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A B ST R A C T

W eusea sam pleof55 groupsand 6 clustersofgalaxiesranging in m assfrom
7�1011M � to1.5�1015M � toexam inethecorrelation oftheK s{band lum inosity
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with m assdiscovered by Lin etal.(2003).W eusethe2M ASS catalog and pub-
lished redshiftsto constructcom plete m agnitude lim ited redshiftsurveysofthe
groups.From these surveyswe explore theIR photom etric propertiesofgroups
m em bersincludingtheirIR colordistribution and lum inosity function.Although
we �nd no signi�cantdi�erence between the group K s lum inosity function and
the general�eld,there is a di�erence between the color distribution oflum i-
nousgroup m em bersand theircounterparts(generally background)in the�eld.
Thereisa signi�cantpopulation oflum inousgalaxieswith (H-K s)& 0.35 which
are rarely,ifever,m em bers ofthe groups in our sam ple. The m ost lum inous
galaxieswhich populate the groupshave a very narrow range ofIR color.Over
the entire m assrange covered by oursam ple,the K s lum inosity increaseswith
m assasLK s

/ M 0:64� 0:06 im plying thatthe m ass-to-lightratio in the K s{band
increaseswith m ass.Theagreem entbetween thisresultand earlierinvestigations
ofessentially non-overlapping setsofsystem sshowsthatthiswindow in galaxy
form ation and evolution isinsensitive to theselection ofthesystem sand to the
detailsofthem assand lum inosity com putations.

Subjectheadings:galaxies:clusters| infrared:galaxies

1. Introduction

In the low redshift universe,m ost galaxies reside in groups (Gott and Turner 1977;
Gregory and Thom pson 1978;Faberand Gallagher1979;Huchra & Geller1982;Ram ella et
al.1997;Ram ella etal.1999).Thus,in spiteofthedi�culty ofdeterm ining thedynam ical
and photom etric propertiesofthese often sparsesystem s,they have served asa m easureof
the universalm ass-to-lightratio (Faber& Gallagher1979;Ram ella etal. 1997;Tucker et
al.2000;Bahcalletal.2000;Carlberg etal.2001).

Early studies of groups of galaxies are based prim arily on surveys drawn from the
Zwicky catalog(Zwicky etal.1961-1968).Problem sincluding thesm allnum berofobserved
m em bers,the m em bership assignm ent itself,and non-uniform photom etry led to a large
spreadingroupm ass-to-lightratioseven ifthem edianwasrobusttothem yriad observational
problem s. Groups thus provided one ofthe routes to an estim ate ofthe universalm ean
cosm ologicalm ass density,
m . Because both the system atic and internalrandom errors
in m ass-to-lightratio determ ination were large,there waslittle consideration ofeitherthe
presence ortheim pactofgroup (cluster)m ass-to-lightratiosthatvary with m ass.

As both photom etric and redshift surveys have increased in size and quality,re�ned
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analysesofthedatahaverevealed apotentialdependenceofthem ass-to-lightratioofsystem s
on thesystem m assand/orvelocity dispersion.Girardietal.(2000)and laterGirardietal.
(2002)used heterogeneousdata to dem onstratea dependence ofbluem ass-to-lightratio on
m ass,M =LB / M 0:17� 0:23.Bahcall& Com erford (2002)derive an analogousdependence of
M =LB on X{ray tem perature which they attribute to di�erences in the agesofthe stellar
population for galaxies in groups ofdi�erent m ass. The decrease in the fraction ofstar-
form ing galaxies with the m ass or velocity dispersion ofgroups appeared to support the
argum ent that the variation in m ass-to-light ratio with m ass was a population e�ect (see
e.g.Biviano etal.1997;Koranyi& Geller2002;Balogh etal.2004).

Recentanalysesby Lin etal. (2003 (L03 hereafter),2004 (L04 hereafter))ofsystem s
ofgalaxies based on X{ray data for m ass determ ination and Two-M icron All-Sky Survey
(2M ASS,Jarrettetal.2000)dataforlum inositydeterm inationsuggestaprofoundlydi�erent
interpretation ofthem assdependenceofgroup m ass-to-lightratios.L03show thatM =LK s

/

M 0:31� 0:09,steeperthan,butconsistentwith,theearlierB-band relations.Rinesetal.(2004)
�nd asim ilardependenceofK s m ass-to-lightratioon system m assand/orvelocitydispersion
in theirstudy ofnine very well-observed clustersofgalaxies. Theirm assestim atesdepend
on thedynam icsoftheclustergalaxy population.

Thevariation in infrared colorwith changesin stellarpopulation ism uch sm allerthan
the analogousvariation in opticalbands. Thus,ifthe m assdependence were a population
e�ect,onewould expecta shallowerK s relation.L03 and L04 suggestthatthedependence
ofK s m ass-to-lightratio on m assprovidesa new window on the galaxy form ation process.
They suggestthatthedependenceresultsfrom lowere�ciency and/ore�cientdisruption of
galaxiesin m assive system s.

In contrastwith L03,L04 and Rinesetal.(2004),Kochanek etal.(2003)use2M ASS
datatoarguethatm ass-to-lightratiosareessentially independentofsystem m ass,consistent
with thehistoricalperception thatthem ass-to-lightratiosofgroupsareroughlyindependent
ofthe m ass ofthe system . The explanation ofthe di�erence between the L03,L04 and
Kochanek etal.(2003)resultsisunclear,buttheapproachesthey taketo the theproblem
areverydi�erent.L03and L04analyzesetsofsystem swell-observed in theX{ray.Kochanek
et al. (2001) use N-body sim ulations to guide their broad statisticalanalysis based on a
m atched �lter algorithm . They use dynam icalm ethods and calibration to X{ray data to
estim atem asses.

Here wetake an approach in between thatofL03,L04,and Kochanek etal.(2003)to
investigate the dependence ofK s{band m ass-to-lightratioson the m assofthe system . W e
com pile a setofsystem sinitially selected from a com plete redshiftsurvey with subsequent
deeperspectroscopic surveys(M ahdavietal.1999;M ahdavi& Geller2004).M ostofthese
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system s(butnotall)have associated extended X{ray em ission (M ahdavietal. 2000). W e
usethecom pleteredshiftsurveysasa basisform assestim ation.W esupplem entoursam ple
with otheroptically identi�ed system sto enlarge the sam ple. The dependence ofK s{band
m ass-to-lightratio on m assagreesvery wellwith theresultsofL03 and L04.

L03and L04usestatisticalbackground subtraction ratherthan redshiftsurveystoassess
system m em bership.W eexam ine thisprocedureby studying thephotom etricpropertiesof
group m em bers and non-group galaxies. Although we �nd a substantialcolor di�erence
between the two populations, we show that this di�erence does not bias the procedure
followed by L03 and L04.

W e begin ourdiscussion ofthe K s propertiesofgroupswith a discussion ofthe group
catalog and the construction ofa com plete m agnitude lim ited redshift list for each group
usingthe2M ASS catalog(Section 2).Section 3discussestheinfrared photom etricproperties
ofgroupsm em bers.Section 3.1 isa discussion oftheIR colorsofgroupsm em bersand non-
m em bers(generally background).W ediscusstheK s{band lum inosity function (LF)ofthe
groupsin oursam plein Section 3.2.In Section 4 weinvestigate thedependence ofK s light
asa function ofthem assofthesystem asdeterm ined from thevirialtheorem .W ecom pare
theresultsofSection 4 with L03,L04,and Rinesetal.(2004)in Section 5 and weconclude
in Section 6.ThroughoutthispaperweuseH 0 = 100h km sec� 1 M pc� 1.

2. T he G roup C atalog and G roup M em bership

The 2M ASS extended source catalog (Jarrett et al. 2000;2M ASS) provides uniform
photom etryovertheentireskypotentiallyenablingauniform com parison ofthephotom etric
and dynam icalpropertiesofsystem sofgalaxies(Kochanek etal.2003;L03;L04).Toobtain
estim atesofsystem m assand K s{band lum inosity,we com pile a setofpoorsystem swhich
arewell-sam pled in redshiftspace.

W eselectourgroup and clustersam plefrom existing catalogs.W eusegalaxy redshifts
in 39 well-sam pled groups(M ahdavietal. 1999;M ahdavi& Geller2004). These system s
constituteour"core"sam plebecausetheywereselected and observed in ahom ogeneousway.
Groupsin thissam plewereidenti�ed in an unbiased way from com plete,m agnitudelim ited
redshift-surveys (CfA2 and SSRS2). Subsequently M ahdaviet al. (1999) and M ahdavi
& Geller(2004)m easured redshiftsto a deeperm agnitude lim itwithin a projected radius
R search = 1.5h� 1 M pc.W esupplem entthissam plewith 8groupsfrom Zabludo�& M ulchaey
(1998)and 14 AW M /M KW poorclustersfrom Koranyi& Geller(2002).Table1 liststhese
61 system s.
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These 61 system sare atlow redshift(cz . 12,000 km s� 1 )and span a three-order-of-
m agnitude range in m ass. M ost ofour system s have extended X{ray em ission,certifying
theirreliability asphysicalsystem s.Thirty (77% )oftheM ahdavietal.(1999,2004)groups
are associated with extended X{ray em ission asare 6 (75% )ofthe Zabludo� & M ulchaey
(1998)and 8(57% )oftheKoranyi& Geller(2002)system s.Thegroupsnotassociated with
extended X{ray sourcesm ay bebelow thecurrentdetection thresholds.

