ning popu-—
lation ODP) of galaxies. This population is used to x
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the density contours in the redshift space volum e contain—
Ing the m agnitude-lin ited galaxy catalogue.W e restrict the
m agniude-lin ited survey to the redshift range 0:05 < z <

0:13, giving an e ective sam pling volum e of approxin ately
7 10°h M pc3 .Such a restriction guarantees that allgalax—
iesin them agnituderange 19> My, 5lg;,h> 22 (le.
e ectively brighterthan M+ 0:7) are volum e lim ited, and
allow s us to use this sub-population asthe DDP.Them ean
num ber density of DD P galaxies is 8:6 10 nM pc i
Appendix B we consider the e ect of changing the m agni-
tude range ofthe DD P and nd only a very an alldi erence
in our nalresults.

The local density contrast for each m agnitude—lim ited
galaxy is detem ined by counting the num berofD D P neigh-
bours within an 8h 'M pc radius, N4, and com paring this
w ith the expected num ber, N 4, obtained by integrating un-—
der the published um Inosity 2dFGR S function of N orberg
et al. (2002a) over the sam e m agnitude range that de nes
theDDP:

s —9=Ne¢ No : @)

g N g
R=8h !Mpc

In Appendix B weexplorethee ect ofchanging this sm ooth-
ing scale from between 4h M pcto12h B pc.W e ndthat
our conclusions rem ain unchanged, although, not surpris-
ngly, sm aller scale spheres tend to sam ple the under dense
regions di erently. Spheres of 8h M pc are und to be the
best probe of both the under and overdense regions of the
survey.

W ith the above restrictions, the m agniude-lim ited
galaxy sam ple considered in our analysis contains a total
0f81;387 (51;596) galaxies brighterthan M ,;, 5log;,h =

17 ( 19), with 30;354 (23;043) classi ed as early types
and 42;772 (23;815) classi ed as late types. A pproxim ately
70% ofallgalaxies In this sam ple are su ciently w ithin the
survey boundaries to be given a localdensity.D etails of the
di erent sub-sam ples binned by local density and type are
given In Tablk 1.

2.3 M easuring the lum inosity function

T he um inosity function, giving the num ber density ofgalax—
jes as a function of lum inosity, is conveniently approxin ated
by the Schechter function (Schechter 1976, see also N orberg
et al. 2002a):

d = @=L ) exp( L=L )d@=L ); @)

dependent on three param eters: L. (or equivalently M ),
providing a characteristic lum inosity (m agnitude) for the
galaxy population; , goveming the faint-end slope of the
lum inosity function; and , giving the overall nom alisa—
tion. O urm ethod, which we describe below, w ill be to use
them agnitude-lim ited catalogue binned by density and type
to calculate the shape of each lum inosity function, draw on
restricted volum e-1im ited sub-sam ples ofeach to x the cor-
rect um inosity function nom alisation, then detem ine the
m axin um lkelihhood Schechter function param eters for each
In order to quantify the changing behaviour between di er-
ent environm ents.

The lum inosity function shape is detem ined in the
standard way usihg the step-wise maximum lkelhood
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Figure 1. A com parison of the published 2dFGRS lum inosity
function (circles and dotted lines) to that calculated by our jpint
SW M L (shape)/C iC (nom alisation) m ethod (squares and trian—
gles) for select galaxy sam ples. Shown are the (top) full catalogue
Ium inosity function (N orberg et al.2002a) and cluster galaxy pop—
ulation lum inosity function (O eP roprisetal.2003), and (bottom )
the um inosity function forearly and late-type galaxy sub-sam ples
separately M adgw ick et al. 2002).

method (SW M L E fstathiou, Ellis & Peterson 1988) and
the STY estim ator (Sandage, Tamm ann & Yahil1979). See
Norberg et al. (2002a) for a com plete description of the
application of these two techniques to the 2dFGRS. A1l
STY ts are perfom ed over the m agnitude range 17 >

My, 5Slog,,h> 22.

Such techniques fail to provide the lum inosity fiinction
nom alisation, however, and one needs to consider carefully
how to do this when studying galaxy populations in dif-
ferent density environm ents. To nom alise each lum inosity
function we em ploy a new counts in cells (CiC) technique
w hich directly calculates the num ber density ofgalaxiesasa
fiinction of galaxy m agnitude from the galaxy distrdbution.
Brie y, this is achieved by counting galaxies in restricted
volum e-lin ited sub-regions of the survey. W e discuss our
Ci method in more detail in Appendix A .As we show
there, when galaxy numbers allow a good statistical m ea—
surem ent the lum inosity function shape determ ined by the
SW ML and CiI methods agree very well. As the SW M L
estin ator draw s from the larger m agnitude-lim ited survey
rather than the snaller CiC volum e-lim ited sub-sam ples,
we choose the above two-step SW M L/C iC approach rather
than the CiC method alone to obtain the best resuls for
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Figure 2. The distrbution of the spectral param eter, , for the void, m ean, and cluster galaxies used in our analysis (Table 1). The

vertical dotted line at =

1:4 divides the quiescent galaxy population (early types on left) from the m ore active star-form ing galaxies

(late types on right).From void to cluster environm ent, the dom inant galaxy population changes sm oothly from late-type to early-type.

each lum inosity finction.O nce the C i lum inosity function
hasbeen calculated for the sam e galaxy sam ple, the SW M L
lum inosity function is then given the correct am plitude by
requiring that the num ber densiy integrated between the
magnitude range 19> My, 5lbg;,h> 22bethesame
as that or the CiC resul.

2.4 Com parison to previous 2dFG R S results

In Fig. 1l we give a com parison of our m easured lum nosity
fiinctions for selected galaxy populationsw ith the equivalent
previously-published 2dFGR S resuls (see each reference for
com plete details). These include (top panel) the full survey
volum e (N orberg et al. 2002a) and cluster galaxy lum inosity
functions (D e P ropris et al. 2003), and (pottom panel) the
Jum inosity functions derived for late and early-type galaxy
populations separately M adgw ick et al. 2002). For all, the
squares and trianglk sym bols show our hybrid SW M L/C iC
valuesw hile the circles and dotted lines give the correspond-—
iIng published 2dFGR S lum inosity finction data points and
best Schechter fnction estin ates, respectively. The close
m atch between each set of points con m s that ourm ethod
isable to reproduce the published 2dFG R S lum inosity shape
and am plitude successfuilly.

