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ABSTRACT

W e use a sam pl of 55 groups and 6 clusters of galaxies ranging In m ass from
7 10"M tol5 10"™M toexam inethe correlation oftheK ¢ {band lum mosity
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w ith m ass discovered by Lin et al. (2003). W e use the 2M A SS catalog and pub—
lished redshifts to construct com plkte m agnitude Iin ited redshift surveys of the
groups. From these surveys we explore the IR photom etric properties of groups
m em bers ncluding their IR color distribution and lum nosity function. A though
we nd no signi cant di erence between the group K ¢ um nosity fiinction and
the general eld, there is a di erence between the color distribution of lum i-
nous group m em bers and their counterparts (generally background) in the eld.
T here is a signi cant population of lum nous galaxieswih H-K ) & 035 which
are rarely, if ever, m em bers of the groups in our sam ple. The m ost lum inous
galaxies which populate the groups have a very narrow range of IR color. O ver
the entire m ass range covered by our sam ple, the K ; lum inosity increases w ith
massasLg, / M %% 99 inplying that the m assto-light ratio .n the K ;{band
Increasesw ith m ass. T he agreem ent betw een this result and earlier investigations
of essentially non-overbpping sets of system s show s that this w indow In galaxy
fom ation and evolution is Insensitive to the selection of the system s and to the
details of the m ass and lum inosity com putations.

Sub¥ct headings: galaxies: clusters | Infrared: galaxies

1. Introduction

In the low redshift universe, m ost galaxies reside in groups G ott and Tumer 1977;
G regory and Thom pson 1978; Faber and G allagher 1979; Huchra & Geller 1982; Ram ella et
al. 1997; Ram ella et al. 1999). Thus, in spie ofthe di culty of detem ining the dynam ical
and photom etric properties of these offten sparse system s, they have served as a m easure of
the universal m assto-light ratio Faber & G allagher 1979; Ramella et al. 1997; Tudker et
al. 2000; Bahcallet al. 2000; C arberg et al. 2001).

Early studies of groups of galaxies are based prim arily on surveys drawn from the
Zw icky catalog (Zw icky et al. 1961-1968). P roblem s Incluiding the am allnum ber of cbserved
m em bers, the membership assignm ent itself, and non-uniform photom etry led to a large
Soread in group m ass-to-light ratioseven ifthem edian was robust to them yriad observational
problem s. G roups thus provided one of the routes to an estin ate of the universal m ean
coan ological m ass density, , . Because both the system atic and Intemal random errors
In m assto-light ratio detemm ination were large, there was little consideration of either the
presence or the I pact of group (cluster) m ass-to-light ratios that vary w ith m ass.

A s both photom etric and redshift surveys have increased in size and quality, re ned
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analyses ofthe data have revealed a potentialdependence ofthem assto-light ratio of system s
on the system m ass and/or velocity dispersion. G irardiet al. (2000) and later G irardiet al.
(2002) usad heterogeneous data to dem onstrate a dependence of blue m assto-light ratio on
mass,M =Ly / M %17 923 Bahcall& Comerford (2002) derive an analogous dependence of
M =Ly on X {ray tem perature which they attribute to di erences in the ages of the stellar
population for galaxies in groups of di erent m ass. The decrease in the fraction of star-
form ing galaxies with the m ass or velocity dispersion of groups appeared to support the
argum ent that the variation in m assto-light ratio with m ass was a population e ect (see
eg.Biviano et al. 1997; Koranyi& Geller 2002; Balogh et al. 2004).

Recent analyses by Lin et al. (2003 (LO3 hereafter), 2004 (L04 hereafter)) of system s
of galaxies based on X {ray data for m ass determ mnation and TwoM icron A 1ESky Survey
(M A SS, Jarrett et al. 2000) data for um nosity determ ination suggest a profoundly di erent
Interpretation ofthem ass dependence ofgroup m ass-to-light ratios. L03 show thatM =Ly _ /
M 031 009 sreeperthan, but consistent w ith, the earlier B band relations. R ineset al. (2004)
nd a sim ilar dependence ofK ¢ m ass-to-light ratio on system m ass and/or velocity dispersion
In their study of nihe very weltobserved clusters of galaxies. T heir m ass estin ates depend
on the dynam ics of the cluster galaxy population.

T he variation In Infrared color w ith changes in stellar population ismuch an aller than
the analogous variation in optical bands. Thus, if the m ass dependence were a population
e ect, one would expect a shallower K ¢ relation. L03 and L04 suggest that the dependence
ofK ¢ m assto-light ratio on m ass provides a new window on the galaxy form ation process.
T hey suggest that the dependence results from lower e ciency and/ore cient disruption of
galaxies In m assive system s.

In contrast with L.03, LO4 and Rines et al. (2004), K ochanek et al. (2003) use 2M A SS
data to argue that m ass-to-light ratios are essentially Independent of system m ass, consistent
w ith the historical perception that them ass-to-light ratios ofgroups are roughly independent
of the m ass of the system . The explanation of the di erence between the L03, L04 and
Kochanek et al. (2003) resuls is unclear, but the approaches they take to the the problem
arevery di erent. L03 and L 04 analyze sets of system sweltcbserved in the X {ray. K ochanek
et al. (2001) use N-body sim ulations to guide their broad statistical analysis based on a
m atched Ier algorithm . They use dynam icalm ethods and calbration to X {ray data to
estin ate m asses.

Here we take an approach in between that of 1L03, L.04, and K ochanek et al. (2003) to
Investigate the dependence of K ¢ {band m assto-light ratios on the m ass of the system . W e
com pile a set of system s Initially sslected from a com plete redshift survey w ith subsequent
desper spectrosoopic surveys M ahdaviet al. 1999; M ahdavi& Geller 2004). M ost of these
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system s (out not all) have associated extended X {ray em ission M ahdaviet al 2000). W e
use the com plete redshift surveys as a basis form ass estin ation. W e supplem ent our sam ple
w ith other optically identi ed system s to enlarge the sam ple. T he dependence of K  {band
m assto-light ratio on m ass agrees very wellw ith the results of LO3 and L04.

103 and L 04 use statisticalbackground subtraction ratherthan redshift surveysto assess
system m embership. W e exam ine this procedure by studying the photom etric properties of
group m em bers and non-group galaxies. A though we nd a substantial color 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 our discussion of the K ¢ properties of groups w ith a discussion of the group
catalog and the construction of a com plete m agnitude lim ited redshift list for each group
using the 2M A SS catalog (Section 2). Section 3 discusses the infrared photom etric properties
of groupsm em bers. Section 3.1 is a discussion of the IR colors of groupsm em bers and non—
m em bers (generally background). W e discuss the K ¢ {band lum inosity function (LF) ofthe
groups In our sam ple in Section 32. In Section 4 we Investigate the dependence ofK ¢ light
as a function ofthem ass of the system as detem ined from the viraltheorem . W e com pare
the results of Section 4 with L.03, .04, and Rines et al. (2004) in Section 5 and we conclude
in Section 6. T hroughout this paperwe use Hy = 100h km sec ! Mpc *.

2. The G roup Catalog and G roup M em bership

The 2M A SS extended source catalog (Jarrett et al. 2000; 2M A SS) provides uniform
photom etry over the entire sky potentially enabling a uniform ocom parison ofthe photom etric
and dynam icalproperties of system s ofgalaxies K ochanek et al. 2003; 1.03; L04). To cbtann
estin ates of system m ass and K ¢ {band lum inosity, we com pik a set of poor system s which
are wellsam pled In redshift space.

W e select our group and cluster sam ple from existing catalogs. W e use galaxy redshifts
In 39 wellsam pled groups M ahdaviet al. 1999; M ahdavi & Geller 2004). These system s
constitute our "core" sam ple because they were selected and cbserved In a hom ogenecusw ay.
G roups In this sam ple were identi ed in an unbiased way from com plete, m agnitude lim ited
redshift-surveys (CfA2 and SSRS2). Subsequently M ahdavi et al. (1999) and M ahdavi
& Geller (2004) m easured redshifts to a desper m agnitude lin it within a profcted radius
Reearcn = 15h ' M pc. W e supplem ent this sam ple w ith 8 groups from Zabludo & M ulchaey
(1998) and 14 AW M /M KW poor clusters from K oranyié& Geller (2002). Table 1 lists these
6l system s.
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These 61 system s are at low redshift (cz . 12,000 km s 1y and soan a three-order-of-
m agniude range in m ass. M ost of our systam s have extended X {ray am ission, certifying
their reliability asphysical system s. Thirty (77% ) ofthe M ahdaviet al. (1999, 2004) groups
are associated w ith extended X {ray eam ission as are 6 (75% ) of the Zabludo & M ulchaey
(1998) and 8 (57% ) oftheKoranyié& G eller (2002) system s. T he groups not associated w ith
extended X {ray sourcesm ay be below the current detection thresholds.