To obtain an estim ate ofthe group lum inosity we use the K s{band 20 m ag arcsec� 2

isophotal�ducialellipticalaperturem agnitudesfrom 2M ASS.

W eusethesm agnitudesfollowingJarrett(2003;theFAQ sheetforthe2M ASS Extended
SourceCatalog(http://spider.ipac.caltech.edu/sta�/jarrett/2m ass/XSC/jarrettXSCprim er.
htm l)who em phasizesthat"the isophotalellipticalm agnitudesprovide accurate colorsfor
galaxiesofallsizes" whilestill"capturing m ostoftheintegrated ux (80-90% )"

Foreach system from M ahdavietal.(1999)and M ahdavi& Geller(2004),weselectall
galaxiesin the2M ASS extended sourcecatalog(Jarrettetal.2000)which liewithin 1.5h� 1

M pcofthecenterlisted in Table1.Forsystem sobserved by Zabludo� & M ulchaey (1999)
and Koranyi& Geller(2002)wesearch the2M ASS catalog to theradiuslisted in Table1.

W e m atch these 2M ASS galaxies with the galaxy redshift list for each group. For
redshiftsfrom M ahdavietal. (1999,2004),Zabludo� & M ulchaey (1999),and Koranyi&
Geller (2002) we take the m em bership assignm ents given by these authors. W e searched
NED 1 foradditionalm em bersofeach group.W eincludeadditionalgalaxiesasm em bersif
theredshiftiswithin 3 � (thevelocity dispersion within thelim iting search radiusin Table
1) ofthe group m ean redshift. This procedure yields 90 additionalredshifts including 29
additionalm em bers.Theselastredshiftsenableusto extend thecom pletenesslim itofeach
group redshiftsurvey to a fainterlim it.

W e rank system m em bers according to their K s m agnitude and identify the faintest
m agnitude K s;lim ;com plete forwhich the group redshiftsurvey iscom plete. Because the sub-
sam plesK s � K s;lim ;com plete are,in som ecases,rathersm all,weincreasethem agnitudelim it
as m uch as possible by requiring that at m ost one galaxy without a redshift is included
within K s;lim .The inclusion ofa single galaxy withouta m easured redshiftdoesproduce a
substantialgain in the sam pling of39 groups. W ith this procedure,ourindividualgroup
surveysreach � 0.3m agnitudesfainterand weincludeatotalof200(101)additionalgalaxies
(m em bers).In six caseswe add m orethan ten galaxiesto individualgroups.Ourapparent

1The NASA/IPAC Extragalactic Database (NED) is operated by the JetPropulsion Laboratory,Cali-

fornia Institute ofTechnology,undercontractwith the NationalAeronauticsand SpaceAdm inistration.
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m agnitude lim itsarein the range 10.83 � K s;lim ;com plete� 13.45,with a large fraction close
to K s = 13.0 (m edian K s;lim ;com plete = 12.85,with inter-quartile range i.q.r = .22). The
corresponding absolutem agnitudelim itspeak at� M s;lim ;com plete = -21.3 with i.q.r.= 0.4.

W eassign them ean redshiftofthegroup to thesinglegalaxy withoutspectroscopy and
verify thattheinclusion/exclusion ofthisgalaxy from them em berlistdoesnotalterany of
ourresultssigni�cantly.In theanalysisbelow weusethesam pleslim ited to K s;lim .

Thephysicalquantitiesweinvestigatearethem assand totallum inosity in theK s{band
within som e �ducialradius. To obtain a physically m eaningfuland stable estim ate ofthe
radius,we use R 200,the radiusenclosing an overdensity 200 �crit(z)(Carlberg etal.1997),
where�crit(z)thecriticaldensity foran Einstein -deSitteruniverse atredshiftz.

Oursystem sarenotrich enough forareliable�ttoam odeldensity pro�le(e.g.Navarro
etal.1997;NFW ).W ethusassum ethatthegroupsarein virialequilibrium and thattheir
m assincreases linearly with the radius,r. Underthese conditions(Carlberg etal. 1997),
R 200 =

p
3�(1+ z)� 3=2=(10H o)wherewecom pute� from allthem em bergalaxieswithin the

lim itingsearch radius(Table1)irrespectiveofK s m agnitudeofthegalaxies.Thisprocedure
issim ilarto theoneem ployed by Carlberg etal.(1997)forclusters.

The velocity dispersion pro�les ofgroups ofgalaxies vary. M ahdaviet al. (1999),
M ahdavi& Geller (2004),and Koranyi& Geller (2002)show thatthe velocity dispersion
pro�les m ay be rising,falling or at. As a result ofthese variations,there is,in general,
a di�erence between � and �200,the velocity dispersion within R 200. However,the m edian
di�erencebetween � and �200 isnegligible:them edian relativedi�erenceis4% with anarrow
4% inter-quartilerange.In theworstcase(m arked \a" in Table1)thedi�erenceis30% ,in
few othercasesthedi�erenceisabout20% ,and in allothercasesitism uch less.

The m edian R 200 isR 200;m edian = 0.7 h� 1 M pc with an interquartile range of0.18 h� 1

M pc. W e com pute a virialm asswithin R 200: M vir;200 = 3 G � 1 R 200 �200
2. There are �ve

system s with fewerthan �ve m em bersbrighterthan K s;lim within R 200. W e exclude these
system s(m arked \b"in Table1)from furtheranalysis.W ealsoexcludean additionalsystem
where R 200 isone third ofitssearch radius(m arked \c" in Table 1). W e retain fourother
groupsthathaveR 200 slightly largerthan theirsearch radius.Thetotalsam pleweanalyze
then contains55 system s;35 ofthesesystem sincludea singlegalaxy withoutredshift.The
�nalgroup sam plecontainsa totalof1192 (955)galaxies(m em bers).
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3. T he Infrared Properties ofG roup M em bers

The three IR bands of the 2M ASS survey allow investigation of the IR colors and
m agnitudes of� 1200 galaxies within the com plete redshift surveys ofour 55 groups. In
Section 3.1 weexam inethecolordistribution ofgalaxiesin groupsasa function ofabsolute
m agnitude and com pare these distributions with the non-m em bers (generally background
galaxies).

K s{band spectroscopy ofnearby star-form ing spiralgalaxiesrevealsa �20% contribu-
tion totheK s{band lum inosity from 1000K dust(Jam esand Seigar1999).W ethusexplore
infrared color-colordiagram sforthe group and \�eld" galaxiesto assessthe im portance of
extinction and/ordustem ission asa contributorto theK s{band lightfrom galaxy groups.

In Section 3.2 weconsidertheconstraintsourgroup redshiftsurveysplaceon thegroup
lum inosityandwecom parethegrouplum inosityfunction (GLF)with theLF forthe\general
�eld" determ ined by Kochanek etal.(2001)and Coleetal.(2001).

3.1. T he infrared C olor D istributions and C olor-C olor D iagram s

Oursam pleof55groupscontains955group m em bersand 237non-m em bergalaxieswith
m agnitudesm easured in allthreebands,J,H and K s,and with K s � K s;lim .W e com pute
the absolute m agnitude in the K s{band,M K s

,and derive the quartilesofthe distribution
ofM K s

: Q 1 = -23.60,Q 2 = -22.76,and Q 3 = -22.08. To exam ine the colordistributions
ofm em bersand non-m em berswe separate galaxiesinto fourclassesofabsolute m agnitude
(M K s

< Q 1,Q 1 � M K s
< Q 2,Q 2 � M K s

< Q 3,and M K s
� Q 3 are intervals I,II,III,

and IV respectively). W e show below that K-corrections have a negligible e�ect on these
distributions.

The fourpanelsofFigure1 show histogram softhe (J � K s)colorofm em bergalaxies
(solid line)and ofthenon-m em bers(dot-dashed line)in each absolutem agnitudebin (thin
line).

The m oststriking featuresofthehistogram sare:a)thevery narrow peak ofthecolor
histogram ofthe (intrinsically)brightestm em bergalaxiesin panelI(i.q.r.= 0.02),and b)
them arked di�erencebetween thecolordistributionsoftheseintrinsically lum inousm em ber
and non-m em bergalaxies (panelI).The di�erence between m em bers and non-m em bers is
stillapparent in panelIIbut disappears for the intrinsically fainter galaxies in panels III
and IV.Low lum inosity non-m em bers are rare in these m agnitude lim ited sam ples. The
distribution ofcolorsfortheentiresam plein each absolutem agnituderange(m em bersand
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non-m em bers) shifts blue-ward for intrinsically less lum inous galaxies. This e�ect is the
sam e as the one observed by Cole et al. (2001) in their analysis of2M ASS properties of
galaxiesin a sam pleextracted from the2dF redshiftsurvey.

