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ABSTRACT

Context.

Aims. We determined th&, band luminosity function (LF), and inferred the correspiogdstellar mass function, of cluster galaxies at redshift
z ~ 1.2, using near—infrared images of three X—ray luminous ehgsat; = 1.11, 1.24, 1.27.

Methods. The composite LF was derived down to'M, by means of statistical background subtraction, anceisdescribed by a Schechter
function withK; = 20594 anda = —1.0*22. Using available X-ray mass profiles we determined the Miioseof these three clusters, which
tend to be lower than those measured in the local universallfifrom theK, band composite LF we derived the stellar mass function of
cluster galaxies.

Results. With these data, no significant difference can be seen betiheecluster galaxies LF and the LF of field galaxies at simgdshift.
We also found no significant evolution out4o~ 1.2 in the bright & M*+4) part of the LF probed in this study, apart from a brightgnof

~ 1.3 mag of the characteristic magnitude of the high redshiftA& confirm, and extend to higher redshift, the result froevimus work that
the redshift evolution of the characteristic magnitudeisfconsistent with passive evolution of a stellar poputafirmed at; > 2.

Conclusions. The results obtained in this work support and extend previmdings that most of the stars in bright galaxies were faorate
high redshift, and thak,—bright (¥ > 10''M,) galaxies were already in placeat 1.2, at least in the central regions of X—ray luminous
clusters. Together with recent results on the field galastiear mass function, this implies that most of the stattass is already assembled
in massive galaxies by« 1, both in low and high density environments.

Key words. galaxies: clusters: individual: RDCS J1252-2927, RDCS.089422, RX J0848+4453 - galaxies: evolution - galaxiesnédion
-galaxies: luminosity function, mass function - cosmologyservations

1. Introduction

Galaxy clusters are rare systems forming in the highestitgens
) peaks of large scale structure. In these special regiomsgal
S8%formation and evolutionary processes are expected to ber fas

* Based in part on observations obtained at the European tSouthWIth res_pect to th.e low density fields, thus making galaxgelu
Observatory using the ESO Very Large Telescope on Cerrmﬁhra,ters a b"?sed enwronment. O't' the other ha}nd, clustersatgal
(ESO program 166.A-0701). Based in part on observatiorsimd at €S, Particularly at high redshift (~ 1), provide a very conve-
the Hale Telescope, Palomar Observatory, as part of a comgicol-  nient place for studying the evolution of massive galaxiést.
laboration between the California Institute of Technoldg&SA/JPL, only do they contain high numbers of such objects, but these
and Cornell University. objects turn out to be so evolved (already;at 1) that they
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show a colour—-magnitude sequence as clear as at lower iguft, so that at least in some cases merging could be ratjuire
shifts. Thus evolved galaxies in distant clusters can béyeaso make them evolve into local BCGs (see for instance Ellis &
identified even without complete spectroscopic follow—up. Jones (2004)). Even if it is difficult to trace a common “BCG
The study of massive galaxies has a relevant role in cavolutionary path”, due to the intrinsically peculiar negwf
straining galaxy formation and evolution models as dda‘fﬂr these galaxies some high redshift clusters (includin@&21

ticular in the redshift range [@ 1]). They could have rapidly et al. 2001)) show signs of |nteract|ons or clear ongoinggmer
formed their stars at high redshift and at the same time asséng between few massive galaxies which could lead to the for-
bled their stellar mass, and then simply evolved passively mation of a cD.
their stars aged. Alternatively, massive galaxies coule fzes- However, even if the bulk of the stars had similar ages in
sembled on alonger time scale in a process of continuousmehg two formation scenarios (i.e. star formation occurratg
ing of smaller units until redshi 1. Comparison of these dif- the same early epoch in both), the epoch of assembly of the
ferent scenarios has proven to be a difficult task: even ifjmefinal mass observed locally in massive galaxies is diffeient
ing galaxies are observed, the relevance of the mergingpsodhe two cases. If merging is a relevant process in the loakk-ba
in galaxy evolution and especially the epoch at which majime range that we can probe with our observations, looking
mergers occur is still debated. at progressively higher redshift one should see the numiber o
Colours and spectra of massive galaxieg at 1 show massive objects decreasing as they break up into their proge
that there is a significant population of such systems ajreaitbrs; this would cause an evolution in the shape of the mass
hosting mainly evolved stellar populations both in thedfielfunction ofgalaxies

(1999), Rosatl etal Q999:)_ Stanford et aI (2002) Bl#es higher redshift peak of the merging activity mCDM mod-
et al. (2003), van Dokkum &S Stanford 2003) Kodama et atls as compared to standard CDM initially conS|dered tmt al

ence of evoIved stellar populat|ons is generally |nfernenlrf It has recently become more evident that, both in clus-
fundamental pIane or colour—magnitude sequence evoluti(nrs (references mentioned above) and in the field (Gland;bro

star formation. galaxy sample, recently experienced a merging eplsoddyrnvo
Itis not possible, however, on the basis of spectrophotomigtg more than 20% of its final mass. The stellar mass function

ric analysis only, to rule out the possibility that theseagé@s of bright galaxies shows only a mild evolution up to redshift

formed via merging of smaller galaxies with aIready evolvet, close to the prediction of simple pure luminosity evalati