There are a few points to note. F irstly, the cluster lu—
m nosity function is not typically quoted with a value of

since the nomm alisation of the clister galaxy lum inos—
ity distrdbution w ill vary from cluster to cluster (dependent
on cluster richness).Because of this we plot the D e P ropris
et al. cluster lum inosity function using our value.

Secondly, theM adgw ick et al.early and late-type galaxy
absolute m agnitudes include no correction for galaxy evolu—
tion, which, if included, would have the e ect of dinm Ing
the galaxy population som ewhat. W e have checked the sig-
ni cance of om itting the evolution correction when deter—
m Ining the galaxy absolute m agnitudes and typically nd
only m inim aldi erences In our resuls and no change to our
conclusions.

Thirdly, the STY Schechter finction values we m ea-—
sure tend to present a slightly ‘ atter’ aint-end slope than
seen for the full survey: our alltype STY estin ate retums

= 105 002 (Tabl 1) whereas for the com pleted sur-
vey (across the redshift range 0:02 < z < 025) the recov—

ered value is 1:18 002 (Cok et al. in preparation).
This di erence is due prim arily to three system atic causes:
them Inin um redshift cut required to de netheDDP which
resuls In a restricted absolute m agnitude range over w hich
we can m easure galaxies; the non-perfect description of the
galaxy lum inosity fiinction by a Schechter fiinction together
w ith the existing degeneracies in the M plane; the
sensitivity of the faint-end slope param etrisation to m odel
dependent corrections for m issed galaxies. For our resuls,
these system atic e ectsdo not hinder a com parison betw een

sub-sam ples, but it is essential to take into account the dif-
ferent cuts we in posed for any detailed com parison with
other works. In Appendix C we discuss these degeneracies
and correlations further. W e test their n uence by xing
each at the published eld valie when applying the STY

estin ator and nd a typical variation of less than 02 m ag—
nitudesin M from them ain results presented in Section 3.
Such system atics do not change our conclusions.

Lastly, the 2dFGR S photom etric calibbrations have In —
proved since earlier um inosity function determ inations, and
thus the good m atch seen in Fig. 1 dem onstrates that the
new calbrations have not signi cantly altered the earlier
resuls.

In Fig.2 we show the distrdbution for ourvoid, m ean,
and cluster galaxy sam ples. The m ean galaxy distribution
is essentially identical to that shown in Fig. 4 of M adg—
wick et al. (2002) for the full survey, dem onstrating that
the m ean density regions contain a sim ilar m ix of galaxy
types to that of the survey as a whole. For underdense re—
gions late types progressively dom inate, while the converse
is true in the overdense regions. T his behaviour can be un—
derstood in tem s of the density-m orphology relation (e4g.
D ressler 1980), and w ill be explored In m ore detail in the
next section.

3 RESULTS
3.1 Lum inosity functions

The top panel of Fig. 3 shows the 2dFGR S galaxy lum i-
nosity function estim ated for the six logarithm ically-spaced
density bins and additional extrem e void bin, g < 0:9,
given In Tabl 1. The lum inosity function varies sm oothly
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Figure 3. (top) The SW M L lum inosity functions for the 2dFG R S galaxy catalogue in regions of the survey of varying density contrast,

g, from void to m ean density to cluster. T he best— t Schechter function param eters for each are given in Table 1 and the corresponding
Schechter finction curves are over plotted here w ith dotted lines. (bottom ) T he void and cluster um inosity functions nom alised to the
m ean lum inosity function so asto highlight the relative di erences in the shape of each distribution. T he solid lines and bounding dotted
lines show the appropriate Table 1 Schechter functions nom alised to the m ean Schechter function and 1 uncertainty.

as one m oves between the extrem es In environm ent. Each
curve show s the characteristic shape of the Schechter func-
tion, for which we show the STY t across the entire range
of points plotted w ith dotted lines. T he Schechter param e~
ters are given in Table 1, along w ith the num ber of galaxies
considered in each density environm ent and the volum e frac—
tion they occupy.A num ber of points of interest regarding

the variation of these param eters w ith local density will be
discussed below .

To exam ine the relative di erences in the void and clus-
ter galaxy populations w ith respect to them ean, in the bot-
tom panel of Fig. 3 we plot the ratio of the void and clus-
ter um nosity finctions to the m ean lum inosity fiinction.
A 1so shown is the ratio ofthe corresponding Schechter func—
tions to the m ean Schechter function (solid lines) and 1
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Table 1. Properties of our m agnitude-lim ited galaxy sam ples, split by spectral type (all, early and late) and in seven density ranges

(de ned by and

8m in 8m ax /

the density contrast in spheres of radius 8h M pc). T he alktype sam ple is also split into an ‘¥xtrem e void’

sam ple.Ng a1 and fy o are the num ber ofgalaxies in each density bin and the volum e fraction these galaxies occupy, respectively. fy o 1,
is given for allgalaxy types only: early/late-type density populations are just sub-divisions of the associated alltype sam ple.M  and

are the likelihood estim ated Schechter function param eters, and

the associated nom alisation. T he integrated lum inosity density, as

de ned by Eq.3 wih Ly i5 = 0, is given in the last colum n. A 1l errors on the derived param eters re ect only the associated statistical