Figure 2 shows another view ofthe narrow peak in the (J � K s) color distribution
form em bers in quartile Ias a function ofM K s

. The black dots denote m em ber galaxies;
the circlesdenote the non-m em bers. The sym bolsize isproportionalto the redshiftofthe
group. Inspection ofthe Second STScIDigitized Sky Survey (M cLean et al. 2000;DSS)
im ages shows that m ost ofthese lum inous m em bers are early type galaxies. Allbut one
group,SRGb037,contribute m em bersto thishigh lum inosity bin. Thisgroup hasaverage
opticalproperties (i.e. � ,redshift,num ber ofm em bers),but its brightest m em ber is a
spiralwith ordinary infrared colors.Thisgroup hasnotbeen detected asan extended X{ray
source.

Figure 3 shows the color-colordiagram forthe class-Igalaxies(crosses represent �eld
galaxies,black dotsare m em bers). The m edian (J � H ) colorofthe m em bers and non-
m em bersare coincident,(J � H ) m edian = 0.72,with very sim ilar�rstand third quartiles:
(0.70,0.73) and (0.68,0.77) for m em bers and non-m em bers respectively. In contrast, the
(H � K s) colorofthenon-m em bersissigni�cantly redderthan form em bers.M em bershave
am edian (H � K s)m em ;m edian = 0.29with quartiles(0.27,0.31);non-m em bershave (H � K s)

non� m em ;m edian = 0.40 with quartiles (0.35,0.47). The �rst quartile ofthe (H � K s) color
distribution ofnon-m em bersisredderthan the third quartile ofthe (H � K s)distribution
form em bers.

ThefourpanelsofFigure4 show theredshiftdistributionsofm em bers(solid line)and
non-m em bers(dot-dashed line)in thefourm agnitudebins,from I(m ostlum inous25% )to
IV (leastlum inous25% ).Asexpected,thedi�erencein redshiftdistribution isim pressivefor
the m ostlum inousquartile and essentially absentforthe leastlum inous. In quartile I,the
m em bershaveam edian redshiftofzm edian = 0.026with an inter-quartilerangei.q.r.= 0.004;
forthenon-m em bers,them edian redshiftiszm edian = 0.073with am uch broaderdistribution
than thatforthem em bers,i.q.r.= 0.017.Thedi�erencein m edian redshiftdecreasesasthe
intrinsic lum inosity decreases. The additional360 m em bers and 384 non-m em bers fainter
than K s;lim show thesam ebehavior.

W e can understand the presence oflum inousred galaxiesam ong the non-m em bersby
com paring the color-color diagram ofFigure 3 with Figure 1 ofHunt et al. (2002) who
exam ine the e�ectofhotdust(t 600 K { 1000 K)on nearinfrared colors. The (H � K s)
colorcan bered asa resultofdustextinction and/ordustem ission.Thearrow in Figure3
showsthereddening vector.
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Huntetal. (2002)use L{band photom etry to separate the e�ectofhotdustem ission
from extinction.ForequalcontributionstotheK s{bandlum inosityfrom thequiescentstellar
population and hotem itting dust,Huntetal. (2002)com pute thatthe (H � K s)colorof
galaxies can approach (H � K s) =1.0. Extinction a�ects (J � H ) m ore than (H � K s):
galaxieswith extinction aslarge asA V ’ 5.0 have (J � H )’ 1.3 but\only" (H � K s)’
0.6.

Based on theoreticaland observed m edian colors and the spread ofthe stellar popu-
lationsofnorm algalaxies,galaxies redderthan (H � K s)=0.35 require a contribution to
the K s{band lum inosity from dust extinction/dust em ission (Hunt et al. 2002; Hunt &
Giovanardi1992;Giovanardi& Hunt1988;Fioc& Rocca-Volm erange1999).

W e translate the lim it (H � K s) = 0.35 to the m edian redshift, zm edian = 0.08,of
non-m em bergalaxiesby taking the evolutionary-and K-correction into account(Poggianti
1997). W e ignore the details ofthe color transform ations between Hunt et al. standard
colors and 2M ASS colors. The few hundredths ofm agnitude resulting from color trans-
form ations have no substantive e�ect on our com parison with Hunt et al. results (see
http://www.astro.caltech.edu/�jm c/2m ass/v3/ transform ations/ for the 2M ASS transfor-
m ations).

In spite ofthe di�erences in redshift distribution,galaxy evolution and K-correction
m ake a negligible contribution to the colordi�erence between lum inousm em bersand non-
m em bers. The brightest m em bers have infrared colors typicalofellipticals ((J � K s) t
0.9). In the m odelsofPoggianti(1997)the typicalcorrection forbandwidth and evolution
is�(J � K s). 0:05 and the m axim um �(J � K s). 0:1 forthe reddestand m ostdistant
galaxies.These colorcorrectionscan notbring thecolordistributionsinto agreem ent.

A recent spectroscopic survey of2M ASS objects with (J � K s) > 1.2 and K s < 15
showsthat6.3�0.9% ofthe objectsare AGNs(Francisetal. 2004). M ostofthese AGNs
are fainter than K s = 13 and their average redshift is 0.23,wellin excess ofthe lim its of
our background redshift distribution (Figure 4). W e conclude that AGNs do not m ake a
signi�cantcontribution to the(H � K s)& 0.45 population in oursam ple.

Colorgradientswithin galaxiescannotberesponsible forthelum inousred background
population.Them ostlum inousbackground galaxiesaretypicallyatz’ 0.1;group m em bers
areatz’ 0.03.Theratio ofthe(1+ z)4 cosm ologicaldim m ing factorsbetween background
and m em ber galaxies is ’ 1.3 corresponding to ’ 0:3 m ag arcsec� 2. Thus the colors are
notcom puted within a constant physicalaperture. Based on previous investigations (e.g.
Peletieretal.1990;Terndrup etal.1994;Jarrettetal.2003)thisdi�erencehasnopractical
consequencesforourcoloranalysisbecause:a)thedi�erencein physicalradiusissm all(less
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than 10% ),b)thecolorgradientsatourphysicalradiiarevery sm all(J � K s)< 0.1 forall
galaxy types.

Furtherm orethereare16 background galaxiesin oursam pleofbrightgalaxiesthatare
redderthan (J � K s)= 1.1 and with redshiftsin therange14000 km s� 1 < cz< 19000 km
s� 1 .These16 galaxiesare20% ofthepopulation ofbrightbackground galaxiesredderthan
(J � K s)= 1.1.Because theredshiftdi�erence between thesegalaxiesand group m em bers
issm all,the varying physicalaperture ofthe isophotalK sm agnitude cannotbe the source
oftheobserved distance/colore�ect.

M ostofourgalaxieswith (H � K s)& 0.45probably owetheircolortohotdustem ission
rather than extinction because none ofthese galaxies have a red enough (J � H ) & 1.0.
The substantialpresence ofgalaxies with em ission from hot dust am ong the non-m em ber
galaxiesisa M alm quist-type selection bias. Atthe largerredshiftstypicalofthe lum inous
non-m em bers,the reddestgalaxiesarebrighterthan the m agnitude lim itasa resultofthe
contributionsfrom hotdustem ission.W ithouttheprobablecontribution from hotdust,22%
ofthebrightestnon-m em bergalaxieswould notenterourK s m agnitudelim ited sam ple.

The im pact ofdust on (H � K s) colors has received little attention in the literature
to date even though the e�ect is apparent in 2M ASS redshift surveys (e.g. Figure 5 in
http://www.ipac.caltech.edu/2m ass/releases/sam pler/sam pler.htm l). The com bined e�ect
ofextinction and hot dust em ission on the (H � K s) galaxy color deserves further inves-
tigation. A properstudy requiresL{band observationsto discrim inate between extinction
and dust em ission. It is interesting thatvery few galaxies with very red (H � K s) colors
are m em bersofnearby groups;atthe brightend ofthe GLF essentially allofthe galaxies
have standard early-type colors. W e conclude that although em ission from hot dust does
a�ectthe (H � K s)colorsofsom e lum inousstar-form ing galaxies,lum inousgalaxieswith
(H � K s)& 0:35 arenottypicalm em bersofgroupsin thelocaluniverse.

3.2. T he G roup Lum inosity Function and G roup Lum inosities

The groups in our sam ple contain 955 m em bers with absolute m agnitudes, m ostly
brighter than M K s

= -21.50. W e investigate the constraints that this sam ple places on
the GLF and ask whether the GLF param eters are consistent with the 2M ASS �eld LF
derived by Kochanek etal.(2001).Exploration oftheLF param etersisim portantbecause
thevaluesoftheseparam etersinuenceourestim atesoftotalgroup lum inosities.

The groups in our sam ple have di�erent com pleteness lim its in absolute m agnitude,
and di�erentrichnesses. The richnesses are low (a m edian of15 m em bers pergroup)and
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absolute m agnitude lim its are bright(usually M K s;lim . �21:50). Itisthusim possible to
determ ine individualGLFs. The sm allnum berofm em bersdoesnoteven allow forrobust
norm alizationsnecessary to com bine ourgroupsinto a total,orcom posite,LF.

W e can however use the totalsam ple to derive som e constraints. The totalnum ber
ofgalaxies in the groups is N m em = 955. From allofthese objects,we construct a total
\observed" histogram ,H o(� M ). The totalnum ber ofgalaxies is �binH o(� M ) = 955,the
totalnum berofgroupsisN groups = 55,and the bin size is� M = 0:2 m ag.Thishistogram
isthedotted histogram in Figure5.