To obtain an estin ate of the group lum inosity we use the K . {band 20 m ag arcsec ?
isophotal ducial elliptical aperture m agnitudes from 2M A SS.

W euse thesm agnitudes follow ing Jarrett (2003; the FAQ sheet forthe 2M A SS E xtended
Source C atalog (http://spiderdpac.calttech edu/sta /Rrrett/2m ass/X SC/ “arrett X SC prim er.
htm 1) who em phasizes that "the isophotal elliptical m agnitudes provide accurate colors for
galaxies of all sizes" while still "capturing m ost of the integrated ux (80-90% )"

Foreach system from M ahdavietal. (1999) and M ahdavié& Geller (2004), we sslect all
galaxies in the 2M A SS extended source catalog (Jarrett et al. 2000) which iewithin 1.5h *
M pc of the center listed In Table 1. For system s observed by Zabludo & M ulchaey (1999)
and Koranyi & Geller (2002) we ssarch the 2M A SS catalog to the radius listed n Tabk 1.

W e match these 2M ASS galaxies with the galaxy redshift list for each group. For
redshifts from M ahdaviet al. (1999, 2004), Zabludo & M ulchaey (1999), and K oranyi &
Geller (2002) we take the m embership assignm ents given by these authors. W e searched
NED ! foraddiionalm embers of each group. W e include additional galaxies asm em bers if
the redshift iswihin 3  (the velocity dispersion w ithin the lin iing search radiis In Tabl
1) of the group m ean redshift. This procedure yields 90 additional redshifts including 29
additionalm em bers. T hese Jast redshifts enable us to extend the com pleteness lin it of each
group redshift survey to a fainter lim it.

W e rank system m embers according to their K ¢ m agnitude and identify the faintest
m agnitude K g;iim joom plete fOr which the group redshift survey is com plete. Because the sub-
samplesK s K gim jeom plete are, I s0m € cases, rather an all, we increase the m agnitude lin it
as much as possbl by requiring that at m ost one galaxy w ithout a redshift is included
w ithin K 5,5, - The inclusion of a singlke galaxy w ithout a m easured redshift does produce a
substantial gain in the sam pling of 39 groups. W ih this procedure, our individual group
surveysreach 03 m agnitudes fainter and we include a totalof200 (101) additionalgalaxies
fmn embers). In six cases we add m ore than ten galaxies to individual groups. O ur apparent

1The NASA /IPAC Extragalactic D atabase (NED ) is operated by the Jet P ropulsion Laboratory, C ali-
fomia Institute of Technology, under contract w ith the N ational A eronautics and Space A dm nistration.
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m agnitude lin its are in the range 1083 K s;iim joompete 1345, with a large fraction close
to Kg = 130 median K gm jeom pete = 1285, with interquartile range iqr = 22). The
corresponding absolute m agnitude Iim tspeak at M g jeom plete = 213 with igr. = 04.

W e assign them ean redshift ofthe group to the single galaxy w ithout spectroscopy and
verify that the Inclusion/exclision ofthis galaxy from the m em ber list does not alter any of
our resuls signi cantly. In the analysis below we use the sam ples Iim ited to K 5,4, -

T he physical quantities we investigate are them ass and total im inosity in the K ¢ {band
within some ducial radius. To obtain a physically m eaningfiil and stabl estin ate of the
radiis, we use R 50, the radius enclosing an overdensity 200 .4 (z) Carberg et al. 1997),
where .4 (z) the crtical density for an E instein —de Sitter universe at redshift z.

O ur system s are not rich enough fora reliable ttoam odeldensity pro ke (eg. Navarro
et al. 1997; NFW ).W e thus assum e that the groups are in viralequilbriuim and that their
m ass Increases lnearly wih the radius, r. Under these conditions (Carberg et al. 1997),
R0 = 3 (1+z) *?=(10H,)wherewecompute from allthem ember galaxiesw ithin the
Iim iting search radius (Tablk 1) irrespective ofK ¢ m agnitude ofthe galaxies. T hisprocedure

is sim ilar to the one em ployed by Carberg et al. (1997) for clusters.

The velocity dispersion pro ls of groups of galaxies vary. M ahdavi et al. (1999),
M ahdavi & Geller (2004), and Koranyi & Geller (2002) show that the velocity dispersion
pro ks may be rising, 2lling or at. As a resul of these variations, there is, iIn general,
a dierence between and g, the velocity dispersion within R 09 . H owever, the m edian
di erencebetween and ;o0 isnegligble: them edian relative di erence is4% w ith a narrow
4% interquartilke range. In the worst case (m arked \a" in Tablk 1) the di erence is 30% , In
few other cases the di erence is about 20% , and In all other cases it ismuch less.

Themedian Ryp 38 Ro0omeqian = 0.7 h ' M pc with an interquartile range of 018 h *
M pc. W e compute a viralm ass within Ryt M yipo0 = 3G ' Rago  200°. There are ve
systam s with fewer than ve m embers brighter than K g, within R,p0. W e exclude these
system s m arked \b" in Tablk 1) from furtheranalysis. W e also exclude an additional system
where R,qq is one third of its search radius (m arked \c" in Tablk 1). W e retain four other
groups that have R o slightly larger than their search radius. T he total sam ple we analyze
then contains 55 system s; 35 of these system s nclude a single galaxy w ithout redshift. The

nalgroup sam ple contains a totalof 1192 (955) galaxies (m enbers).
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3. The Infrared P roperties of G roup M em bers

The three IR bands of the 2M A SS survey allow Investigation of the IR oolors and
m agnitudes of 1200 galaxies w thin the com plkte redshift surveys of our 55 groups. In
Section 3.1 we exam Ine the color distribution of galaxies In groups as a function of absolute
m agnitude and com pare these distributions w ith the non-m em bers (generally background
galaxies).

K s{band spectrosoopy of nearby star-form ing spiral galaxies revealsa 20% ocontribu-
tion to the K ¢ {band lum nosity from 1000 K dust (Jam es and Seigar 1999). W e thus explore
nhfrared colorcolor diagram s for the group and \ eld" galaxies to assess the in portance of
extinction and/or dust em ission as a contrbutor to the K ¢ {band light from galaxy groups.

In Section 32 we consider the constraints our group redshift surveys place on the group
Jum inosity and we com pare the group lum inosity function G LF ) w ith the LF forthe \general
eld" detemm ined by K ochanek et al. (2001) and Cok et al. (2001).

3.1. The infrared C olor D istributions and C olor-C olor D iagram s

O ur sam ple of 55 groups contains 955 group m em bers and 237 non-m em ber galaxiesw ith
m agniudes m easured In allthreebands, J, H and K5, andwith K3 K g, - W e com pute
the absolute m agnitude In the K s{band, M  _, and derive the quartiles of the distribution
ofMk,.: Q1= 2360,Q0, = 22.76,and Q3 = 22.08. To exam Ine the color distributions
ofm em bers and non-m em bers we ssparate galaxies into four classes of absolute m agnitude
Mg, < Q1,01 Mk, < Q2,0 Mk, < Qz,and Mg, Q3 are intervals I, II, 11T,
and IV respectively). W e show below that K -corrections have a negligble e ect on these
distributions.

The four panels of Figure 1 show histogram s ofthe (0 K ) color ofm em ber galaxies
(solid line) and ofthe non-m em bers (dot-dashed line) in each absolute m agnitude bin (thin
Iine).

The m ost striking features of the histogram s are: a) the very narrow peak of the color
histogram of the (Intrinsically) brightest m em ber galaxies In panel I (igx. = 0.02), and b)
them arked di erence between the color distributions of these intrinsically um inousm em ber
and non-m enber galaxies (panel I). The di erence between m em bers and non-m enbers is
still apparent In panel IT but disappears for the Intrinsically fainter galaxies In panels ITT
and IV . Low lum inosity non-m embers are rare In these m agnitude lin ted samples. The
distrdoution of colors for the entire sam ple in each absolute m agniude range (M em bers and
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non-m embers) shifts blueward for Intrinsically less lum nous galaxies. This e ect is the
sam e as the one observed by Col et al. (2001) in their analysis of 2M A SS properties of
galaxies In a sam plk extracted from the 2dF redshift survey.