uncertainty.
G alaxy G alaxy 8m in 8m ax NgarL fvoL M hpi
Type Sam ple My, S5lgigh 10 3n3Mpc 3 108hL Mpc 3
all types: full volum e 1:0 1 81;387 1:0 19:65 0:02 1:05 0:02 21:3 0:5 2:10 0:08
extrem e void 1:0 0:90 260 0:09 18:26 0:33 0:81 0:50 3:17 0:90 0:08 0:04
void 1:0 0:75 1;157 0:20 18:84 0:16 1:06 0:24 3:15 0:56 0:15 0:04
0:75 0:43 3;331 0:19 19:20 0:10 0:93  0:11 5:99  0:62 0:36 0:05
m ean 0:43 0:32 11;877 0:30 19:44 0:05 0:94 0:05 11:3 0:7 0:86 0:07
0:32 2:1 21;989 0:24 19:64 0:04 0:99 0:04 22:9 1:0 2:16 0:13
2:1 6:0 15;656 0:07 19:85 0:05 1:09 0:04 49:0  3:0 5:95 0:49
cluster 6:0 1 3;175 0:01 20:08 0:13 1:33 0:11 60:7 13:2 11:6 3:4
late type: full volum e 1:0 1 42;772 19:30 0:03 1:03 0:03 15:0 0:5 1:06 0:05
void 1:0 0:75 855 18:78 0:19 1:14 0:24 2:42 0:55 0:11 0:04
0:75 0:43 2;249 19:07 0:12 0:95 0:14 4:54 0:58 0:25 0:05
m ean 0:43 0:32 7;261 19:24 0:07 1:00 0:07 8:03 0:61 0:53 0:06
0:32 2:1 11;921 19:36 0:06 1:04 0:05 15:5 1:0 1:17 0:11
2:1 6:0 7:596 19:37 0:07 1:03 0:07 36:3  2:9 2:73  0:31
cluster 6:0 1 1;316 19:34 0:18 1:09 0:20 54:0 12:2 4:09 1:31
early type: full volum e 1:0 1 30;354 19:65 0:03 0:65 0:03 8:80 0:22 0:75 0:03
void 1:0 0:75 220 18:62 0:33 0:15 0:53 0:67 0:10 0:02 0:01
0:75 0:43 861 19:16 0:14 0:43 0:24 1:62 0:17 0:88 0:02
m ean 0:43 0:32 3;873 19:38 0:08 0:39 0:11 4:13 0:19 0:27 0:02
0:32 2:1 8;809 19:59 0:05 0:52 0:06 10:6 0:4 0:84 0:05
2:1 6:0 7;163 19:89 0:06 0:81 0:06 24:2 1:6 2:67 0:23
cluster 6:0 1 1;731 20:13 0:18 1:12 0:14 37:1 7:7 6:00 1:75
uncertainty (dotted lines, where only theerrorin M and The Iower left panel of Fig. 4 show s a signi cant vardation

has been propagated). For a non-changing um inosity fiinc-
tion shape, this ratio isa at line whose am plitude re ects
the relative abundance of the sam ples considered. For two
Schechter finctions di ering in both and M , the faint-
end of the ratio ism ost sensitive to the di erences in  and
the bright end to the di erences In M . W e note that the
error regions on the Schechter finction ts shown here do
not include the uncertainty of the m ean sam ple, as the cor-
relation of its errorw ith the other sam ples isunknown.This
panel reveals signi cant shifts in abundances at the bright
end: in voids there is an Increasing de cit of bright galax—
ies for m agnitudes M 5logh < 185, while clusters
exhbit an excess of very lum inous galaxies at m agnitudes
My, 5lgh< 21.

It is wellestablished that early and latetype galaxy
populations have very di erent lum inosity distrbutions
Fig.1l). In Fig. 4 we explore the density dependence of
these populations. The upper panels show the um nosiy
fiinctions and their Schechter function ts, as in Fig. 3, but
for (left panel) early types and (right panel) late types sep—
arately. In the corresponding low er panelswe show the ratio
of each extrem e density population to the m ean density u-—
m nosity function, follow ing the sam e form at as the bottom
panel of Fig. 3. W e note that the m ean lum nosity finc—
tions for each type used in this gure are both very sim ilar
in shape to that shown in the bottom panelofFig.1).The
best- t Schechter param eters are given in Tablk 1.Again we
see a amooth transition in the galaxy lum inosity finction
as one m oves through regions of di erent densiy contrast.

of the bright end early-type galaxy population w ith respect
to the m ean, whike at the faint end the changes are m ore
am biguous, but with Schechter ts that suggest som e evo-
Jution into the denser regions. N ote that, although the aint
end of our early-type cliuster Schechter function is prin ar-
ily constrained by them id-lum inosity galaxies in the sam ple,
ourm axin um lklhood Schechterparam eters are quite close
to that found by D e P ropris et al. (2003) for a com parable
galaxy population but m easured approxin ately three m ag—
nitudes fainter. In contrast to the early types, in the lower
right panel of Fig. 4 latetype galaxies show little change
In relative population between the m ean and clister envi-
ronm ents and a possbl \tit" favouring the faint-end for
Jow -density environm ents.D ue to deteriorating statisticswe
do not consider the type dependent extrem e void lum inosity
finction which was introduced in Fig. 3.

T he essence of our results is best appreciated when we
directly com pare the early and latetype galaxy distrbu-
tions, separately for the cluster and void regions of the sur—
vey, as shown in Fig. 5. This gure reveals a strking con—
trast: the void population is com posed prin arily ofm edium
to faint um inosity latetype galaxies, whik for the cluster
population early typesdom inate down to allbut the faintest
m agniude considered. T his is the centralresult of our study,
and show s the crucial role of accurately detem ining the am —
plitude ofthe um inosity fiinction, since the shape alone does
not necessarily detem ine the dom inant population of a re—
gion.
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Figure 4. Com paring both the (top) absolite and (bottom ) relative distributions of (left) early-type galaxies in di erent density
environm ents, and (right) late-type galaxies in di erent density environm ents. In the bottom panels the um inosity finctions have again
been nom alised to the m ean (each to their respective type) as done previously in Fig. 3 (note that the shape of the m ean for each type
is very sim ilar to that shown in Fig.1).H ere the solid lines and bounding dotted lines show the appropriate Table 1 Schechter functions

nom alised to the m ean Schechter function and 1 uncertainty.

3.2 Evolution w ith environm ent

It is well known that the Schechter function param eters
are highly correlated. In Fig. 6 we show the 1  (68% 2-
param eter) and 3 (99% 2-param eter) 2 contours in the
M plane for the early-type, latetype, and com bined
type cluster and void populations. For a given spectraltype,
all show a greater than 3 di erence in the STY Schechter
param eters betw een the void and cluster regions. Intermm edi-
ate density bins are om itted for clarity but ollow a sm ooth
progression w ith sm aller error ellipses between the two ex—
trem es shown.In Appendix C we explore in m ore detail the
M degeneracy and con m that our results are robust.