Nextweconsideragrid in theSchechter(1976)function param eterspace.Ateach node
ofthegrid wecom putean \expected"histogram H e(� M ).Thegrid consistsof50� 50nodes
within theparam eterregion de�ned by �24:60< M K �

s
< �22:00 and �1:40< � < �0:40.

Forthei-th group,wesam pletheSchechterfunction (with theparam etersofthegrid-
nodes) within the absolute m agnitude range -26.0 � M K s

� M K s;lim ;i,where M K s;lim ;i is
the com pleteness lim it ofgroup i. The sam pling ofeach Schechter function is extensive
enough (werepeateach sam pling1000tim es)toprovideafairrepresentation oftheSchechter
function itself. W e then norm alize each sam ple ofthe Schechter function to the observed
num berofgalaxies,N m em ;i,and build H e(� M )by sum m ing theN groups sam ples.

W e com pare H e(� M ) to H o(� M ) and judge the agreem ent with a �2 �t. Figure 5
showsthehistogram (thick solid line)corresponding to thebest�tparam eters(M �

K s
;�)bf =

(-23.55,-0.84).Theinsetin Figure5 showsthe1-and 2-� con�dencelevelcontoursaround
thebest�t(M �

K s
;�)bf.Based on the�2 value,�2�= 23 = 27 ,wedo notrejectthehypothesis

thatthe SchechterLF isthe parentdistribution ofthe observed lum inosities. The value of
M �

K s
iscloseto theKochanek etal.(2001)valueof-23.4 (and within the1-� c.l.contour).

However,the value� = -0.84 isfarfrom � = �1:1 (Kochanek etal.2001)and outside the
2-� c.l.contour.

Thehigh valueof� we�nd isnotsurprising.Thesam plingofthesystem sistooshallow
to constrain �;m uch fainterlim itsare necessary fora properconstraint. W e evaluate the
necessary depth below.

For(M �

K s
;�)= (-23.55,-0.84),thegroup lum inositiesare,on average,(8� 6)% fainter

than with (-23.4,-1.1).M ostofthe8% di�erence resultsfrom thepoorly constrained �.If
we chose (M �

K s
;�)= (-23.55,-1.1)we obtain lum inositiesdi�ering by only (3 � 3)% from

those com puted with (M �

K s
;�)= (-23.4,-1.1). Even the 8% di�erence is sm allcom pared

with otheruncertainties and itdoes nota�ect the slope ofthe relation between K s{band
lum inosity and m ass(Section 4).
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To better understand the problem ofconstraining �,we use the sim ulation to assess
the m agnitude lim itwe m ust reach to obtain a reliable estim ate ofthe param eter� from
thesam pling ofa \true" SchechterLF.W egeneratea singlesim ulated system by sam pling
a Schechterfunction with (M �

K s
;�)= (-23.4,-1.1)within a given absolutem agnitudelim it,

M K s;lim ;sim .W ethen apply our�tting procedureto thissim ulated group.

Figure 6 sum m arizes this experim ent. The contours show the well-known correlation
betweeen M �

K s
and �.Furtherm ore,the1� � contouraround thebest�tvalue(M �

K s
;�)=

(-23.25,-0.92)isquitewideforM K s;lim ;sim = -22 (panelA).PanelA isparticularly relevant
to ourobserved sam plebecause46 outof56 system shaveM K s;lim ;i� �22.Aswepush the
sam pling ofthe sim ulated groups toward faintervalues,the best �t values m ove closer to
theinputvaluesand thecon�dence levelcontoursbecom em orerestrictive.

For M K s;lim ;sim = �21 (panelB),the sim ulation shows that � stillrem ains poorly
constrained even though theinputvalueisnow within 1� � c.l.contour.ForM K s;lim ;sim =
�19 (panelC),� isbetterconstrained,buttheuncertainty ofthe�t\transfers" to M �

K s
.In

fact,theuncertainty in M �

K s
islargerthan �0:5 m ag.ForM K s;lim ;sim = �17 (panelD)both

M �

K s
and � are �nally welldeterm ined.M K s;lim = �17 issix m agnitudesfainterthan M �

K s

and an enorm ousobservationalchallenge.

The correlation between M �

K s
and � together with the poor constraints on � set by

insu�ciently faintm agnitudeslim itsem phasize the need fordeep sam plesforthe determ i-
nation ofGLFs.Thecorrelation between theparam etersoftheSchechterform oftheLF was
noted by Schechter(1976)him selfand latercon�rm ed and/ordiscussed by m any authors,
including Colless(1989),Lum sden etal.(1997),DeProprisetal.(2003),Andreon (2004),
and Ellis& Jones(2004).In fact,Andreon (2004)proposesan alternative de�nition ofM �

thatbreaksthecorrelation with �.

Existing clusterLFsbased on largeand/ordeep photom etricand spectroscopicsurveys
have reached fartherbelow M � with every passing year.Lum sden etal.(1997),Valotto et
al.(1997),Rauzy etal.(1998),Garillietal.(1999)and Paolillo etal.(2001)usea variety
ofsurveys to reach 2 to 3 m agnitudes below M �. Goto et al. (2002) and De Propris et
al.(2003)use the Sloan DigitalSky Survey and the 2DF Survey,respectively to probe the
clusterLF tonearly M �+ 5.Allofthesesurveysrequireasubstantialstatisticalbackground
correction,butthesehavealso im proved in them ostrecentstudies.Christlein & Zabludo�
(2003)use extensive spectroscopic surveys ofa sm aller cluster sam ple,butin one cluster,
A1060,theirLF determ ination reachesm agnitudes� M � + 7.Them ostrecentsurveysare
deep enough to m eetthestringentrequirem entsofdeterm ining theSchechterparam etersof
theclusterLF.
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Spectroscopicstudiesoflessrich and/orpoorly sam pled system sarem oreproblem atic.
Flintet al. (2001)discuss m ethods forsam pling the very faintend ofthe galaxy LF and
Balogh etal.(2001)discussthedependenceoftheJ{band LF on environm ent.In both cases
therearechallengesininterpretingthephotom etricdataintheabsenceofdensespectroscopic
data. Surveysofsom e sm allsetsofgroupsare deep and m ore com plete. An early redshift
survey ofM KW 4 and AW M 4 (M alum uth & Kriss1986)reachesaboutM �+ 3,butthefaint
end slope,�,is essentially unconstrained. M endes de Oliveira & Hickson (1991) reach a
sim ilardepth in Hickson Com pact groupsalso failing to constrain the slope. Zabludo� &
M ulchaey (2000)reach M �+ 4:5and obtain param etersoftheLF consistentwith ourchoice.

L04 determ ine the 2M ASS LF to M K s
= �21 fora sam ple ofwellknown system s of

galaxies. They analyze 2 sam ples of25 system s each,one sam ple including their highest
m asssystem s(outof93),the othertheirlowestm asssystem s. L04 �nd � ’ �0:8 forthe
com posite LF ofeach sam ple,in very close agreem ent with our results. Figure 2 ofL04
showstwoLFswith very di�erentslopes,� = -1.1and 0.84.Both LFsprovideasatisfactory
�tto thedata bright-ward ofM K s

= �21.

A com m on practice in the com putation ofGLFsiselim ination ofthe brightestgalaxy
from each group before the �t. The narrow infrared color range ofthe brightest galaxies
(Section 3.1)givessom e physicaljusti�cation forthisapproach. Elim inating the brightest
galaxies from the �t,we obtain (M �

K s
;�)bf = (-22.95,-0.54) with a �2 sm allenough to

acceptthehypothesisthattheSchechterLF accountsfortheobserved data.The2� � c.l.
contour we obtain without the brightest galaxies does notinclude the best �tparam eters
we obtain from the entire sam ple ofgroup m em bers. Nonetheless,the param eters(-22.95,
-0.54)used to com pute the totallum inosity ofgroups including the brightest galaxy lead
to an underestim ate ofthe totallum inosity ofonly �5% . The im pactofthe change in the
param etersofthe LF on the totallum inosity issm all. However,the brightestgalaxy itself
typically accountsforabout40% ofthegroup lum inosity and om itting itfrom thesum m ed
group lum inosity hasan obviously largee�ect.

W econclude thata)a signi�cantvariation in � only leadsto a 10% di�erence in total
lum inosities,b)� ispoorly constrained,c)the best�tvalue M �

K s
= �23:55 iswithin one

bin-width,� M = 0:2 m ags,ofthe Kochanek etal. (2001)value,and d)elim ination ofthe
�rst-ranked groups m em bers doesnotchange the GLF param eters M �

K s
and �. Om ission

ofthe�rst-ranked galaxy from theobserved totalgroup lum inosity doeshave a substantial
e�ect. W e conclude Kochanek etal. (2001)LF is a reasonable choice forcom putation of
totalgroup lum inosities.