Figure 2 shows another view of the narrow peak in the (0 Kg) oolor distrbution
formembers in quartile I as a function ofM g, . The black dots denote m em ber galaxies;
the circles denote the non-m em bers. The symbol size is proportional to the redshift of the
group. Ingoection of the Second ST ScI D igitized Sky Survey (M cLean et al. 2000; D SS)
In ages show s that m ost of these lum lnous m em bers are early type galaxies. A 1l but one
group, SRGb037, contrbute m embers to this high lum inosity bin. This group has average
optical properties (ie. , redshift, number of m embers), but its brightest member is a
soiralw ith ordinary infrared colors. T his group has not been detected as an extended X {ray
source.

Figure 3 show s the colorcolor diagram for the classT galaxies (crosses represent eld
galaxies, black dots aremembers). Themedian (0 H ) oolr ofthe m embers and non—
members are coincident, 0 H ) neqian = 0.72, with very sin ilar rst and third quartiles:
(0.70,0.73) and (0.68,0.77) for m embers and non-m em bers repectively. In contrast, the
H Kg) oolorofthe non-m emnbers is signi cantly redder than form em bers. M em bers have
amedian H Ks)mem median = 029 with quartiles (027,031);non-menbershave H Kjy)
non mem median = 040 with quartiles (0.35,047). The rst quartike of the #H K ) color
distribution of non-m em bers is redder than the third quartile of the #H K ) distribbution
form em bers.

T he four panels of F igure 4 show the redshift distribbutions ofm em bers (solid line) and
non-m embers (dot-dashed line) in the ourm agniude bins, from I (m ost um inous 25% ) to
IV (least Jum inous 25% ). A sexpected, the di erence In redshift distrioution is im pressive for
the m ost um inous quartile and essentially absent for the least lum inous. In quartile I, the
m em bershave am edian redshift ofz;, ¢gian = 0.026 w ith an nterquartilke range igx. = 0.004;
forthe non-m em bers, them edian redshift is z; cgian = 0.073 w ith a m uch broader distridbution
than that forthem embers, igx. = 0.017. The di erence In m edian redshift decreases as the
Intrinsic um inosity decreases. T he additional 360 m em bers and 384 non-m em bers ainter
than K g, show the sam e behavior.

W e can understand the presence of lum nous red galaxies am ong the non-m em bers by
com paring the colorcolor diagram of Figure 3 wih Figure 1 of Hunt et al. (2002) who
exam ine the e ect ofhot dust (¢ 600 K { 1000 K) on near nfrared colors. The #H Ky)
oolor can be red as a result of dust extinction and/or dust em ission. The arrow in Figure 3
show s the reddening vector.
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Hunt et al. (2002) use L {band photom etry to ssparate the e ect of hot dust em ission
from extinction. Forequaloontributionsto theK ¢ {band lum inosity from the quiescent stellar
population and hot em itting dust, Hunt et al. (2002) com pute that the #H K ) color of
galaxies can approach H K) =10. Extinction a ects (J H ) more than #H Kg):
galaxies w ith extinction as arge asAy / 50 have 0 H) '’ 13 but\onk" H Kg) '’
06.

Based on theoretical and observed m edian colors and the soread of the stellar popu-—
lations of nom al galaxies, galaxies redder than #H K ) =035 require a contribution to
the K g{band lum mnosity from dust extinction/dust em ission Hunt et al. 2002; Hunt &
G ovanardi1992; G jovanardi& Hunt 1988; Fioc & Rocca-Voln erange 1999).

W e translate the Im i #H Ks) = 035 to the median redshift, z, cqian = 0.08, of
non-m em ber galaxies by taking the evolutionary—and K -correction into account (P oggianti
1997). W e ignore the details of the color transform ations between Hunt et al. standard
colors and 2M A SS oolors. The few hundredths of m agnitude resulting from color trans—
formm ations have no substantive e ect on our com parison wih Hunt et al. results (see
http//www astro.caltech edu/ inc/2m ass/v3/ transform ations/ for the 2M A SS transfor-
m ations).

In soite of the di erences In redshift distribution, galaxy evolution and K -correction
m ake a negligble contrbution to the color di erence between lum inous m em bers and non—
members. The brightest m em bers have infrared ocolors typical of ellpticals (0 Kg) t
0.9). In the m odels of Poggianti (1997) the typical correction for bandw idth and evolution
is 0 K. 005and themaximum (J K ) . 0:d forthe reddest and m ost distant
galaxies. These color corrections can not bring the color distributions Into agreem ent.

A recent spectroscopic survey of 2ZMASS cbfctswih J Kg) > 12 and K < 15
shows that 63 0.9% ofthe cbfcts are AGNs Francis et al. 2004). M ost of these AGN s
are fainter than K¢ = 13 and their average redshift is 023, well In excess of the lin its of
our background redshift distribution  igure 4). W e conclude that AGN s do not m ake a
signi cant contrbution tothe H K ) & 045 population in our sam ple.

C olor gradients w thin galaxies cannot be responsible for the um nous red badkground
population. Them ost um nousbackground galaxies are typically at z © 0.1; group m em bers
areatz’ 0.03. The ratio ofthe (1+ z)* coan ological dinm ing factors between background

2. Thus the colbors are

and member galaxies is ’ 13 corresoonding to / 03 m ag arcsec
not com puted w ithin a constant physical aperture. Based on previous Investigations (eg.
Pelktieret al. 1990; Temdrup et al. 1994; Jarrett et al. 2003) thisdi erence hasno practical

consequences for our color analysis because: a) the di erence in physical radius is sm all (less
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than 10% ), b) the color gradients at ourphysical radiiare very small J K) < 01 Porall
galaxy types.

Furthem ore there are 16 badkground galaxies in our sam ple of bright galaxies that are
redderthan (J Kg)= 1.1 and with redshifts in the range 14000 km s ! < cz < 19000 km
s ! . These 16 galaxies are 20% ofthe population ofbright background galaxies redder than
(J Kg)= 11.Becaus the redshift di erence between these galaxies and group m em bers
is an all, the varying physical aperture of the isophotal K sm agniude cannot be the source
of the cbserved distance/oolor e ect.

M ostofourgalaxieswih #H Kg) & 0.45 probably owe their color to hot dust em ission
rather than extinction because none of these galaxies have a red enough (0 H ) & 1.0.
T he substantial presence of galaxies w ith em ission from hot dust am ong the non-m em ber
galaxies is a M aln quist-type selction bias. At the larger redshifts typical of the lum inous
non-m em bers, the reddest galaxies are brighter than the m agnitude lim it as a result of the
contrbutions from hot dust em ission. W ithout the probable contribution from hot dust, 22%
of the brightest non-m em ber galaxies would not enter our K ¢ m agnitude lim ited sam ple.

The mmpact of dust on #H K ) oolors has received little attention in the literature
to date even though the e ect is apparent In 2M A SS redshift surveys (eg. Figure 5 In
http i/ /www Jpac.caltech edu/2m ass/releases/sam pler/sam plerhtm 1). The combined e ect
of extinction and hot dust em ission on the # K ) galaxy color deserves further inves—
tigation. A proper study requires L {band observations to discrin nate between extinction
and dust am ission. Tt is Interesting that very few galaxies with very red H K ) oolors
are m em bers of nearby groups; at the bright end of the GLF essentially all of the galaxies
have standard early-type colors. W e conclude that although em ission from hot dust does
a ect the H K ) colors of som e lum Inous star-form ng galaxies, lum nous galaxies w ith
H Kg) & 035 are not typicalm em bers of groups In the local universe.

32. The G roup Lum inosity Function and G roup Lum inosities

The groups In our sample contain 955 members wih absolute m agniudes, m ostly
brighter than M, = 21.50. W e Investigate the constraints that this sam pl places on
the GLF and ask whether the GLF param eters are consistent with the 2M ASS eld LF
derived by K ochanek et al. (2001). Exploration of the LF param eters is in portant because
the values of these param eters In uence our estin ates of total group lum inosities.

The groups In our sam plk have di erent com plteness 1im its in absolute m agnitude,
and di erent richnesses. The richnesses are Iow (@ m edian of 15 m em bers per group) and
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absolute m agnitude lin its are bright (usually M ¢ um -  21:50). It is thus in possble to
detem ine ndividual G LFs. The an all num ber of m em bers does not even allow for robust
nom alizations necessary to com bine our groups into a total, or com posite, LF .