Our ndings show that the galaxy lum nnosity fiinction
changes gradually w ith environm ent. W e quantify this be-
haviour in Fig. 7 by plotting the varation ofM and as
a function of density contrast, where points to the lkft of

g = 0 represent the underdense to void regions in the sur-
vey, and points to the right of this are m easured in the over—
dense to cluster regions. Latetype galaxies display a con—
sistent lum inosity function across all density environm ents,
from sparse voids to dense clusters, w ith a weak dinm ing of
M in theunderdense regions, and an alm ost constant aint—
end slope. In contrast, the um inosity distribbution of early—
type galaxies di ers sharply between the extremes In en-
vironm ent:M  Dbrightens by approxin ately 1:5 m agnitudes
going from voids to clusters, while the aint-end slope m oves
from 03 in underdense regions to around 10
In the densest parts of the survey.

Fihally, n Fig. 8 we plt the mean lum inosity per
galaxy, h 1 i=h 4i, cbtained by integrating the lum inosity
finction for each set of Schechter function param eters from
Tabl 1:
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Figure 5.A direct com parison of the early and latetype galaxy
populations in the cluster environm ent (top two lum inosity func—
tions) and void regions of the survey @ottom two Ilum inosity
functions). T he void population is com posed aln ost exclusively
of faint late-type galaxies, w hile in the clusters regions the galaxy

population brighterthan M,  5lgyh = 19 consists predom —
inantly of early types.
Z Z
hgi= @©)dL ; hpi= @)L dL ; @)
L in Lm in

where Ly in is @ som ewhat arbitrary observational cuto
chosen atM; 5lg,,h= 17.Thisisboth the Iim {down
to which we con dently m easure our lum nosity functions,
and also the lim it beyond which the Schechter fiinction no
Ionger provides a good t to the early-type lum inosity func—
tion of M adgw ick et al. (2002). The nalcoluimn ofTable 1
gives the total um nosiy density in the various density con-—
trast environm ents, com puted by integrating the Schechter
function w ith no cuto , to allow easy com parison w ith past
and future analyses; the contribution to the calculated h 1 i
from lum inosities below the observationalcuto is less than
a few percent.W e note that h 41 is directly related to the
density contrast, g, by de nition. It is interesting to see
that the early-type galaxies in F ig. 8 are, on average, about
a factor of tw o brighter per galaxy than the late types, even
though the late typesdom inate in temm s ofboth num berand
Jum inosity density.For allgalaxy populations, them ean lu—
m Inosity per galaxy shows a rem arkable constancy across
the full range of density environm ents.

4 COMPARISON TO PREVIOUS W ORK

H istorically, work on the dependence ofthe um inosity func—
tion on large scale environm ent has been restricted prim ar-
ily to com parisons between clister and eld galaxies, due
to nsu cient statistics to study voids. (Note that ‘eld’
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Figure 6.Thel (68% 2-parameter) and 3 (99% 2-param eter)
contours of constant 2 in the M plane for the void and
cluster STY estim ates (in each case the void t is on the left,
corresponding to a fainter M *). G alaxy types are identi ed by
the linestyle given in the legend.Even at the 3 level signi cant
di erences in the void and cluster Schechter function param eters
for each galaxy type can be seen.

sam ples are usually ux-lim ited catalogues which cover all
types of environm ents.) O ne of the ain s of this work is to
elucidate the properties of galaxies in void environm ents and
understand the relationship between clusters and voids. In
this section, we brie y sum m arise previous observations and
com pare them with the resuls presented in Section 3.

W e have already shown In F ig. 1 and Section 2 that our
clusterand eld resuls are equivalent to the published 2dF -
GRS lum inosity function results of Norberg et al (2002a),
M adgw ick et al. (2002), and D e P ropzris et al. (2003). The
latter paper explains their cluster lum inosity function by
dem onstrating that the eld lum inosity function can be ap-
proxin ately transform ed into the cluster um inosity fiinction
using a sin ple m odel where the cluster environm ent sup-—
presses star form ation to produce a dom inant bright, early—
type population (see Section 4.4 of their paper for details).
W e expand upon such m odels in the next section.

Brom ey et al. (1998) considered 18;278 galaxies In the
Las Cam panas Redshift Survey (LCRS) as a function of
spectral type and high and low local density.W e con m
eg., Fig. 7) their qualitative nding that for early-type
galaxies the faint-end slope steepens w ith density whereas
latetype ob Fcts show little or no signi cant trend.W e can—
not m ake a quantitative com parison to their resul because
they do not give the de nition of their low density sam ple.

Hutsiet al. (2003) use the Early D ata Release of the
Sloan D igital Sky Survey (SD SS) and the LCR S to consider
the galaxy lum Inosity function as a fiinction ofdensity eld,
but in two-din ensional projction so their results are not
directly com parable to ours. They nd a faint-end slope of

11 in all environm ents and an increase n M of
roughly 0:3 m agnitudes between the under and overdense
portions of their data. This is broadly consistent w ith the
m ore detailed resuls obtained here with the full 2dFGRS
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Figure 7.Them axin um liklihood Schechter function M and
param eters for each of the six density contrast regions in Table 1
(F igs. 3 and 4) .E ach panelshow s the resul for individualsam ples
split by spectraltype (early/late) and both types com bined.

catalogue when one averages over our two m ost underdense
bins and three m ost overdense. In separate work, these au—
thors also consider the environm ental dependence of cluster
and superclister properties in the SD SS and LCR S (E inasto
et al. 2003a, 2003b). They show an alm ost order of m agni-
tude Increase in the mean cluster lum inosity between ex—
trem es in density (de ned in two dim ensions by sm oothing
over a progcted 10h i pc radius around each cluster). A

com parison of their resuls to ours (ie. Fig. 7) suggests a
correlation betw een galaxy, galaxy group, and galaxy clister
properties In a given density environm ent. A m ore detailed
exploration would shed light on the connection betw een viri-
alised ob fcts of di erent m ass w ith local density. W e defer
such an investigation to later work.