Using theKochanek etal.(2001)LF param eters(M �

K s
;�)= (-23.4,-1.1),weintegrate

theLFK s
to M K s

= �19:5,corresponding to theintrinsically leastlum inousgalaxiesatthe
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relevant K s;lim . W e norm alize the LF with the observed num ber ofgroup m em bers N obs

within R 200 and brighterthan LK s;lim ,the lum inosity corresponding to K s;lim atthe m ean
redshiftofthegroup:

�
� =

1

N obs

Z + 1

LK s;lim
=L�

K s

t
�
e
� t
dt (1)

W ethen sum thelum inositiesLK s;ioftheobserved m em bers(includingthesinglegalaxy
withouta redshift)and usethenorm alization ofequation 1 to extrapolateeach group lum i-
nosity to the�xed lim itLK s;m in corresponding to M K s

= �19:5

LK s
=

N obsX

i= 1

LK s;i+ �
�
L
�

K s

Z LK s;lim
=L�

K s

LK s;m in =L
�

K s

t
�+ 1

e
� t
dt (2)

W enotethattheintegration oftheLFK s
tothecom m on lim itM K s

= �19:5corresponds
to an extrapolation oftheobserved lum inosity ofonly 10% -20% form ostofoursystem s.

Becausenotallgalaxieswithoutredshiftsarerealm em bers,weslightly overestim atethe
totallum inosity fora num berofgroups.Ofcourse,a few apparentm em berswith redshifts
m ay also be m ere superpositions (c.f. Cen 1997). Because these potentialnon-m em ber
galaxiesarenotlum inous,thesee�ectsaresm all,typically only a few percent.

Following L03,we �nally correct the totallum inosities by a factor1.2 to account for
the system atic underestim ation of the totallight ofgalaxies with the 2M ASS isophotal
m agnitudes(Kochanek etal.2001).Table1listsm assesand corrected lum inositiesforallof
thesystem stogetherwith theirerrors.Foreach group,wederive theerrorin M vir;200 from
the distribution obtained with 1000 bootstrap re-sam plingsofthe redshifts. Forthe error
in LK s

we use the jackknife re-sam pling because,in som e cases,repeated sam plingsofthe
brightestgalaxy lead to unrealisticlum inosities.

4. T he G roup K {band M ass-Lum inosity R elation

Although weuse thelightfrom galaxiesto tracethem assdistribution in theuniverse,
thedetailsoftherelationship between m assand lightrem ain poorly understood from both
the theoreticaland observationalpointsofview.From the observationalpointofview,the
relation between the m assofan individualgalaxy and itslum inosity isa�ected by current
starform ation and by thestarform ation history.Infrared bandsarelessa�ected by current
starform ation than opticalbands (Gavazziet al. 1996;Zibettietal. 2002;Jarrettetal.
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2003).Hereweexam inethebehaviorofK s{band lightasa tracerofthem assin system sof
galaxies.Em ission from theold stellarpopulation dom inatestheK s{band lightin groupsof
galaxies.

W e�rstexam inetherelationship between K s{band lightand m ass.L03and L04explore
therelationsLK s;500 vsM 500 and LK s;200 vsM 200,respectively,forclustersin them assrange
2 � 1013h� 1M � < M 200 < 1:2 � 1015h� 1M � . Our sam ple extends the m ass range to
1012M � . In contrastwith L03 and L04 who use X{ray m asses and a statisticalprocedure
(notdependenton m easurem entsofredshifts)toobtain theK s{band light,weusethevirial
m assandadirectm easurem entoftheK s{bandlightcontributed bytheintrinsicallybrightest
m em bersofthesystem .

29 (42)ofthegroupsin the\core"(extended)sam pleshave associated extended X{ray
em ission (we m ark these groupswith an \X" in Table 1).Only a few ofthem aredetected
with high enough signal-to-noiseratio in theX{ray to derivean X{ray m ass.To treatallof
thesystem shom ogeneously,weusethevirialm asswithin R 200 forallsystem s.Oursam ple
is largely independent ofthose exam ined by L03 and L04: one ofour \core" groups is in
the L03 sam ple,anotherone isin the L04 sam ple,and a further7 groupsin the extended
sam plearein theL04 sam ple.

Figure 7 shows log(LK s;200) vs log(M vir;200) for the \core" sam ple of36 groups from
M ahdavietal.(1999)and M ahdavi& Geller(2004).W eusetheBCES (BivariateCorrelated
ErrorsandintrinsicScatter)estim atorsforthelinearregression analysis(Akritas& Bershady
1996:http://www.astro.wisc.edu/�m ab/archive/stats/stats.htm l).W eobtain

log(LK s;200)= (0:61� 0:08)log(M vir;200)+ (3:53� 1:0) (3)

and plotthe BCES regression line in Figure 7. From here on,m assesand lum inositiesare
im plicitly m easured in unitsofsolarvalues.Theslopeisslightly atterthan the0.72�0:04
obtained by L04 forthe relation LK s;200 vsM 200. The di�erence between the L04 relation
and oursisinsigni�cantaccording to theW elch test(Guest1961).

Figure 8 showsM vir;200 and LK s;200 forthe totalsam ple of55 groups. In thiscase the
BCES regression analysisleadsto

log(LK s;200)= (0:56� 0:06)log(M vir;200)+ (4:17� 0:87): (4)

Figure8 showsthe regression line forthetotalsam ple (dotted line)togetherwith L04
regression line forLK s;200 vsM 200 (dashed line). Clearly the behaviorofLK s;200 vsM vir;200

fortheextended sam pleagreeswellwith theresultobtained forthecoresam ple(thin solid
line),again according to the W elch test. In Figure 8 we shade the area between the two
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extrem eestim atesoftheregression lineforourcoresam ple(Akritas& Bershady 1996).All
the regression lines ofour various sam ples fallwithin the shaded area. The L04 best �t
relation liesvery closeto (orwithin)thebordersofthisshaded area.

Ourresults extend the L04 relation to the low m assrange M 200 < 2� 1013. Because
thereareso few system swithin thism assrange,wereconsiderthespecialcaseofthesystem
NRGb045,dropped from ourvirialtheorem analysisbecause ithasfewerthan 5 m em bers
within R 200. NRGb045 isthe only system in oursam ple which hasan X{ray tem perature
unavailable to (and not considered by) L04. For this system M ahdaviet al. (2004) use
a previously unpublished Chandra observations to com pute the X{ray tem perature TX =
0.61�0.04 keV.To obtain a m ass,we use the relation ofFinoguenov etal. (2001)between
TX and M 500 scaled from M 500 to M 200 fora NFW pro�le with concentration c = 5. W e
obtain log(M 200)= 13.05. Finally we use allavailable m em berswithin 1.5 h� 1 M pc down
to K s;lim = 12.61 to derivea totallum inosity log (LK s;tot)= 11.69.W em ark theposition of
NRGb045 with the sym bolX in Figure8.Clearly thelow m asssystem NRGb045 provides
furthersupportfortheequation (4).

The studies ofL03 and L04 indicate that the sam e relation between LK s;200 vs M 200

continues to be valid form asses exceeding those we sam ple. The details oftheir analysis
di�erfrom ours.Forconsistency acrosstheentirerangeofsystem m asses,weanalyzerecent
clusterdata from Rinesetal.(2003)and Tustin etal.(2001)using the sam e approach we
apply to thesam pleofpoorersystem s.Thisapproach avoidssystem atico�setswhich m ight
resultfrom di�erentapproachesto m assand/orlum inosity estim ation.Table2 sum m arizes
the observations and derived quantities forthe 5 clusters surveyed by Rines et al. (2003)
and fortheclustersurveyed by Tustin etal.(2001).Figure8 showstheRinesetal.(2003)
and Tustin etal.(2001)clustersasblack circles.Theirposition in thediagram agreeswith
therelation de�ned by thepoorersystem s.Including theseclustersin theanalysism akesa
negligiblechangein theregression;thelogarithm icslopeisnow

log(LK s;200)= (0:64� 0:06)log(M vir;200)+ (3:19� 0:79): (5)

W erepresentthisrelation with a thick solid linein Figure8.

Figure9 showsthem ass-to-lightratio,M vir;200=LK s;200,asa function ofM vir;200 forthe
expanded sam ple in Figure 8 including the Rines et al. (2003) and Tustin et al. (2001)
clusters.W e�nd

log(M vir;200=LK s;200)= (0:56� 0:05)log(M vir;200)� (5:98� 0:88): (6)

Asdiscovered by L03,M vir;200=LK s;200 increasesform orem assive,highervelocity dispersion
system s.
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M ass-to-lightratiosofgalaxiesin the NIR vary by no m ore than a factorof2 overa
large range ofstarform ation histories (e.g. M adau et al1998;Bell& de Jong 2001;Bell
2003). On the theoreticalside,a decrease ofthe di�erences in m ass-to-light ratio toward
NIR wavelengths with variations in stellar population is predicted by Bruzual& Charlot
(2003).Theobserved/expected rangeofvariation in M vir;200=LK s;200 forindividualgalaxies
isclearly notenough toproducetheobserved trend ofM vir;200=LK s;200 vsM vir;200 forgroups.

Uncertainty in the dynam icalstate ofgroups,and hence in the validity ofthe virial
m ass estim ator,m ay contribute to the scatterin Figure 9. The uncertainty in the \true"
m assresulting from a reasonabledeparturefrom theassum ed dynam icalstateofgroupsis,
on average,�30% { 40% (e.g.Giuricin etal.1988;Diaferio etal.1999).Thisuncertainty
is unlikely to alter our results signi�cantly. A change in m ass by a factor of1.3 without
a corresponding change in lum inosity would m ove any low m assgroup only slightly o� the
M /L relation. Itistherefore im possible to explain the two orderofm agnitude variation of
M vir;200=LK s;200 we observe overthe whole M vir;200 range asa resultofevolutionary e�ects
on them assestim ates.