W e can however use the total sam ple to derive som e constraints. The total number
of galaxies In the groups s Ny = 955. From all of these ob ects, we construct a total
\cbserved" histogram , H,( 4 ). The total number of galaxies is i Ho( u ) = 955, the
total num ber of groups S N groups = 55, and the bin size is y = 02 m ag. This histogram
is the dotted histogram In F igure 5.

N ext we consider a grid in the Schechter (1976) fiinction param eter space. At each node
ofthe grid we com pute an \expected" histogram H.( y ). Thegrid consistsof50 50 nodes
w ithin the param eter region de ned by 24:60< Mg _< 2200and 140< < 04#40.

For the i-th group, we sam plk the Schechter function W ith the param eters of the grid-
nodes) within the absolute m agnitude range 26.0 Mg, Mk . im ;ir Where M ¢ i ;1 IS
the com pleteness lin it of group i. The sam pling of each Schechter function is extensive
enough (We repeat each sam pling 1000 tin es) to provide a fair representation ofthe Schechter
function itself. W e then nom alize each sam ple of the Schechter function to the observed
num ber of galaxies, Ny en ;i, and build Ho (v ) by summ Ing the N 4,405 Sam ples.

We compare Ho( v ) to Ho( v ) and jadge the agreement with a 2 t. Figure 5

show s the histogram  (thick solid Iine) corresponding to thebest tparameters M y ; Jpr =
(2355, -0.84). The inset In Figure 5 show s the 1-and 2— oon dence level contours around
thebest t M _; )ue.Based onthe ?valie, °_,;= 27 ,we do not refct the hypothesis
that the Schechter LF is the parent distribution of the cbserved lum nosities. T he value of
My isclose to the K ochanek et al. (2001) value of 234 (and w ithin the 1- ¢l contour).
However, the value = 084 isfarfrom = 11 Kochanek et al. 2001) and outside the
2- c.l ocontour.

Thehigh valuieof we nd isnot surprising. T he sam pling ofthe systam s is too shallow
to constrain  ; much fainter lin its are necessary for a proper constraint. W e evaluate the
necessary depth below .

For My _; )= (2355,-0.84), the group lum nosities are, on average, (8 6)% fainter
than with (234, -11).M ost ofthe 8% di erence results from the poorly constrained . If
we chose M _; )= (2355 -11) we dbtain lum inosities di ering by only 3 3)% from
those computed with My ; ) = (234, -11). Even the 8% di erence is sn all com pared
w ith other uncertainties and it does not a ect the slope of the relation between K ¢ {band
Jum nosity and m ass (Section 4).
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To better understand the prcblem of constraining , we use the simulation to assess
the m agnitude 1im it we must reach to obtaln a reliable estin ate of the param eter  from
the sam pling of a \true" Schechter LF . W e generate a single sim ulated system by sam pling
a Schedchter function wih ™ )= (234,-11) wihin a given absolute m agnitude lim it,
M % _im ;sim - W € then apply our tting procedure to this sin ulated group.

Figure 6 summ arizes this experin ent. The contours show the weltknown correlation
betweeen M 4 . and . Furthem ore, the 1l contour around the best tvalue M 4 i ) =
(2325,-0.92) isquite wide ©rM ¢ _iim ;sin = 22 (anelA).PanelA isparticularly relevant
to our cbserved sam ple because 46 out of 56 system shave M x _;m 1 22.Aswepush the
sam pling of the simulated groups toward fainter values, the best t values m ove closer to
the Input values and the con dence level contours becom e m ore restrictive.

For Mk, .m;sm = 21 (anel B), the sinulation shows that  still rem ains poorly
constrained even though the input value isnow within 1 c.l. contour. FOrM g _;iim ;sim =
19 panelC), isbetter constrained, but the uncertainty ofthe t \transfers" toM ; . In
fact, the uncertainty n M  _ islargerthan 05 mag. ForM g jmsm = 17 (panelD ) both
My, and are nally welldeterm ined. M g ;n = 17 is sik m agnitudes fainter than M g
and an enom ous observational challenge.

The correlation between M y and  together w ith the poor constraints on  set by
Insu ciently faint m agnitudes lin its em phasize the need for desp sam ples for the detem -
nation ofG LF' s. T he correlation between the param eters of the Schechter form ofthe LF was
noted by Schechter (1976) him self and later con m ed and/or discussed by m any authors,
Including Colless (1989), Lum sden et al. (1997), De Propris et al. (2003), Andreon (2004),
and E llis & Jones (2004). In fact, Andreon (2004) proposes an altemative de nition of M
that breaks the correlation w ih

E xisting cluster LF sbased on large and/or desp photom etric and spectroscopic surveys
have reached fartherbelow M with every passing year. Lum sden et al. (1997), Valotto et
al. (1997),Rauzy et al. (1998), Garlliet al. (1999) and Paolillb et al. (2001) use a variety
of surveys to reach 2 to 3 magniudes below M . Goto et al. (2002) and D e P ropxs et
al. (2003) use the Sloan D igital Sky Survey and the 2D F Survey, regoectively to probe the
cluster LF tonearly M + 5. A llofthese surveys require a substantial statistical background
correction, but these have also in proved in the m ost recent studies. Christlein & Zabludo
(2003) us= extensive goectroscopic surveys of a an aller cluster sam ple, but In one cluster,
A 1060, their LF detem nation reachesm agniudes M + 7. Them ost recent surveys are
desp enough to m eet the stringent requirem ents of determ ining the Schechter param eters of
the cluster LF .
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Spectroscopic studies of less rich and/or poorly sam pled system s are m ore problem atic.
Flint et al. (2001) discuss m ethods for sam pling the very faint end of the galaxy LF and
Balogh et al. (2001) discuss the dependence ofthe J {band LF on environm ent. Tn both cases
there are challenges in interpreting the photom etric data in the absence ofdense spectroscopic
data. Surveys of som e an all sets of groups are desp and m ore com pkte. An early redshift
survey ofM KW 4 and AW M 4 M alumuth & Kriss 1986) reachesaboutM + 3, but the aint
end slope, , is essentially unconstrained. M endes de O liveira & Hickson (1991) reach a
sim ilar depth In H ickson Com pact groups also failing to constrain the slope. Zabludo &
M ulchaey (2000) reach M + 435 and obtain param eters ofthe LF consistent w ith our choice.

L04 determ ine the 2M ASS LF toM g, = 21 Pora sampl of well known system s of
galaxies. They analyze 2 sam ples of 25 system s each, one sam ple incluiding their highest
m ass systam s (out of 93), the other their owest m ass systems. L04 nd '/ 08 for the
com posite LF of each sampl, in very close agreem ent w ith our results. Figure 2 of L04
show stwo LF sw ith very di erent slopes, = -1.1 and 0.84. Both LF sprovide a satisfactory

t to the data bright-ward ofM ¢, = 21.

A ocomm on practice In the com putation of G LF s is elin nation of the brightest galaxy
from each group before the t. The narmrow Infrared color range of the brightest galaxies
(Section 3.1) gives som e physical jasti cation for this approach. E lin lnating the brightest
galaxies from the t, we obtain M K.7P Jof = (2295, 054) with a 2 snall enough to
accept the hypothesis that the Schechter LF accounts for the cbserved data. The 2 cl.
contour we obtain without the brightest galaxies does not include the best t param eters
we obtain from the entire sam pl of group m embers. N onethelss, the param eters (22 .95,
-0.54) used to com pute the total lum nosity of groups including the brightest galaxy lad
to an underestin ate of the total lum nosity ofonly 5% . The in pact of the change in the
param eters of the LF on the total um inosity is sm all. H owever, the brightest galaxy itself
typically acoounts for about 40% of the group lum inosity and om itting it from the summ ed
group lum nosity has an cbviously large e ect.

W e conclude that a) a signi cant variation in  only kads to a 10% di erence In total

lm nosities, b)  is poorly constrained, c) the best tvalueM = 23355 iswihin one

bin-width, y = 02 mags, ofthe Kochanek et al. (2001) value, and d) elim ination of the

rst-ranked groups m em bers does not change the GLF parametersM ,  and . Om ission

ofthe rstranked galaxy from the observed totalgroup lum nosity does have a substantial

e ect. W e conclude K ochanek et al. (2001) LF is a reasonabl choice for com putation of
total group lum inosities.