In a series of papers, m em bers ofthe SD SS team under-
took an analysis of the properties of galaxy sam ples drawn
from underdense regions in the SDSS (Rops et al. 2004,
2003; G oldberg et al. 2004; Hoyle et al. 2003).0 fm ost rele—
vance to our study is the work ofH oyle et al. w ho com pleted
a prelim inary analysis ofthe SD SS void lum inosity fiinction,
de ned In regions of 7 < 0:6 using a an oothing scale of
7h M pc. Their sam ple 0£1;010 void galaxies are typically
fainter and bluer than galaxies in higher densiy environ-
m ents but wih a sim ilar faint-end slope. T heir results are
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Figure 8. Them ean lum inosity per galaxy as a function Iolfden—
sity environm ent foreach galaxy type, calculated from Eq.g using
the Schechter function param eters given in Table 1. T he integral
is perform ed by choosing Ly ;5 so that M p in 5loggyh = 17
(Section 3.2). The m ean lum inosity per galaxy of early types is
consistently about a factor of two brighter than their late type
counterparts across all density environm ents.

consistent w th what we nd using a sam ple which contains
about tw ice the num ber of void galaxies as de ned by Hoyle
et al. Using the sam e void galaxy catalogue, Rohs et al.
(2003) show that this behaviour is not m erely an extrapo-
lation of the density-m orphology relationship (eg.D ressler
1980) into sparser environm ents. By m easuring the concen-—
tration and Sersic indices (Sersic 1968, B Janton et al. 2003b)
ofvoid and eld galaxies they detect no signi cant shift in
the m orxphologicalm ix, even though their void galaxy sam -
ple is shown to be signi cantly bluer.

A Iso using the SD SS dataset, H ogg et al. (2003) consider
them ean environm ent as a fiinction of um inosity and colour
0f115;000 galaxies, on an oothing scales of 1 and 8h M pc.
They nd that their reddest galaxies show strong correla—
tions of lum inosity w ith local density at both the aint and
bright extrem es, whereas the lum inosities of blue galaxies
have little dependence on environm ent. T hese conclusions
are consistent w ith the present results forourearly (red) and
late (plue) type um inosity functions (Fig. 7). H owever by
restricting attention to the average environm ent of a galaxy
of given lum inosity and colour, their sam pl is by de ni-
tion dom nated by galaxies in overdense environm ents. T he
m easures they consider are therefore insensitive to one ofthe
m ain questions of Interest to us here, nam ely whether the
characteristic galaxy population in the voids is distinctively
di erent from that in other densiy environm ents. Indeed,
we clkarly nd evidence for a population which is particu—
larly favoured in void regions, nam ely faint lJate-type galaxies
Fi.5).
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Table 2.A mnem onic summ ary of our m ain resuls, draw ing on the work ofD e P ropris et al. (2003) and M o et al. (2004) to interpret
the observed behaviour in Figs. 5 and 7 in tem s of physical processes w hich govem the void and cluster galaxy populations.

R egion O bservation P rocess
Voids 1.galaxies typically reside at the centre
faint, late type of low m ass dark halos () faint)
galaxies dom inate 2.gas is available for star form ation () blue)
3.m erger rate is low () spirals)
C lusters 1.typically satellite and central galaxies of

m id-bright, early-type
galaxies dom inate

m assive dark halos () m id-bright)
2.gas is unavailable for star form ation () red)

3.m erger rate ishigh () ellipticals)

5 DISCUSSION

A s clusters are com paratively wellkstudied ob fcts, and have
already been addressed using the 2dFGR S by D e P ropris et
al. (2003), we focus here prim arily on a discussion of the
voids.

A detailed analysis of void population properties has
recently becom e possible due to signi cant inm provem ents
in the quality of both theoretical m odelling and observa—
tional data, as summ arised by Benson et al. (2003). Pee-
bles (2001) has argued that, visually, cbserved voids do not
m atch sin ulated ones and discussed several statisticalm ea—
sures for quantifying a com parison, prin arily the distance to
the nearest neighbour in a reference sam ple.H ow ever the cu—
m ulative distrdbutions of nearest neighbour distances shown
In Figs. 4{6 ofPeebles (2001) show very little di erence be—
tween the reference{reference and test{reference distrbu-—
tions. It is not surprising that these statisticalm easures are
Insensitive to a void e ect, since they are dom inated by clis—
ter galaxies. O urm ethod is designed to overcom e this di —
culty by explicitly isolating the void population of galaxies
so that their properties can be studied.

M otivated by the clain s of discrepancies in Peebles
(2001), M athis & W hite (2002) nvestigated the nature of
void galaxies using N body sin ulations w ith sem ianalytic
recipes for galaxy formm ation. T hey call into question the as—
sertion of Peebles (2001) that CDM predicts a population
of sm all haloes in the voids, concluding that \the popula-
tion of faint galaxies..does not constitute a void popula—
tion".M ore speci cally, they nd that all types of galaxies
tend to avoid the void regions of their sin ulation, down to
their resolution Im it of Mg = 1627 in lum inosity and
Mg = 18:46 in m orxphology.

T he abundance of aint galaxies we nd in the void re—
gions ofthe 2dFGR S seem s to be at oddsw ith theM athis &
W hite predictions. H ow ever their resuls rely on the Peebles
(2001) cum ulative distrdbbution of galaxies as a function of
over density (their Fig. 3) which, lke cum ulative distribu-
tions in general, are rather insensitive to num erically-m inor
com ponents of the galaxy population. N ote that M athis &
W hite de ne density contrast using the dark m atter m ass
distrbution sn oothed overa 5h M pc sphere, whereaswe
m easure the density contrast by galaxy counts.A notherpos—
sble source of discrepancy is the uncertainties in their sem -
analytic recipes, such as the in plem entation of supemova
feedback, which can strongly e ect the aint-end lum inosity
distrbution.