Interlopers,possibly included as group m em bers m ay also contribute to the scatter,
particularly atthe low m assend. However,the uncertainties in the lum inosity thatcould
becaused by interlopersarem uch sm allerthan thecorresponding uncertaintiesproduced in
them ass(seeforexam pletheerrorbarsin �gure8).

Therearepotentialsystem aticvariationsin galaxy propertieswith thevelocity disper-
sion ofthe system which m ight contribute to this relation. W e assum e a �xed form for
the galaxy LF;it is possible that there are system atic variations particularly at the faint
end. If,contrary to ourassum ption,the faintend issteeperform ore m assive system s,the
M vir;200=LK s;200 would be reduced relative to lessm assive system s. There issom e observa-
tionalevidence for a larger dwarf-to-giant ratio,or equivalently a steeper faint-end slope
in richer system s (Zabludo� & M ulchaey 2000). This e�ect however,cannot be solely re-
sponsible forthe variation ofthe m ass-to-lightratio we observe. W e �nd an increase by a
factor�fty overam assintervalofthreeordersofm agnitudes.Toexplain theM vir;200=LK s;200

dependencewithin a m assrangeofonly oneorderofm agnitude,�log(M vir;200)= 1,theLF
would haveto steepen up to � ’ �2:15 welloutsidetheobserved range.

Variation in the galaxy population asa function ofthe velocity dispersion m ightalso
contribute to the dependence ofM vir;200=LK s;200 on M vir;200. Biviano et al. (1997) and
Koranyi& Geller (2002) show that the fraction ofem ission-line galaxies increases as the
velocity dispersion decreases. The colordi�erences between em ission-and absorption-line
galaxies are,however,m uch sm aller at infrared than at opticalwavelengths. W e showed
in Section 3.1 thatin som e galaxies dust em ission m akes a signi�cant contribution to the
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K s{band lum inosity,howeverthesegalaxiesarerem arkably rarewithin groups.Population
e�ectsare thusunlikely to m ake a signi�cantcontribution to the trend discovered by L03
and L04 and supported here.

Finally the contributionsofthe extended halo ofthe brightestclusterm em berand/or
intracluster light to the totallum inosity are not included in the 2M ASS lum inosity. The
presence of intracluster red giant branch stars (Durrellet al. 2002), planetary nebulae
(Ciardullo etal. 1998;Feldm eiereral. 1998;Durrelletal. 2002;Feldm eieretal. 2003).
globular clusters (W est et al. 1995;Jord�an et al. 2003),di�use light (e.g. Zwicky 1952;
M elnick etal.1977;Uson etal.1991;Bernstein etal.1995;Gregg & W est1998;Gonzalez
etal. 2000),and supernovae (Gal-Yam etal. 2003)notassociated with individualcluster
m em bers allsuggest that stripped m aterialcontributes to intracluster light (M oore et al.
1999;Gnedin 2003). In rich clusters like those in the Rines etal. (2003)sam ple,various
estim ates indicate that intracluster light m ight constitute 5-50% ofthe light in the virial
regions.

Tworecentstudiesexplorecontributionofdi�useopticalem ission tothetotallum inosity
ofgroupsofgalaxies. W hite etal. (2003)exam ine Hickson com pactGroup 90 and argue
that38% -48% ofthe totalgroup lightbelongsto a di�use com ponentidenti�ed with tidal
debris.Castro-Rodriguezetal.(2003)carried outa narrow band survey oftheLeo Igroup
to lim itthe num ber density ofplanetary nebulae in the group. They �nd none and set a
stringentupperlim itof1.6% on thecontribution ofdi�uselightto thetotallum inosity core
ofthegroup.Asin rich clusters,thelim itson thefractionalcontribution ofdi�use lightto
thegroup lum inosity havea sim ilarand widerangefrom 1.6% -48% .

Recentsim ulations(M uranteetal.2004)indicatethatforsystem swith m assesexceed-
ing 1014M � ,thefraction ofstarsin di�used lightincreaseswith clusterm ass.They suggest
thatatleast�10% ofthestarsin a clusterm ay becontributorsto theintraclusterlight.

W e conclude thatthe population e�ectson the relation in Figure 9 are sm allbutthat
intraclusterlightcould com plicatetheinterpretation oftherelation.Two plausiblephysical
interpretationsofthisresultare:(1)galaxyform ationislesse�cientinm orem assivesystem s
and/or (2) galaxies are destroyed in collisions and tidalinteractions in the m ore m assive
system s.In thesecond case,thedisrupted m aterialm ightappearasintraclusterlightwhich
we do not detect. There are currently no data available which constrain the fraction of
di�uselightasa function ofthem assorvelocity dispersion oftheparentsystem .
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5. C om parison w ith Previous R esults

There are fourpreviousanalysesofm assesand 2M ASS lum inositiesofsam plesofsys-
tem sofgalaxies:Kochanek etal.(2003),L03,Rinesetal.(2004)and L04.L03,L04,and
Rinesetal.(2004)all�nd asigni�cantincreaseofM 200=LK s;200 with them assofthesystem .
Kochanek etal.(2003)�nd no increaseand perhapsa sm alldecrease.

In com paring ourresultswith L03 and L04,wefocusourdiscussion on L04;theirlarge
sam pleof93clusterssupersedesL03.Furtherm oreL04and L03givesim ilarresults.TheL04
sam pleand oursprobeoverlappingbutnotcoincidentregionsin them ass{lum inosity plane.
In particularoursam plecontainsm orelow m asssystem sand fewerhigh m asssystem sthan
L04.Thelowestquartileofthedistribution ofm assesofL04 system s,M Q 25 = 13� 1013,is
largerthan ourhighestquartile,M Q 75 = 11� 1013.Thelowestm assesofoursam ple(about
1012)arem orethan oneorderofm agnitudebelow L04 lowestm asses(1013).W eexpectthis
di�erencebetween them assdistributionsofthetwo sam plesbecauseL04system sareX{ray
selected.Even ourX{ray em itting system sarenotX{ray selected.

W e select our initial\core" sam ple from a redshift survey and subsequently con�rm
the physicalrobustness ofeach system by X{ray detection;L04 select a sam ple ofX{ray
clusters. L04 estim ate the totallum inosity from de-projected and background corrected
counts ofgalaxies at the position ofX{ray em ission peaks ofthe Abellclusters in their
sam ple. They derive m asses from X{ray tem peratures whereas we use m agnitudes and
velocities ofindividualm em ber galaxies selected in redshift space to derive a dynam ical
m ass.

L04 �t log(LK s;200) vs log(M 200) and obtain d log(LK s;200)/ d log(M 200) = (0.72 +/-
0.04). W e plotthisrelation in Figure 8 (dashed line). Clearly the L04 relation isindistin-
guishable from ourregression lines;a W elch testveri�es the visualim pression. Given the
com pletely di�erent m ethods used to estim ate m asses and lum inosities,Figure 8 dem on-
stratestherobustnessofthedi�erentestim atesand ofthephysicalresult.

In the interm ediate m ass range spanned m ostly by our \core" sam ple,there are two
system sin com m on with L04.In theentiresam plethereare9 objectsin com m on (m arked
\l"in Table1).L04and ourm assestim atesdi�erfortheseobjects:for4outofnineobjects
we�nd a lowerm assand fortherem aining objectsweobtain ahigherm ass.Thedi�erences
are typically a factor of2 and the m edian m ass ratio is 1.85. The system lum inosities
are in good agreem ent: the m edian ratio between L04 and our lum inosities is 1.03 and
the fractionaldi�erences never exceed 10% . In com puting thisratio we m ake a geom etric
correction that decreases the lum inosities in Table 1 by 20% : Table 1 lists lum inosities
projected in cylinderswith a radiusR 200 whereasL04 com putelum inositieswithin asphere.
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W ealsotakethedi�erentfaintm agnitudecut-o�ofL04intoaccount(another10% decrem ent
ofthe lum inosities in Table 1). The m edian di�erences between the m ass and lum inosity
estim atesyield am edianm ass-to-lightratiolargerthanL04byabout50% forouroverlapping
system s. Thisdi�erence correspondsto the m edian uncertainty on ourindividualm ass-to-
lightratios.Thebiasin them ass(withouta corresponding biasin thelum inosity)roughly
preservesthelogarithm icrelation between m ass-to-lightratio and m assweobserve.

Becauseofthesm allnum berofoverlapping system s,itisdi�culttoidentify thereason
forthe di�erencesbetween the m assestim ates. Interlopersin oursystem scould arti�cially
increasethevelocity dispersion.Anotherpossibility isthatX{raym assesm aysystem atically
underestim ate them assofthe system (Finoguenov etal.2001;Girardietal.1998).Sim u-
lationsby Rasia etal.(2003)also suggestthepresenceofa 30% -50% biasin thedirection
we�nd form assesderived from �-m odels.Taking thesepotentialbiasesinto accountcould
signi�cantly reducetheobserved di�erencesbetween ourm assesand thoseofL04.

Theagreem entofourlum inosity estim ateswith thoseofL04m eansthatthepresenceof
apopulation ofdusty objects(seeSection 3.1)doesnotinvalidatethestatisticalbackground
subtraction ofL04.Statisticalbackground subtraction worksherebecausetheseintrinsically
lum inousobjects(with (H � K s)& 0.35),arerarely,ifever,m em bersofthenearby system s
in oursam pleorin thesam pleofL04.