U sing the K ochanek et al. (2001) LF param eters M k.7 )= (234,-11),we Integrate
the LFg, toM g, = 1935, corresponding to the Intrinsically least lum inous galaxies at the
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relevant K g - W € nom alize the LF with the cbserved number of group m enbers N g
wihin R,p and brighter than Ly _ i, , the um nosity corresponding to K 5,4, at the mean
redshift of the group:

1 Z +1
= t e fdt 1)
Nobs Lk ssum =Ly

s

W ethen sum the um nosities Lk _,; ofthe observed m em bers (including the single galaxy
w ithout a redshift) and use the nom alization of equation 1 to extrapolate each group lum i~

nosity to the xed lim it Lx _ g in cOrresponding toM ¢ _ = 195
&Obs Z LK s 71lim :LKS
Lg, = Li,i+ Lg. t*le tat @)
=1 Lk gm j_n:LKs
W enote that the integration ofthe LFx _ tothecommon ImitM x , = 195 corresponds

to an extrapolation of the cbserved lum inosity of only 10% 20% form ost of our system s.

Because not allgalaxiesw ithout redshifts are realm em bers, we slightly overestin ate the
total Jum inosity for a num ber of groups. O f course, a few apparent m em bers w ith redshifts
may also be mere superpositions (c.f. Cen 1997). Because these potential non-m ember
galaxies are not um Inous, these e ects are an all, typically only a few percent.

Follow ing L03, we nally correct the total um nosities by a factor 12 to acoount for
the system atic underestin ation of the total light of galaxies wih the 2M A SS isophotal
m agnitudes K ochanek et al. 2001). Tabl 1 listsm asses and corrected lum nosities forallof
the system s together w ith their errors. For each group, we derive the error In M yir;00 from
the distribution cbtained w ith 1000 bootstrap re-sam plings of the redshifts. For the error
In Ly, we use the pckknife re-sam pling because, n som e cases, repeated sam plings of the
brightest galaxy lad to unrealistic lum inosities.

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

A Yhough we use the light from galaxies to trace the m ass distribbution In the universe,
the details of the relationship between m ass and light ram ain poorly understood from both
the theoretical and observational points of view . From the observational point of view , the
relation between the m ass of an individual galaxy and its lum inosity is a ected by current
star form ation and by the star form ation history. Infrared bands are less a ected by current
star fom ation than optical bands G avazziet al. 1996; Zibetti et al. 2002; Jarrett et al.
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2003) . Here we exam Ine the behavior ofK ¢ {band light as a tracer of them ass In system s of
galaxies. Em ission from the old stellar population dom hates the K ¢ {band light in groups of
galaxies.

W e rstexam nethe relationship between K ¢ {band light and m ass. L.03 and L.04 explore
the relations Lk _;500 VSM 509 and Lk _ 200 VSM 200, respectively, for clusters in them ass range
2 108%h M < My, < 12 10°h 'M . Our sampl extends the mass range to
10*M . In contrast with 103 and L04 who use X {ray m asses and a statistical procedure
(not dependent on m easurem ents of redshifts) to obtain the K ¢ {band light, we use the viral
m assand a direct m easurem ent oftheK ¢ {band light contributed by the intrinsically brightest
m em bers of the systam .

29 (42) of the groups In the \core" (extended) sam ples have associated extended X {ray
am ission wWe m ark these groupswith an \X" In Tablk 1). Only a few ofthem are detected
w ith high enough signaltonoise ratio in the X {ray to derive an X {ray m ass. To treat allof
the system s hom ogeneously, we use the virialm ass w ithin R for all system s. O ur sam ple
is largely independent of those exam ined by L03 and L04: one of our \core" groups is in
the L03 sam ple, another one is In the 1L.04 sam ple, and a further 7 groups in the extended
sam pl are in the L.04 sample.

Figure 7 shows log Lk ,200) VS JogM yirpoo) or the \core" sam ple of 36 groups from
M ahdavietal. (1999) andM ahdavi& Geller (2004). W eusetheBCES (B varate C orrelated
E rrors and intrinsic Scatter) estin ators forthe lnear regression analysis @ kritas & Bershady
1996: http//www astrow iscedu/ m ab/archive/stats/statshtm 1). W e obtain

log Lk ,200) = (061  0:08) og M virpeo) + 353  1:0) ©)

and plot the BCES regression lne n Figure 7. From here on, m asses and lum inosities are
In plicitly m easured In units of solar values. T he slope is slightly atter than the 0.72 0:04
obtained by L04 for the relation Lk ;200 VS M 200. The di erence between the 104 relation
and ours is insigni cant according to the W elch test (G uest 1961).

Figure 8 showsM yirpe0 and Lk 200 T the total sam ple of 55 groups. In this case the
BCES regression analysis leads to

g Lk, 200) = 056 006) bGM yirpoo) + 417  087): @)

Figure 8 show s the regression line for the total sam ple (dotted line) together w ith L04
regression line for Lig 00 VSM 200 (dashed Iine). Clearly the behavior of Lk _ 200 VS M virj200
for the extended sam plk agrees well w ith the result cbtained for the core sam 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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extram e estin ates of the regression line for our core sam ple @A kritas & Bershady 1996). A 11
the regression lines of our various sam ples 2ll w thin the shaded area. The L04 best t
relation lies very close to (orw ithin) the borders of this shaded area.

O ur results extend the L04 relation to the Jow mass range M 550 < 2 10*°. Because
there are s0 faw systam sw ithin thism ass range, we reconsider the special case of the system
NRGDb045, dropped from our virial theoram analysis because it has fewer than 5 m em bers
within Ryp. NRGD045 is the only system in our sam ple which has an 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 Ty =
061 0.04 keV .To odbtaln a m ass, we use the relation of F lnoguenov et al. (2001) between
Tx and M 599 scaled from M 599 to M 599 ora NFW pro le with concentration c= 5. We
obtain JogM 500) = 13.05. Finally we use all availble members within 15h ! M pc down
to K spm = 12.61 to derive a total lum fnosity log Lk ,;or) = 11.69. W em ark the position of
NRGDb045 w ith the symbolX in Figure 8. C learly the low m ass system NRGb045 provides
further support for the equation (@).

The studies of LO3 and L04 indicate that the sam e relation between Lk 00 VS M 200
continues to be valid for m asses exceeding those we sam ple. The details of their analysis
di er from ours. For consistency across the entire range of system m asses, we analyze recent
cluster data from Rineset al. (2003) and Tustin et al. (2001) using the sam e approach we
apply to the sam ple of poorer systam s. T his approach avoids systam atic o setswhich m ight
result from di erent approaches to m ass and/or Jum inosity estim ation. Tabl 2 summ arizes
the observations and derived quantities for the 5 clusters surveyed by Rines et al. (2003)
and for the cluster surveyed by Tustin et al. (2001). Figure 8 show s the Rineset al. (2003)
and Tustin et al. 2001) clusters as black circles. T heir position in the diagram agrees w ith
the relation de ned by the poorer systam s. Including these clusters in the analysism akes a
negligbl change in the regression; the logarithm ic slope is now

log MLk ;200) = (0:64  0:06) g M virpoo) + (319 0:79): ©)
W e represent this relation w ith a thick solid line in F igure 8.

Figure 9 show s the m ass-to-Iight ratio, M vir200=Lk . 200, @s @ function ofM 0o fOr the
expanded sam ple In Figure 8 including the Rines et al. (2003) and Tustin et al. (2001)
clusters. W e nd

g M vir00=Lx .;200) = (056 0:05)ogM yirpoo) (098 088): ©)

A sdiscovered by LO03, M yirp00=Lk . 200 INCreases form ore m assive, higher velocity dispersion
system s.
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M assto-light ratios of galaxies In the N IR vary by no m ore than a factor of 2 over a
large range of star fomm ation histordes (eg. M adau et al1998; Bell & de Jong 2001; Bell
2003). On the theoretical side, a decrease of the di erences In m assto-light ratio toward
N IR wavelengths w ith varations in stellar population is predicted by Bruzual & Charlot
(2003) . T he observed/expected range of variation in M yir200=Li , 200 fOr Individual galaxies
is clearly not enough to produce the observed trend ofM yir;200=Lx ;200 VSM virpoo X groups.

Uncertainty In the dynam ical state of groups, and hence in the validity of the virial
m ass estim ator, m ay contrbute to the scatter n Figure 9. The uncertainty in the \true"
m ass resulting from a reasonable departure from the assum ed dynam ical state of groups is,
on average, 30% { 40% (eg. Giurcin et al. 1988; D faferio et al. 1999). This uncertainty
is unlkely to alter our resuls signi cantly. A change in m ass by a factor of 1.3 without
a corresponding change In lum nosity would m ove any low m ass group only slightly o the
M /L relation. It is therefore in possble to explain the two order of m agnitude variation of
M vir00=Lx . 200 We Observe over the whole M yirp00 ange as a result of evolutionary e ects
on the m ass estin ates.