T here hasbeen recent discussion in the literature about
the nature of the faint-end galaxy population and its depen—
dence on group and cluster richness.M ost notably, Tully et
al. (2002) show a signi cant steepening in the faint-end pop-
ulation as one considers nearby galaxy groups of increasing
richness, from the LocalG roup to Com a.On the surface of
it, this m ight seem at varance w ith our resuls, which are
rather better described by a faint-end slope which is approx—
In ately constant w ith changing density environm ent for the
f1l12dFGR S galaxy sam ple (Fig.7).H owever the steepening
of the faint-end slope they nd prim arily occurs at m agni-
tudes fainter than Mg = 17, which is beyond the lm it
we can study w ith our sam ple. A 1so, their analysis focuses
on Individual groups of galaxies, while we have chosen to
work w ith a m uch bigger galaxy sam ple and have am oothed
it over a scale m uch larger than the typical cluster. Indeed,
as discussed In Appendix B, when the an oothing scale is
signi cantly larger than the characteristic size of the struc—
tures being probed it is possble that the Schechter finction
param etersm ay becom e Insensitive to the an all scale shifts
In population.Thise ect, of course, would be less signi cant
for survey regions which host clusters of clusters (ie. super—
clusters), and which are prom Inently seen in the 2dFGR S
B augh et al. 2004, C roton et al. 2004).W hen sam pling the
2dFGR S volum e the trend w ith density that one sees using
4h ' Mpc spheres in Fig. B1 is consistent w ith the Tully
et al. result, although one needs to additionally understand
the In uences of P oisson noise.

Tully et al. attrbute their results to a process of pho—
tolonisation of the IGM which suppresses dwarf galaxy for-
m ation. O verdense regions, which at later tim es becom e
m assive clusters, typically collapse early and thus have tim e
to form a dwarfgalaxy population before the epoch of reion-
isation . U nderdense regions, on the other hand, begin their
collapse at much later tim es and are thus sub gct to the
photoionisation suppression of cooling baryons. T his, they
argue, explains the signi cant increase between the dwarf
populations of the Local G roup (low density environm ent)
and Com a (overdense environm ent). A fhough suggestive,
a deeper understanding of what is happening w ill require a
much m ore statistically signi cant sam ple.

Recently M o et al. (2004) have considered the depen-
dence of the galaxy lum inosity function on large scale envi-
ronm ent in their halo occupation m odel. In thism odel, the
m ass of a dark m atter halo alone determ ines the proper—
ties of the galaxies. T hey create m ock catalogues built w ith
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a halo-conditional lum inosity finction (Yang et al. 2003)
which is constrained to reproduce the overall 2dFGR S lu—
m nosity function and correlation length for both lum nos-
ity and type. They analyse their data by sm oothing over
soheres of radius 8 h M pc In their m ock catalogue, and
m easure the lum inosity function as a function of density
contrast. Their work is perform ed in real space whik we
are restricted to work in redshift space. N onetheless, their
predictions qualitatively m atch our density-dependent lu-—
m nosity functions; a quantitative com parison is deferred to
subsequent work.

In the fram ework of the M o et al. m odel, the reason
the faint-end slope has such a strong dependence on lo-
cal density for early types Fig. 7) is that faint ellpticals
tend to reside predom inantly in clistersized halos. T he
dependence is weaker for late types because faint latertype
galaxies tend to live prim arily in lessm assive haloes, w hich
are present in alldensity environm ents. T he correlations be-
tween dark halo m ass and the properties of the associated
galaxies are not a fundam ental prediction of their m odel,
but are input through phenom enological finctions ad justed
to give agreem ent w ith the 2dFG R S overall lum inosity func—
tionsby galaxy type.H owever it would be a non-trivialresult
ifthe correlations are the sam e independently ofw hether the
dark m atter halo is in a void or in a cluster. For instance,
this property would not apply in m odels for which reionisa—
tion m ore e ciently prevented star form ation in underdense
environm ents than in overdense environm ents, as discussed
above.

An interesting consequence of the M o et al (2004)
m odelisthat the lum inousgalaxy distrdbution (which iseasy
to observe but hard to m odel) correlates wellw ith the dark
halo m ass distrbution (which ishard to observe but easy to
m odel) . If their predictions prove to give a good description
of the present data i will lend credence to the underlying
assum ption of their m odel| that the environm ental depen—
dence of m any findam ental galaxy properties are entirely
due to the dependence of the dark halo m ass function on
environm ent. E xactly why this is would still need to be ex—
plained, however such a dem onstration m ay facilitate m ore
detailed com parisons between theory and observation than
previously possble.

An In portant resul of our work is presented In Fig. 5,
where a signi cant shift in the dom Inant population betw een
voids and clusters is seen. Such a result points to substan—
tialdi erences in the evolutionary tracks of cluster and void
early-type galaxies. C luster galaxies have been historically
well studied: they are m ore num erous and much brighter
on average, w ith an evolution dom Inated by galaxy-galaxy
Interactions and m ergers. In voids, however, the picture is
not so clear. A reasonable expectation would be that the
dynam icalevolution of void galaxies should be m uch slower
due to their relative isolation, w ith passively evolved stellar
populations and m orphologies sin ilar to that obtained dur-
ing their form ation. Targeted observational studies of void
early-type galaxiesm ay revealm uch about the high redshift
form ation processes that go into m aking such rare ob Fcts.

Table 2 summ arises our m ain results and provides a
qualitative or m nem onic interpretation based on our obser—
vationsand thework ofM oetal. (2004) and D eP roprisetal

ters shown in F ig. 5: faint, Jatetype galaxies are overw helm —
Ingly the dom Inant galaxy population in voids, com pletely
the contrary of the situation in clusters. The existence of
such a population in the voids, and m ore generally the way
populations ofdi erent type are seen to change between dif-
ferent density environm ents, place in portant constraints on
current and future m odels of galaxy fom ation.
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APPENDIX A:THE COUNTS IN CELLS
LUM INOSITY FUNCTION ESTIM ATOR AND
COMPARISON TO THE SW ML RESULTS

Our counts-in-cells (C ) method to m easure the density
dependent lum nosity function and obtain its am plitude is
sin ple and w ill be illustrated with the exam ple of a m ock
galaxy sam ple in a cubicalvolum e of side-length L . The full
Jum inosity function for such a sam ple is trivial. By de ni-
tion it is sim ply the num ber of galaxies in each m agniude
Intervaldivided by the volum e of the box:

M)=N®M™)=L": @1)

To determm ine the lum inosity function as a function of
local galaxy density we require two additional pieces of in—
form ation. F irstly we sub-divide the galaxy population into
density bins. The localdensity for each galaxy is calculated
wihin an 8h M pc radius as described in Section 22.This
givesusthe num berofgalaxies in each density bin belonging
to each m agnitude range, N ; M ).