Ourm assesofthe5 system sin com m on with Rinesetal.(2003)arelargerby am edian
factor1.5,system atically exceeding the m assesobtained from caustics. By using the sam e
analysisprocedurefortheseclustersasforthecoresam ple,weincludegalaxiesin them em ber
listthatlieathigh barycentricvelocityand atrelativelylargeradii;thesegalaxiesareoutside
thecaustics.Thenum berofthesegalaxiesissm all,buttheire�ectisratherlarge.W ealso
expectourm assesto belargerthan those ofRinesetal.(2003)because we do notcorrect
forthesurfaceterm in thevirialtheorem (Carlberg etal.1996;Girardietal.1998).There
isno di�erencebetween ourlum inosity com putationsand thoseofRinesetal.(2003).

L04 �nd thattheexclusion ofthebrightestm em bergalaxy from each clusterleadsto a
steeperlogarithm icslopeoftheLK s;200 vsM 200 relation.Asnoted in Section 3.2,thenarrow
infrared colorrangeofthebrightestm em bergalaxiesofoursam ple(Section 3.1)givessom e
physicaljusti�cation forthis approach. W e exclude the brightest galaxy from each group
beforethe�tand �nd thesteeperd log(L K s;200)/d log(M vir;200 )= 0.74+/-0.06,consistent
with thetrend detected by L04.

L04 also plotlog(M 200=LK s;200)vslog(M 200)and �titwith a logarithm ic slope ’ 0.3.
Ourslope,0.56�0.05issigni�cantly steeper(�gure9).Itisalsosteeperthan expected on the
basisofourM vir;200=LK s;200 vsLK s;200 relation.Onereason forthisapparentinconsistency is
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theweightingoferrorsin theparticularestim atoroftheregression lineweuse;thefractional
errorsin the m assare m uch largerthan the fractionalerrorsin the lum inosity biasing the
slope toward steeper values. Furtherm ore our error bars do not account for system atic
uncertaintiesand thusthe uncertainty in the slope isthusprobably largerthan im plied by
ourestim ated internalerrors. The shaded area in Figure 8 showsthatdi�erentestim ators
(Akritas & Bershady,1996) ofthe slopes ofM vir;200=LK s;200 vs LK s;200 for the expanded
sam ple have a largespread of(0.54,0.74).Thisrange ofslopesyieldsa range ofslopesfor
log(M 200=LK s;200)vslog(M 200)which overlapstheL04 result.

LikeL03,L04,and Rinesetal.(2004),ourresultsdi�erfrom thoseofKochanek etal.
(2003).L03 briey com m entthat,in principle,theirsam pleand theonebuiltby Kochanek
etal.(2003)should yield sim ilarresultsbutthattheL04estim atesofthephysicalproperties
ofindividualsystem s is m ore robustthatthe corresponding estim ates by Kochanek etal.
(2003).Ourselection ofsystem sism ore sim ilarto the procedure followed by L03 and L04
than tothestatisticalapproach based on structureform ation sim ulationstaken byKochanek
etal.(2003).Theindependentanalysesof55 system sin oursam ple,93 system sin theL04
sam ple,and the 9 CAIRNS clusters(Rinesetal. 2004)show thatthe increase ofthe NIR
m ass-to-lightratio with m ass appearsto be a robustproperty ofsystem s ofgalaxieswith
m assesranging from 7�1011 to 1.5�1015.

6. C onclusion

W eusea sam pleof55 groupsand 6 clustersofgalaxiesranging in m assfrom 7�1011 to
1.5�1015 toexam inethecorrelation oftheK s{band lum inosity with m assdiscovered by L03
and furtherinvestigated by L04 and Rinesetal.(2004).W e use com plete redshiftsurveys
ofthe55groupstoexploretheIR photom etricpropertiesofgroupsm em bersincluding their
IR colordistribution and LF.

Although we �nd no signi�cantdi�erence between the K s{band GLF and the general
�eld determ ination by Kochanek et al. (2001),we do �nd a di�erence between the color
distribution oflum inous group m em bers and their counterparts (generally background) in
the �eld. There is a signi�cant population oflum inous galaxies with ((H � K s) & 0.35)
which arerarely,ifever,m em bersofthegroupsin oursam ple.Them ostlum inousgalaxies
which populatethegroupshavea very narrow rangeofIR color.

Although weselectand analyzeourgroup sam plewith approachescom pletely di�erent
from those taken by L03 and L04,we �nd nearly the sam e dependence ofLK s;200 on M 200.
Them ass-to-lightratioofgroupsincreaseswith them assofthesystem .Outofthe55groups
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plus6 clustersweanalyze,only 9 system soverlap with theanalysesofL04.

W econclude,ashavepreviousinvestigatorsofthisissue,thatgalaxy form ation issup-
pressed or galaxy disruption is enhanced in m ore m assive system s. Ifdisruption is the
dom inantprocesswhich accountsforthe dependence ofm ass-to-lightratio on m ass,m ore
m assive system s should harborrelatively m ore di�use light. Recentsim ulations give som e
supportto thisproposal(M uranteetal.2004).

NeitherouranalysisnorthatofL03and L04takesintraclusterlightintoaccount.There
areno data which setinteresting lim itson intra-system lightasa function ofsystem m ass.
Thesechallenging observationswould bean im portantcontribution to theunderstanding of
galaxy form ation and evolution in galaxy system s.
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Table1. Basicdata for61 groupsin thesam ple.

G roup ID � (J2000) � (J2000) log10(M vir;200/h� 1M � ) log10(LK s;200/h
� 2LK s;� ) rsearch Com m ents Source

(h m s) (o 0 00) (h� 1 M pc)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)a (8)b

SRG b062 00 18 22.5 + 30 04 00 13.84� 0.13 12.03� 0.02 1.50 X M 99
SRG b063 00 21 11.1 + 22 18 56 13.62� 0.10 12.06� 0.02 1.50 X M G 04
SRG b102 01 25 55.8 + 01 49 27 13.90� 0.11 11.97� 0.06 1.50 X M G 04
N 664 01 44 02.7 + 04 19 02 - - 0.68 b ZM 88
SRG b119 01 56 13.8 + 05 35 12 13.79� 0.16 11.85� 0.08 1.50 X M 99
SRG b145 02 32 28.6 + 00 56 11 13.70� 0.17 11.78� 0.02 1.50 - M G 04
SRG b149 02 38 43.8 + 02 01 11 13.90� 0.12 12.09� 0.04 1.50 - M G 04
SRG b155 02 50 19.2 + 00 45 11 14.48� 0.17 11.96� 0.04 1.50 X M G 04
AW M 7 02 54 27.5 + 41 34 44 14.71� 0.06 12.40� 0.01 1.50 l,X K G 02
SRG b158 02 55 09.9 + 09 16 43 13.55� 0.16 11.89� 0.04 1.50 X M G 04
N 2563 08 20 24.4 + 21 05 46 13.57� 0.11 11.82� 0.03 0.62 l,X ZM 98
N RG b004 08 38 07.3 + 24 58 02 13.40� 0.17 11.96� 0.02 1.50 X M 99
N RG b007 08 50 29.9 + 36 29 13 - - 1.50 b M 99
N RG b025 09 13 37.3 + 29 59 58 14.05� 0.16 11.83� 0.05 1.50 X M 99
N RG s027 09 16 20.8 + 17 36 32 13.92� 0.13 12.15� 0.02 1.50 X M G 04
AW M 1 09 16 49.9 + 20 11 54 14.31� 0.10 12.20� 0.02 1.38 - K G 02
N RG b032 09 19 46.9 + 33 45 00 14.03� 0.12 12.12� 0.03 1.50 l,X M 99
M K W 1s 09 20 02.1 + 01 02 18 - - 0.47 b K G 02
N RG b043 09 28 16.2 + 29 58 08 13.29� 0.14 11.58� 0.06 1.50 - M 99
N RG B045 09 33 25.6 + 34 02 52 - - 1.50 b,X M 99
N RG b057 09 42 23.2 + 36 06 37 12.59� 0.54 11.27� 0.10 1.50 X M 99
SS2b144 09 49 59.9 { 05 02 48 12.87� 0.24 11.50� 0.07 1.50 - M G 04
H 42 10 00 13.1 { 19 38 24 13.07� 0.13 11.52� 0.13 0.49 X ZM 98
M K W 1 10 00 30.3 { 02 58 10 13.76� 0.13 11.58� 0.03 0.94 X K G 02
N RG s076 10 06 52.4 + 14 27 31 15.01� 0.15 12.29� 0.02 1.50 X M G 04
N RG b078 10 14 01.8 + 38 56 09 13.77� 0.11 12.00� 0.04 1.50 - M G 04
N RG s110 10 59 09.9 + 10 00 31 14.12� 0.15 12.31� 0.02 1.50 X M G 04
N RG s117 11 10 42.9 + 28 41 38 14.65� 0.07 12.56� 0.01 1.50 l,X M 99
N RG s127 11 21 34.2 + 34 15 31 13.08� 0.24 12.29� 0.04 1.50 - M 99
SS2b164 11 23 15.8 { 07 51 30 13.78� 0.14 11.79� 0.04 1.50 X M G 04
M K W 10 11 42 23.7 + 10 15 51 12.42� 0.63 11.63� 0.07 0.70 X K G 02
N RG s156 11 45 33.3 + 33 14 46 13.48� 0.31 11.94� 0.05 1.50 X M G 04
M K W 4 12 04 27.2 + 01 53 43 14.24� 0.11 12.16� 0.03 1.26 l,X K G 02
M K W 4s 12 06 38.9 + 28 10 26 14.19� 0.13 12.08� 0.05 1.50 l,X K G 02
N RG b181 12 07 35.5 + 31 26 32 - - 1.50 b M 99
N RG b184 12 08 55.9 + 25 17 33 13.79� 0.11 11.98� 0.01 1.50 X M G 04
AW M 2 12 15 37.6 + 23 58 55 13.60� 0.14 11.69� 0.04 0.99 - K G 02
N 4325 12 23 18.2 + 10 37 19 13.42� 0.16 11.45� 0.06 0.95 X ZM 98
H 62 12 52 57.9 { 09 09 26 13.85� 0.10 11.89� 0.02 0.56 l,X ZM 98
N RG s241 13 20 27.3 + 33 12 01 14.18� 0.10 12.27� 0.01 1.50 X M G 04
N RG b244 13 23 57.9 + 14 02 37 13.43� 0.14 11.85� 0.06 1.50 X M 99
N RG b247 13 29 25.7 + 11 45 21 13.92� 0.13 12.03� 0.02 1.50 X M 99
N RG b251 13 34 25.3 + 34 41 25 13.50� 0.24 11.88� 0.06 1.50 a,X M 99
SS2b239 13 48 51.5 { 07 26 59 13.62� 0.12 11.87� 0.08 1.50 X M G 04
M K W 5 14 00 37.4 { 02 51 29 13.28� 0.15 11.71� 0.05 0.78 - K G 02
M K W 12 14 02 48.0 + 09 19 40 13.24� 0.15 11.82� 0.02 1.19 - K G 02
AW M 3 14 28 12.7 + 25 50 39 13.56� 0.10 11.42� 0.05 1.34 X K G 02
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Table1| Continued