Interlopers, possbly nclided as group members m ay also contrbute to the scatter,
particularly at the low m ass end. However, the uncertainties In the lum inosity that could
be caused by interlopers arem uch an aller than the corresponding uncertainties produced in
them ass (see Por exam ple the error bars in  gure 8).

T here are potential system atic variations in galaxy properties w ith the velocity disper-
sion of the system which m ight contrbute to this relation. W e assume a xed form for
the galaxy LF; it is possibl that there are system atic variations particularly at the faint
end. If, contrary to our assum ption, the faint end is stesper or m ore m assive system s, the
M yir200=Lx . 200 Would be reduced relative to lessm assive systam s. T here is som e cbserva—
tional evidence for a larger dwarfto-giant ratio, or equivalently a steesper faint-end slope
In richer system s (Zabludo & M ulthaey 2000). This e ect however, cannot be sokly re—
goonsible for the varation of the m assto-light ratio we observe. W e nd an Increase by a
factor fiy overam ass Intervalofthree orders ofm agniudes. To explain theM yir;00=Lx . 200
dependence w ithin a m ass range ofonly one order ofm agniude, logM™ yirpo0) = 1, the LF
would have to steepen up to  ’  2:15 well outside the cbserved range.

Variation In the galaxy population as a function of the velocity dispersion m ight also
contribute to the dependence of M yir00=Lx 200 O M virpoo. BIviano et al (1997) and
Koranyi & Geller (2002) show that the fraction of em ission-lne galaxies increases as the
velocity dispersion decreases. The ocolor di erences between em ission— and absorption-lne
galaxies are, however, much an aller at Infrared than at optical wavelengths. W e showed
In Section 3.1 that in som e galaxies dust em ission m akes a signi cant contrbution to the
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K s {band lum nosity, however these galaxies are ram arkably rare w ithin groups. P opulation
e ects are thus unlkely to m ake a signi cant contribution to the trend discovered by L03
and L04 and supported here.

F nally the contributions of the extended halo of the brightest cluster m em ber and/or
Intracluster light to the total um nosity are not included in the 2M A SS lum nnosity. The
presence of intracluster red giant brandh stars O urrell et al. 2002), planetary nebulae
Ciardullo et al. 1998; Feldm efer er al. 1998; Durrell et al. 2002; Feldm eier et al. 2003).
globular clusters W est et al. 1995; Jordan et al. 2003), di use light (eg. Zwicky 1952;
M elnick et al. 1977; Uson et al. 1991; Bemstein et al. 1995; Gregg & W est 1998; G onzalkz
et al. 2000), and supemovae (GalYam et al. 2003) not associated w ith individual cluster
m em bers all suggest that stripped m aterdial contributes to intraclister light M oore et al
1999; Gnedin 2003). In rich clusters like those In the Rines et al. (2003) sam ple, various
estin ates Indicate that intraclister light m ight constitute 5-50% of the light in the vidal

regions.

T w o recent studies explore contribution ofdi use opticalem ission to the totallum inosity
of groups of galaxies. W hite et al. (2003) exam ine H ickson com pact G roup 90 and argue
that 38% 48% of the totalgroup light belongs to a di use com ponent identi ed with tidal
debris. CastroR odriguez et al. (2003) carried out a narrow band survey of the Leo I group
to lin it the num ber density of planetary nebule In the group. They nd none and st a
stringent upper lim it 0f1.6% on the contribution ofdi use light to the total lum inosity core
ofthe group. A s In rich clusters, the lim its on the fractional contribution of di use light to
the group lum inosity have a sim ilar and w ide range from 1.6% 48% .

Recent sinulations M urante et al. 2004) indicate that for system sw ith m asses exceed—
ing 10**M , the fraction of stars in di used light increases w ith cluster m ass. T hey suggest
that at least 10% ofthe stars n a clusterm ay be contributors to the intraclister light.

W e conclude that the population e ects on the rlation In Figure 9 are an allbut that
Intraclister light could com plicate the Interpretation ofthe relation. Two plausibl physical
Interpretationsofthisresul are: (1) galaxy form ation is kesse cient in m orem assive system s
and/or (2) galaxies are destroyed in collisions and tidal interactions in the m ore m assive
system s. In the second case, the disrupted m aterdialm ight appear as Intraclister light which
we do not detect. There are currently no data availabl which constrain the fraction of
di use light as a function of the m ass or velocity digoersion of the parent system .
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5. Com parison w ith P revious R esuls

T here are our previous analyses of m asses and 2M A SS lum inosities of sam ples of sys—
tem s of galaxies: K ochanek et al. (2003), L03, Rineset al. (2004) and L04. L03, L.04, and
Rinesetal (2004) all nd a signi cant ncrease ofM ,p0=Lk , 200 W ih them ass ofthe system .
Kochanek et al. (2003) nd no increase and perhaps a an all decrease.

In com paring our results with L03 and L04, we focus our discussion on L04; their large
sam ple of 93 clusters supersedes L03. Furthem ore L04 and L03 give sin ilar results. The L04
sam ple and ours probe overlapping but not coincident regions in them ass { lum inosity plane.
In particular our sam ple containsm ore low m ass systam s and fewer high m ass system s than
LO04. The Iowest quartike of the distribution ofm asses 0fL.04 system s, M g5 = 13 103, is
larger than our highest quartile, M 5,5 = 11  10'°. The lowest m asses of our sam ple (@bout
10*?) arem ore than one order ofm agnitude below L.04 lowest m asses (10'°). W e expect this
di erence between them ass distrdbutions of the two sam plesbecause L.04 system s are X {ray
selected. Even our X {ray em iting systam s are not X {ray selected.

W e select our nitial \core" sam ple from a redshift survey and subsequently con m
the physical robustmess of each system by X {ray detection; L04 selkct a samplk of X {ray
clusters. L04 estin ate the total lum inosity from deprofcted and badkground corrected
counts of galaxies at the position of X {ray am ission peaks of the Abell clusters In their
sam ple. They derive masses from X {ray tem peratures whereas we use m agniudes and
velocities of ndividual m ember galaxies selected In redshift space to derive a dynam ical
m ass.

L04 t log(Lk,z200) Vs IogM 200) and obtain d log Lk ,;200)/ d JogM 200) = (0.72 + /-
0.04). W e plot this relation In Figure 8 (dashed line). C learly the L04 relation is indistin-—
guishable from our regression lines; a W elch test verdi es the visual in pression. G iven the
com pletely di erent m ethods used to estin ate m asses and lum inosities, F igure 8 dem on—
strates the robustness of the di erent estin ates and of the physical resut.

In the interm ediate m ass range spanned m ostly by our \core" sam ple, there are two
system s in comm on w ith L04. In the entire sam ple there are 9 cb gcts in comm on  (m arked
\I" iIn Tabl 1). L.04 and ourm ass estin ates di er for these cb gcts: for 4 out ofnine ob gcts
we nd a lowerm ass and for the rem aining ob ctswe cbtain a higherm ass. The di erences
are typically a factor of 2 and the median mass ratio is 1.85. The system lum nosities
are In good agreem ent: the median ratio between L04 and our lum inosities is 1.03 and
the fractional di erences never exceed 10% . In com puting this ratio we m ake a geom etric
correction that decreases the lum nosities in Table 1 by 20% : Tabl 1 lists lum inosities
procted in cylindersw ith a radiusR 509 whereas L.04 com pute lum inosities w ithin a sphere.
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W ealso takethedi erent aintm agniude cut-o 0fL04 into account (@nother10% decrem ent
of the lum inosities In Tabl 1). The median di erences between the m ass and lum inosity
estin ates yield am edian m ass-to-light ratio Jargerthan L.04 by about 50% forouroverlapping
system s. This di erence corresponds to the m edian uncertainty on our lndividualm assto-
light ratios. The bias in them ass (w ithout a corresgponding bias in the um inosity) roughly
preserves the logarithm ic relation between m assto-light ratio and m ass we obsarve.