Secondly we detem ine the volum e which should be at—
tribbuted to the various density bins. W e do thisby nding
the fraction of the volume In which the galaxies of each
density bin reside, £ , . This fraction is m easured by m as—
sively oversam pling thebox w ith random I placed 8h M pc
spheres, In each of which we estim ate a localdensity in the
sam e way as before. O nce all spheres have been placed we
count the num berw hich have a localdensity in each density
range. T he volum e fraction ofeach bin isthen just the frac—
tion of spheres ound in each bin. Since the total volum e of
the box isknown, the volum e ofeach density bin isnow also
known. T he density dependent lum inosity finction is then
calculated as:
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Figure A 1.A com parison of the raw counts in cells um inosity
function w ith the nom alised SW M L lum inosity function, as de—
scribed in the text (Section 2.3 and Appendix A ). Shown are the
cluster, m ean, and void populations consisting of allgalaxy types
only, although all um inosity fiinctions used in this paper behave
equally as well. T he shapes estim ated by the two very di erent
m ethods are in very good agreem ent over the m agnitude ranges
considered .

,M)=N ,M)=Ff,L>: @2)

T he situation becom es m ore com plicated when dealing
with a m agnitude 1im ited redshift survey instead of a sin -
ple sin ulated box. G alaxy counting and volum e estin ation
m ust now be restricted to regions of the survey In which the
m agniude range being considered is volum e lim ited. T his
range of course changes for each m agnitude bin in which
the lum ihosity function ism easured. In addition, sm all cor-
rections (< 10% ) are required when counting galaxies to
account for the spectroscopic incom pleteness of the survey
(see C roton et al. 2004). In all other respects, how ever, the
calculation of ;M ) is the sam e as In the \box" exam ple
given above.

In Fig.A1l we show a com parison of the 2dFGRS CiC
and SW M L lum inosity functions calculated from the sam e
void, m ean, and cluster galaxy sam ples. The SW M L lum i
nosity flinction hasbeen nom alised to the C I m easurem ent
as described in Section 22.W e see that both m ethods pro-
duce alm ost identical um inosity distrbution shapes. This
gives us con dence that the Ci lum nosity function can
be used to nom alise the SW M L lum inosity function in an
unbiased way.

Because of the volum e-lim ited restriction of the CiC
m ethod, the num ber of galaxies used to calculate the lu-
m Inosity function is an aller than for the SW M L m ethod,
which draws from the larger m agnitude-lin ited catalogue.
However the bene t ofthe CiC m ethod is that it gives a di-
rect m easurem ent of the num ber density of galaxies rather
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Figure B1l. The di erence in the STY Schechter function pa-
ram eters w hen the localdensity is calculated w ith an increasingly
fainter density de ning population ODP): M p in S5loggyh =
20, 19,and 18.Such a change also changes the redshift range

of the included volum e as described in the text. For clarity only
results for allgalaxy types are shown. T he reference sam ple is the
M in S5lgyh = 19 DDP used throughout this paper, and
the other DD P results are shown relative to this.

than just the shape ofthe distribbution asthe SW M L estim a-
tor does. In addition, the C i m ethod is very easy to apply
to m ock catalogues, as describbed above. By com bining the
Ci and SW M L m ethods we capture the best features of
both.

APPENDIX B:THE EFFECTS OF CHANGING
THE DENSITY DEFINING POPULATION AND
SMOOTHING SCALE

In our analysis we are required to m ake two Im portant
choices before beginning. The rst isto nd the w idest pos-
sble absolute m agnitude range for the density de ning pop—
ulation DD P, see Section 22) whilem axin ising the am ount
of the 2dFGR S survey volum e sam pled. T he second is the
scale over which we am ooth the DD P galaxy distrdbution to
determm ine the density contours w ithin this volum e. W e w il
now consider the e ect of changing each of these choices in

tum.

The density de ning population

The DDP is important in that i not only sets the mean
density of galaxies used to de ne the densiy contours, but
also detem ines the redshift range of the fiill m agnitude-
lim ted catalogue to be included in the analysis. C learly
one would like as high-statistics a sam ple as possbl in as
large a volum e as possible for the best results. In a vol
um e lim ted galaxy sam ple such as the DDP, the m axi-
mum galaxy redshift available is constrained by the spec-
ied faint absolute m agnitude lim it: galaxies beyond this
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Figure B 2. The di erence in the STY Schechter function pa-
ram eters for di erent density bins when calculated by sm ooth-
ing the local galaxy distribution on di erent scales: 4;8; and
12h M pc.Forclarity only results for allgalaxy types are shown.
T he reference sam ple isthe 8h M pc sphere am oothing scale used
throughout this paper, and the other sm oothing scale resuls are
show n relative to this.

redshift range are no longer guaranteed to be volim e Iim —
ited and are thus not included. For the DDP faint m agni-
tude lm it of M 4 in 5log;,h = 19 themaximum survey
boundary isz = 0:13.Changing the aint m agnitude 1im it to
Mupin 5Slog;oh= 18 (20), ie.adenser (sparser) DD P, re—
sults in a m axin um redshift boundary ofz= 0:088 (0:188),
ie.a am aller (larger) sam pling volum e.

In Fig. B1 we show the result found when repeating
the analysis of Section 3 (Fig. 7) but usihg DD P s de ned
by di erent faint absolute m agnitude lin its. W e plot the
STY M and valies for each density bin relative to the
M in 5log;,h = 19 DDP used throughout this paper.
ThefaintestDDP shown,M n i  5log;ph = 18, isapprox—
in ately 8 tin esdenserthan thebrightest,M n in 5log;o h =

20, but w ith a volum e roughly 30 tin es sm aller. Even so,
aln ost all m easurem ents shown across all density bins are
consistent at the 1  level, dem onstrating that our de ni-
tion ofthe DD P isa robust representation ofthe underlying
global density distrdbution.