G roup ID � (J2000) � (J2000) log10(M vir;200/h� 1M � ) log10(LK s;200/h
� 2LK s;� ) rsearch Com m ents Source

(h m s) (o 0 00) (h� 1 M pc)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)a (8)b

N RG b302 14 28 29.8 + 11 29 20 13.62� 0.11 11.86� 0.02 1.50 X M G 04
M K W 8 14 40 42.9 + 03 27 53 13.87� 0.13 12.18� 0.02 0.81 l K G 02
N RG s317 14 47 05.3 + 13 39 46 13.70� 0.13 11.99� 0.02 1.50 X M 99
N 5846 15 05 47.0 + 01 34 25 - - 0.24 c,X ZM 98
AW M 4 16 04 56.8 + 23 55 58 13.84� 0.16 11.90� 0.06 0.56 l,X K G 02
N RG s385 16 17 43.9 + 34 58 00 14.39� 0.08 12.28� 0.01 1.50 X M G 04
AW M 5 16 57 58.0 + 27 51 16 14.16� 0.08 12.41� 0.03 0.73 X K G 02
H 90 22 02 31.4 { 32 04 58 12.94� 0.13 11.46� 0.06 0.33 X ZM 98
SRG b009 22 14 46.0 + 13 50 30 13.97� 0.12 11.97� 0.02 1.50 X M 99
SRG b013 22 50 21.1 + 11 34 47 14.21� 0.13 12.06� 0.02 1.50 X M G 04
SRG b016 22 58 45.9 + 26 00 05 13.71� 0.10 12.13� 0.04 1.50 X M 99
N 7582 23 18 54.5 { 42 18 28 11.83� 0.49 11.30� 0.07 0.21 - ZM 98
SRG b037 23 29 57.6 + 03 40 56 14.02� 0.15 11.41� 0.05 1.50 - M G 04
SS2b312 23 47 51.6 { 02 20 16 13.36� 0.22 11.70� 0.04 1.50 X M G 04

N ote.| Colum ns:(1)N am e;(2)R ightA scension;(3)D eclination;(4)V irialm asswithin R 200;(5)K s-band lum inosity within R 200;
(6) Search radius;(7) Com m ents;(8)R eference fordata source.

aSym bols for Colum n (7): a: �200 = 1:3�; b: < 5 m em bers brighter than K s;lim within R 200;c: R 200 � 3R search;l: object in
com m on with L04;X :extended X {ray em ission.

bSym bols for Colum n (8): M 99: M ahdaviet al. 1999;M G 04: M ahdavi& G eller 2004;ZM 98: Zabludo� & M ulchaey 1998;K G 02:
K oranyi& G eller2002.

Table2. Basicdata forsix Abellclusters.

G roup ID � (J2000) � (J2000) log10(M vir;200/h� 1M � ) log10(LK s;200/h
� 2LK s;� ) rsearch Source

(h m s) (o 0 00) (h� 1 M pc)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)a

A 496 04 33 35.2 { 13 14 45 14.61� 0.06 12.66� 0.01 1.50 R 03
A 539 05 16 32.1 + 06 26 31 14.67� 0.06 12.52� 0.01 1.50 R 03
A 1367 11 44 36.2 + 19 46 19 14.70� 0.06 12.65� 0.01 1.50 R 03
A 1644 12 57 11.6 { 17 24 34 15.19� 0.06 13.03� 0.04 1.50 T01
A 1656 (Com a) 12 59 31.9 + 27 54 10 15.02� 0.03 13.01� 0.01 1.50 R 03
A 2199 16 28 39.5 + 39 33 00 14.68� 0.06 12.71� 0.01 1.50 R 03

N ote. | Colum ns: (1) N am e;(2) R ight A scension;(3) D eclination;(4) V irialm ass within R 200;(5) K s-band lum inosity
within R 200;(6)Search radius;(7)R eference fordata source.

aSym bolsforColum n (7): R 03:R ines etal.2003;T01: Tustin etal.2001.
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Fig.1.| (J � K s)colordistribution ofm em bers(solid line)and non-m em bers(dot-dashed
line). The four panels (I to IV) are for galaxies ofdecreasing lum inosity: from galaxies
brighterthan the �rstquartile ofthe absolute m agnitude distribution (classI)to galaxies
fainterthan thethird quartile(classIV).
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Fig.2.| (J � K s)colorvsabsolutem agnitudeofm em bers(�lled circles)and non-m em bers
(em pty circles).Galaxiesarethosebrighterthan the�rstquartileoftheabsolutem agnitude
distribution (classI).Thesizesofthecirclesareproportionalto theredshifts(largercircles
representm oredistantobjects).
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Fig.3.| Color-colordiagram forthebrightestgalaxies(classI).Dotsrepresentm em bers,
crossesarenon-m em bers.Thearrow representsthereddening vector.
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Fig.4.| Redshiftdistribution ofm em bers(solid line)and non-m em bers(dot-dashed line).
The fourpanels(Ito IV)are forgalaxiesofdecreasing lum inosity: from galaxiesbrighter
than the �rst quartile ofthe absolute m agnitude distribution (class I) to galaxies fainter
than thethird quartile(classIV).
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Fig. 5.| Total\observed" histogram (dotted line) ofabsolute m agnitudes ofm em bers,
H o(� M ),and total\expected" histogram H e(� M )(solid line)com puted fora SchecterLF
with the best�tparam eters(M �

K s
;�)bf = (-23.55,-0.84). These valuesare m arked with a

dotin theinset.Theinsetalso shows1-� and 2-� c.l.contours.
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Fig.6.| Best�tparam eters(dots)and 1-�,2-� c.l.contoursobtained forasinglesim ulated
system with (M �

K s
;�)= (-23.4,-1.1)within a given absolute m agnitude lim it,M K s;lim ;sim .

PanelsA to D areforM K s;lim ;sim = -22.0,-21,-19.,and -17.0 respectively.
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Fig. 7.| log(LK s;200)vslog(M vir;200)forthe \core" sam ple of36 groupsfrom M ahdaviet
al.(1999)and M ahdavi& Geller(2004).Thelinerepresentstherelation ofequation 3.



{ 37 {

12 13 14 15
10

11

12

13

14

Fig. 8.| log(LK s;200) vs log(M vir;200) for the \expanded" sam ple of55 groups and the 6
clustersofRinesetal.(2003)and Tustin etal.(2001)(black dots).Thelinesrepresentthe
relationsforthe\core" sam ple(dotted line),forthe\expanded" sam ple(solid line),and for
thesam ple including both the \expanded" sam ple and the 6 clustersofRinesetal.(2003)
and Tustin et al. (2001) (thick solid line). The dashed line is L04 relation. The shaded
area indicatestheregion between the two extrem e estim atorsoftherelation forthe \core"
sam ple.Theletter\X" m arksthelum inosity and X{ray m assofNRGb045.
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Fig. 9.| log(M vir;200=LK s;200)vslog(M vir;200)forthe \expanded" sam ple of55 groupsand
the6clustersofRinesetal.(2003)and Tustin etal.(2001)(black dots).Thelinerepresents
therelation ofequation 6.