Because of the an allnum ber of overlapping system s, it isdi cul to identify the reason
for the di erences between the m ass estin ates. Interlopers In our system s could arti cially
Increase the velocity dispersion. A notherpossibility isthat X {ray m assesm ay system atically
underestin ate the m ass of the system (F inoguenov et al. 2001; G irardiet al. 1998). Sinu—
lationsby Rasia et al. (2003) also suggest the presence ofa 30% —50% bias In the direction
we nd formasssderived from -m odels. Taking these potential biases into acoount could
signi cantly reduce the observed di erences between ourm asses and those of L.04.

T he agream ent of our um nosity estin atesw ith those 0fL.04 m eans that the presence of
a population ofdusty ob Ects (see Section 3.1) does not nvalidate the statisticalbackground
subtraction of1.04. Statistical background subtraction works here because these intrinsically
um nousobcts With H Kg) & 035), are rarely, ifever, m em bers of the nearby system s
In our sam pk or in the sam plk of L04.

Ourm asss ofthe 5 system s in comm on w ith R ineset al. (2003) are larger by a m edian
factor 1.5, systam atically exceeding the m asses obtained from caustics. By using the sam e
analysis procedure forthese clusters as for the core sam ple, we Include galaxies n them em ber
list that lie at high barycentric velocity and at relatively large radii; these galaxies are outside
the caustics. T he num ber of these galaxies is am all, but their e ect is rather large. W e also
expect our m asses to be larger than those of R ines et al. (2003) because we do not correct
for the surface term in the virdal theoram (Carberg et al. 1996; G irardiet al. 1998). There
isno di erence between our lum inosity com putations and those ofR Ines et al. (2003).

L04 nd that the exclusion of the brightest m em ber galaxy from each cluster kadsto a
steeper logarithm ic slope ofthe L 00 VSM 200 relation. A snoted In Section 3 2, the narrow
Infrared color range of the brightest m em ber galaxies of our sam plk (Section 3.1) gives som e
physical justi cation for this approach. W e exclude the brightest galaxy from each group
before the tand nd the steeperd Iog Lk ,200) / d g M yvirpoo ) = 0.74 + /=0.06, consistent
w ith the trend detected by L04.

L04 also plot IogM 200=Lx .200) VS IogM 299) and t it wih a logarithm ic slope ” 0.3.
Ourslpe, 056 0.05 issigni cantly steeper ( gure 9). It isalso steeper than expected on the
basis of ourM yirp00=Lx . 200 VS Lix . 200 relation. O ne reason for this apparent nconsistency is



{21

the weighting oferrors in the particular estin ator ofthe regression line we use; the fractional
errors In the m ass are much larger than the fractional errors in the lum nosity biasing the
slope toward stesper values. Furthem ore our error bars do not acoount for system atic
uncertainties and thus the uncertainty in the slope is thus probably larger than im plied by
our estin ated Intemal errors. T he shaded area In Figure 8 show s that di erent estin ators
(A kritas & Bershady, 1996) of the slopes 0f M yir00=Lxk 200 VS Lig .00 or the expanded
sam ple have a Jarge soread of (0.54, 0.74). T his range of slopes yields a range of slopes for
Iog M 200=Lx . ;200) Vs IogM ,00) which overlaps the L.04 resul.

Like L.03, .04, and Rnes et al. (2004), our resuls di er from those ofK ochanek et al.
(2003). LO3 brie y comm ent that, In principle, their sam ple and the one built by K ochanek
etal. (2003) should yield sin ilar resultsbut that the L.04 estin ates ofthe physical properties
of Individual system s is m ore robust that the corresponding estin ates by K ochanek et al.
(2003) . O ur sekction of system s ism ore sin ilar to the procedure llowed by L03 and L04
than to the statistical approach based on structure form ation sim ulations taken by K ochanek
et al. (2003). The independent analyses of 55 system s In our sam ple, 93 system s In the L04
sam ple, and the 9 CAIRNS clusters R nes et al. 2004) show that the increase of the NIR
m assto-light ratio with m ass appears to be a robust property of system s of galaxies w ith
m asses ranging from 7 10 to 1.5 10%°.

6. Conclusion

W e use a sam ple of 55 groups and 6 clusters of galaxies ranging in m ass from 7 10*! to
15 10" to exam ine the correlation ofthe K ¢ {band lum inosity w ith m ass discovered by 103
and further investigated by L04 and Rines et al. (2004). W e use com plkte redshift surveys
ofthe 55 groups to explore the IR photom etric properties of groupsm em bers Including their
IR oolor distrbution and LF'.

A though we nd no signi cant di erence between the K ({band G LF and the general

eld detemm ination by K ochanek et al. (2001), we do nd a di erence between the color

distrdoution of lum inous group m em bers and their counterparts (generally background) in

the eld. There is a signi cant population of lum inous galaxies wih (H Kg) & 035)

which are rarely, ifever, m em bers of the groups In our sam ple. The m ost lum inous galaxies
w hich populate the groups have a very narrow range of IR color.

A Yhough we select and analyze our group sam ple w ith approaches com plktely di erent
from those taken by L03 and L04, we nd nearly the sam e dependence of Lig _;200 0N M 2q0 -
T hem ass-to-light ratio of groups increases w ith them ass ofthe system . O ut ofthe 55 groups
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plus 6 clusters we analyze, only 9 system s overlap w ith the analyses of L04.

W e conclude, as have previous investigators of this issue, that galaxy form ation is sup-
pressed or galaxy disruption is enhanced in m ore m assive system s. If disruption is the
dom nant process which acoounts for the dependence of m ass-to-light ratio on m ass, m ore
m assive system s should harbor relatively m ore di use light. Recent sim ulations give som e
support to this proposal M urante et al. 2004).

N either our analysis northat ofL03 and L04 takes ntraclister light into acocount. T here
are no data which set Interesting lin its on Intra-system light as a function of system m ass.
T hese challenging cbservations would be an in portant contribution to the understanding of
galaxy fom ation and evolution in galaxy system s.
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Tablk 1. Basic data for 61 groups In the sam ple.
G roup D (J2000) (32000)  Iogio M vir200/h M ) Iogio Lk ,;200/R 2Lk ; ) Tsearch Comments Source
im s) (S q ! Mpo)

@ @) @) @) ©) 6) e ®)®
SRGD062 0018225 +30 04 00 13.84 0.3 12.03 0.02 150 X M 99
SRGD063 0021111 +22 18 56 1362 0.0 12.06 0.02 150 X M G 04
SRGb102 0125558 +01 49 27 13.90 0.1 1197 0.06 1.50 X M G 04
N 664 0144 027 +0419 02 - - 0.68 b ZM 88
SRGb119 01 56 13.8 + 053512 13.79 016 1185 0.08 1.50 X M 99
SRGb145 0232286 +005611 13.70 017 1178 0.02 1.50 - M G 04
SRGb149 0238438 +020111 1390 0.12 12.09 0.04 150 - M G 04
SRGb1S5 0250192 +00 4511 1448 017 1196 0.04 1.50 X M G 04
AW M7 0254275 +41 34 44 1471 0,06 1240 001 150 L X KG 02
SRGb158 0255099 +09 16 43 1355 0.16 1189 0.04 150 X M G 04
N 2563 0820244 +210546 1357 011 1182 0.03 0.62 L X ZM 98
NRGDb0O04 0838073 +24 5802 1340 017 11.96 0.02 150 X M 99
NRGD0O07 0850 29.9 + 362913 - - 150 b M 99
NRGD025 0913373 +29 5958 1405 0.6 1183 0.05 1.50 X M 99
NRGs027 0916208 +17 3632 13.92 013 1215 0.02 150 X M G 04
AW M1 0916 49.9 +20 11 54 1431 0.0 1220 0.02 1.38 - KG 02
NRGD032  091946.9 + 334500 14.03 012 1212 0.03 150 L X M 99
MKW 1s 0920021 +010218 - - 0.47 b KG 02
NRGD043 0928162 +29 5808 1329 014 1158 0.06 1.50 - M 99
NRGBO045 0933256 +34 0252 - - 150 b, X M 99
NRGD0O57 0942232 +36 06 37 1259 054 1127 0.0 150 X M 99
SS2b144 094959.9 {0502 48 12.87 024 1150 0.07 150 - M G 04
H42 10 00131 {1938 24 1307 0.13 1152 013 0.49 X ZM 98
MKW 1 10 00 303 { 02 58 10 13.76 013 1158 0.03 0.94 X KG 02
NRGs076 1006 524  +14 27 31 1501 0.5 1229 0.02 150 X M G 04
NRGDb078 1014 01.8 +38 56 09 1377 011 12.00 0.04 150 - M G 04
NRGs110 1059 09.9 +10 00 31 1412 015 1231 0.02 150 X M G 04
NRGsl117 1110 42.9 +28 41 38 14.65 0.07 1256 0.01 150 L X M 99
NRGsl27 1121342 +341531 13.08 024 1229 0.04 1.50 - M 99
SS2b164 1123158 {07 51 30 1378 0.4 1179 0.04 150 X M G 04
MKW 10 1142237 +101551 1242 063 1163 0.07 0.70 X KG 02
NRGsl56 1145333 +331446 1348 031 1194 005 1.50 X M G 04
MKW 4 1204272 +01 53 43 1424 011 1216 0.03 126 L X KG 02
MKW 4s 12 06 389 +28 10 26 1419 013 12.08 0.05 150 L x KG 02
NRGDb181 1207355 +31 2632 - - 150 b M 99
NRGDb184 1208 55.9 +2517 33 1379 011 11.98 0.01 150 X M G 04
AW M2 1215376 +235855 1360 0.4 11.69 0.04 0.99 - KG 02
N 4325 1223182 +1037 19 1342 0.6 1145 0.06 0.95 X ZM 98
H 62 1252579 {0909 26 13.85 0.0 1189 0.02 056 L X ZM 98
NRGs241 1320273 +331201 1418 0.0 1227 001 150 X M G 04
NRGDb244 1323579 +14 02 37 1343 014 11.85 0.6 150 X M 99
NRGb247 1329257 +11 4521 1392 013 12.03 0.2 1.50 X M 99
NRGDb251 1334253 +344125 1350 024 11.88 0.06 1.50 a, X M 99
SS2b239 1348515 {0726 59 1362 012 11.87 0.08 150 X M G 04
MKW 5 1400374 { 025129 1328 0.5 1171 0.05 0.78 - KG 02
MKW 12 14 02480 +09 19 40 1324 0.5 1182 0.02 1.19 - KG 02
AW M 3 1428127 +2550 39 1356 0.0 1142 005 134 X KG 02
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Table 1| Continued