T he sm oothing scale

Now let usexam ne how changing the sm oothing scale w ith
which we de ne Iocaldensity a ects the shape of our lum i~
nosity functions. In Fig. B2 we exam ine the values of the
Schechter param eters when m easured w ith spheres of radius
4and12h 'M pc, com pared to w hen the lum inosity fiinction
ismeasured with an 8h M pcC sphere.

Fig.B2 shows a typicaldeviation of < 02 m agnitudes
rM and < 02 for .The 4h 'M pc sm oothing scale de—
viates strongly from the other values In the underdense re—
gions (the rsttwo points lie beyond the axis range plotted),
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however In these environm ents such a sm oothing scale gives
a poor estin ate of the local galaxy density due to P oisson
noise in am all num ber counts. Indeed, Hoyle et al. (2004)
have shown that In the extrem e underdense 2dFGR S sur-
vey regions the characteristic scale of voids is approxin ately
15h M pc.For cluster regions 4h 'M pc spheres can be em —
ployed and would give a higher resolution discrim ination
of the structure. The 8h M pc am oothing scale we have
adopted captures the essentialaspects ofvoidsw hile roughly
optim ising the statistical signal, and is thus a good probe of
both the under and overdense regions of the survey volum e.

APPENDIX C:SYSTEM ATIC EFFECTS W HEN
ESTIM ATING THE SCHECHTER FUNCTION
PARAMETERS

Onemay ask to what degree the trends seen in Fig. 7 and
Tabl 1 are In uenced by the system atics discussed In Sec—
tion 2.4.W e note there that our STY m easurem ents recover
a atter faint end than the current published 2dFGRS u-
m Inosity function for the com plted catalogue. W e identify
three system atic e ects which contribute to this behaviour:
the absolite m agnitude range considered when applying the
STY estin ator, the fact that the lum inosity function is not
perfectly described by a Schechter function, and the sen—
sitivity of the aint-end slope param eterisation to m odel-
dependent corrections included to account form issed galax—
Jes.

W e nd that the st two of these e ects have the
strongest In uence on the measured STY faint-end slope.
Indeed, testing the st reveals that any STY estim ate of
the 2dFGR S lum inosity function over a restricted absolute
m agniude range displays a system atic shift In the recov—
ered STY param eters along a line in the M plane.
T he brighter the faint m agniude restriction, the atter the
faint-end slope is and the fainter the characteristic m ag—
nitude becom es. Such behaviour is a consequence of am all
but in portant deviations in the galaxy lum inosity fiinction
shape from the pure Schechter function assum ed by the STY
estin ator. In addition, Fig. 11 of Norberg et al. (2002) re—
veals a dip in the lum inosity function between the m agni-
tuderange 17> My, 5lg;,h> 18 and a steepening
faintward ofthis. In our analysis only galaxies brighter than
My, 5log;,h= 17 are considered due to the restriction of
the DD P.This lin itation adds extra weight to the In uence
of the dip on the STY t contrbuting further to a atter
estin ation of .W hen m ock galaxy catalogues constructed
to have a perfect Schechter function um inosity distrdbution
are analysed in an identical way to the 2dFGRS sam pls,
we nd that the above system atics all but disappear and
the \true" M and values are recovered for any reason-—
able choice of STY tting range.

Finally, we note that the sensitivity of the faint-end
slope param etrisation to system atic corrections for spectro—
scopically m issed galaxies is m Inin ised by restricting our
analysis to galaxies with by < 19, for which the spectro—
scopic lncom pleteness istypically lessthan 8% (seeFig.16
of Colless et al. 2001).

G ven that a f1ll correction of the above system atic ef-
fects is not possble in our analysis, the next best thing we
can do is try to quantify to what degree they in uence our

[ eall types (a=—1.2) 1
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Figure C 1. The shift in the STY Schechter function param eter
M when iskept xed at the published eld value, com pared
w ith that found when rem ains free (Table 1 and Fig. 7). The
points are plotted as a function of local density and shown for
each galaxy type and the com bined all-type sam ple.

resuls and conclusions. W e do this by xing the faint-end
slope when applying the STY estim ator:at 12 for the
all-types sam ples, 1: for the latetype sam pls, and at

05 for the early-type sam pls. Such choices enforce the
published eld lum nosity function faint end values found
by Norberg et al. (2002a) and M adgw ick et al. (2002) and
rem ove the degeneracy in the M plane.

Fig. C1l shows the size of the shit n M when such
constraints are applied relative to that found when isal-
Iowed to rem ain free (ie.Tabl 1 and Fig. 7) .M ost notable
here is that, apart from the two m ost overdense bins in the
early-type sam ple, there isno signi cant di erence in thebe—
haviour of M  w ith density environm ent. T he approxin ate
02 m agnitude o set seen In this gure can be understood by
rem em bering that because the faint-end slope we m easure
when rem ains free isslightly atterthan thepublished val-
ues (due to the system atics discussed above), by arti cally

xing one forcesM  tom ove to com pensate. The Im por-
tant point is that the trends seen in Fig. 7 with changing
local density rem ain unchanged.

For the two m ost overdense early-type sam ples a shift
of up to 04 magnitudes is seen. W e note from Table 1
that our best-t (free ) early-type cluster value of =

112 0:14 iswellm atched by the equivalent 2dFGRS D e
Propriset al (2003) resultof 1:05 0:04.In e ect, by con—
straining the early-type cluster aint-end slope to the eld
value of 0:5 we ignore the real changes In galaxy popula—
tion seen between the M adgw ick et al. (their Fig. 10) and
DePropriset al. (theirF ig. 3) lum inosity functions (see also
ourF ig. 2).Such population changes, we argue, result in the
strikingly di erent Schechter fiuinction param eterisation be—
haviour seen in Fig. 7 and Tabl 1 for early and latetype
galaxies. Fig. C1 gives us con dence that the M de—
generacies and system atics investigated here are not signif-
ijcantly In uencing our results or the conclusions we draw
from them .