G roup ID (J2000) (32000)  Iogio M vir200/h M ) logio Lk ,j;200/h 2Lk ; ) Tsearch Comments Source
hm s ) h ' Mpo)

@) @) ) @) ) 6) (7)2 ®8)°
NRGb302 14 28298 +11 2920 13.62 0.1 11.86 0.02 1.50 X M G 04
MKW 8 14 40 429 +03 27 53 13.87 0.13 1218 0.02 0.81 1 KG 02
NRG s317 14 47 053  +13 39 46 13.70 013 11.99 0.02 1.50 X M 99
N 5846 1505 470 +01 3425 - - 024 c X ZM 98
AWM 4 16 04 56.8 +23 5558 13.84 0.16 11.90 0.06 056 1L X KG 02
NRG s385 16 17 43.9  +34 58 00 1439 0.8 1228 0.01 1.50 X M G 04
AWMS 16 57 580 +27 51 16 1416 0.08 1241 0.03 0.73 X KG 02
H 90 2202314 {320458 1294 013 1146 0.06 033 X ZM 98
SRGb009 2214460 +1350 30 13.97 0.2 11.97 0.02 1.50 X M 99
SRGDb013 2250211 +11 3447 1421 013 12.06 0.02 1.50 X M G 04
SRGDb016 2258459 +26 00 05 1371 0.10 1213 0.04 1.50 X M 99
N 7582 2318545 {4218 28 11.83 049 1130 0.07 021 - ZM 98
SRGb037 232957.6 +0340 56 1402 0.15 1141 0.05 1.50 - M G 04
SS2b312 2347516 {022016 1336 022 1170 0.04 1.50 X M G 04

N ote. | Colum ns: (1) Nam e; (2) R ight A scension; (3) D eclination; (4) V irialm assw ithin R 00; (5) K s-band lum inosity w ithin R 290 ;
(6) Search radius; (7) Comm ents; (8) R eference for data source.

4Symbols for Column (7): a: 200 = 1:3 ;b: < 5 members brighter than K g;15, within R0 ¢: R200 3Rgearchs Lt objct in
comm on w ith L.04; X : extended X {ray em ission.

bSymbols forColumn (8): M 99: M ahdaviet al. 1999; M G 04: M ahdavi & Geller 2004; ZM 98: Zabludo & M ulchaey 1998; KG 02:
Koranyi& Geller 2002.

Tabl 2. Basic data for six A bell clusters.

G roup D (J2000) (J2000) o910 M vir;ze0/h ™ ) Iogio Mg ,;200/h Lk ; ) Tsearch Source
hm s) ) h ! Mpc)
@) @) @) @) (5) (6) (7)2
A 496 04 33352 {1314 45 14,61 0.06 12.66 0.01 1.50 RO3
A 539 0516321 +062631 14.67 0.06 1252 0.01 1.50 RO3
A 1367 1144362 +19 4619 14.70 0.06 12.65 0.01 1.50 RO3
Ale44 1257116 {17 24 34 1519 0.06 13.03 0.04 1.50 TO1
A 1656 (Coma) 1259319 +275410 15.02 0.03 13.01 0.01 1.50 RO3
A 2199 1628395 +393300 14.68 0.06 12.71 0.01 1.50 RO3
N ote. | Columns: (1) Nam e; (2) Right A scension; (3) D eclination; (4) V irialm ass w ithin R200; (5) K sband lum inosity

within Ryg0; (6) Search radius; (7) R eference for data source.

2Symbols for Column (7): R03: Rines et al. 2003; T 01: Tustin et al. 2001.
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Fig.1l.] (0 K.) cobrdistrbution ofm embers (solid line) and non-m embers (dot-dashed
line). The four panels (I to IV) are for galaxies of decreasing lum inosity: from galaxies
brighter than the st quartike of the absolute m agnitude distrbution (class I) to galaxies
fainter than the third quartike (class V).
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Fig.2.] (0 K,) cobrvsabsolitem agnitude ofm embers ( led circles) and non-m em bers
(em pty circles) . G alaxies are those brighter than the st quartik ofthe absolute m agnitude
distrdoution (class I). T he sizes of the circles are proportional to the redshifts (larger circles
represent m ore distant cb gcts).
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Fig. 3 | Colr —oolor diagram for the brightest galaxies (class I) . D ots represent m em bers,
crosses are non-m em bers. The arrow represents the reddening vector.
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Fig. 4. Redshift distrbution ofm embers (solid line) and non-m embers (dot-dashed line).
The four panels (Ito IV) are for galaxies of decreasing lum nosity: from galaxies brighter
than the rst quartile of the absolute m agnitude distrbution (class I) to galaxies fainter
than the third quartile (class V).
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Fig. 5.| Total \cbserved" histogram (dotted line) of absolute m agnitudes of m em bers,
Ho( u ), and total \expected" histogram H.( y ) (s0lid line) com puted for a Schecter LF
w ith the best t param eters M k.7 Jor = (2355, -0.84). These values are m arked wih a
dot in the Inset. The ;nset also shows 1- and 2—- c.l. contours.
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Fig. 6.| Best tparam eters (dots) and 1- ,2—- c.J. contours obtained fora single sin ulated
system with My ; )= (234, -11) within a given absolute m agnitude lim i, M ¢ _ ;1in jsim -
PanelsA toD are forM k _im ;sim = 220, 21, -19., and -17.0 respectively.
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Fig. 7.| Jog Lk . 200) VS oM yirpo0) Or the \core" sam ple of 36 groups from M ahdaviet
al. (1999) and M ahdavi& Geller (2004). T he line represents the relation of equation 3.
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Fig. 8.| Jog Lk . 200) VS 109 M yirpoo) Or the \expanded" sam ple of 55 groups and the 6
clusters of R nes et al. (2003) and Tustin et al. (2001) (olack dots). T he lines represent the
relations for the \core" sam ple (dotted line), for the \expanded" sam ple (sold line), and for
the sam ple including both the \expanded" sam ple and the 6 clusters of R ines et al. (2003)
and Tustin et al. (2001) (thick solid lne). The dashed line is L04 relation. The shaded
area indicates the region between the two extrem e estim ators of the relation for the \core"
sam ple. T he Jketter \X " m arks the lum inosity and X {ray m ass of NRGb045.
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Fi. 9.| g M vir00=Lx .;200) VS 10g M yir00) r the \expanded" sam ple of 55 groups and
the 6 clustersofR neset al. (2003) and Tustin et al. (2001) (plack dots). T he line represents
the relation of equation 6.