For instance, a passively evolving zero—point of the celour The comparlson with recent semi—analytical models how-
magnitude relation does not imply that the galaxies formeser shows that different renditions predict very diffdérevo-
long ago, but that the stars in the galaxies formed at high redtion, especially at higher redshift (i.e. results areyveen-
shift, possibly in smaller progenitors. sitive to the chosen model ingredients), and most of them
In other words, while the underlying stellar populationsnder—produce very massive galaxies (more severely thehig
can place constraints on the details of the star-formatisn hthe redshift) even when reproducing the stellar mass fancti
tory, they cannot tell when a galaxy assembled In fact dveraround M — however, see also recent results from Bower et al.

studies have noted that to some extent they can still be forwith recent hydrodynam|cal ‘simulations they can account fo
ing (or recently have formed) stars (for instance Nakatd.et & 70% of the total stellar mass at= 0 already being formed

format|on Such secondary episodes of star formation ae-pr(LF) represents an useful cheaper surrogate. The galaxy &F i
ably correlated to cluster—related processes (accrefidinld first order description of a galaxy population (density dbga
galaxies or groups and cluster merging), since galaxiestwhies as a function of their luminosity). Despite (or becauBe o
exhibit these features are often located outside of theerlusts conceptual simplicity the LF has been for many years one
core, or in regions of lower X—ray luminosity. Moreover, thef the most popular tools for the interpretation of galaxgeib
redshift evolution of the brightest cluster galaxies (BE@s vations at all redshifts and in very different environmefiise
peculiar and exhibits a large scatter at increasingly hégh r comparison of the LF at different redshifts constrains nede
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ronments probes the relevance of the environmental effectsa K; band image of the ClI0910 field obtained with the Prime—
the galaxy populations. The LF is historically best studied Focus Infrared Camera at the Palomar 5m telescope (Stanford
rich clusters of galaxies, which provide large numbers tdga et al. 2002), and a F160WH band) image of the CI0848 field
ies at the same distance and, at low redshift, with high egshtrobtained with the NICMOS Camera 3 on the Hubble Space
against the background, allowing an efficient identificatid Telescope. While the quality of the two images for Cl1252 and
cluster members with small contamination from backgrour@l0848 is excellent (the PSF has FWHMO0’45 and 022 re-
galaxies. At higher redshift, the faint luminosities and #ub- spectively, with limiting AB magnitude: 25), the ClI0910 im-
stantial background contamination makes the LF deterioinatage has relatively poorer quality (FWHM 079). While for
more uncertain. However, the steadily increasing dataityualboth CI1252 and CI0910 the image effectively used has a ra-
and the quest for strict constraints on galaxy evolutiomaog- dius=~ 65" (i.e. slightly more than 500 kpc in linear scale), the
els, have made the study of the LFs in high redshift clusteds aNICMOS image for Cl0848 is relatively small (the maximum
fields a popular topic. radius of the mosaic is 55", i.e. ~ 450 kpc at z=1.27). For

In this work, we determine the LF of distant¥ 1) cluster all the images a catalog was produced with the SExtractor sof

particularly well suited for studying galaxy evolution. & a measure of the total magnitude.
from advantages such as the smaller effect of dust extimctio As discussed later, the galaxy luminosity function for all
(as compared to bluer wavelengths), and the k—correctains three clusters was determined by means of statistical aubtr
atively insensitive to galaxy type, they provide a reldiive tion of the fore— and background (hereafter background) con
good estimate of the stellar mass in galaxies up to redshifbution. Since the images are too small to estimate thalloc
z ~ 2. Therefore, near—infrared luminosity functions canegrabdackground from the images themselves, a control field was
the stellar mass function more effectively than bluer baRd,L selected for each of the cluster fields in order to determine
which are more sensitive to the star formation historieshef tthe background contribution to the galaxy counts. Ided#tig,
galaxies. control field should be observed in the same filter and in very
While LFs for cluster galaxies at low redshift£ 0.2+0.3) similar conditions and depths. For CI1252 the control fiedd h
have been determined for a large number of clusters, altpwineen chosen in the FIRES (Faint Infrared Extragalactic Syrv

tions of different galaxy populations down to very faint maggion, imaged with the same instrument and in the same filter

nitudes, the determination of the LF with comparable acguraas the cluster field. Because of its small area, we have com-

at high redshift is clearly more difficult. plemented this field at bright magnitudes with a field in the
The NIR LF of cluster galaxies at high redshiftf 0.8) has GOODS-S region, also observed with VLT/ISAAC (Vandame

ied by,De Propris et al. (1999) from low redshift upzte: 0.9, imaged with the same instrument, we then selected the refer-
finding that it is consistent with pure luminosity evolutioh ence field in the GOODS-S Ks images observed with both
a stellar population formed at> 2; this result has been con-NTT/SOFI and VLT/ISAAC. Due to the similarity of the K

firmed by subsequent studies. The evolution of the faint—ehdnd filters used for the GOODS and CI0910 images, we ex-

(2004), who found a flatter slope at higher redshift comparéite SOFI image has comparable seeind(9) and compara-

to the local value. ble completeness magnitude (see fig'_lire 1), and has theffurthe
The adopted cosmology in this paper isg = 70 km advantage of being wider (smaller Poissonian errors).

st Mpct, Qy = 03, Q4 = 0.7 unless otherwise stated.  For the purpose of identifying point—like sources we made

Magnitudes are in the AB system. use of the HST/ACS images available for all the cluster fields
(Blakeslee et al. ZQQ?’.*-P.Q..S.t.TQD..e.:[..a.l:..%O_O_"-’_) and for the-refer
2. Data ence regions in GOODS-§ (Giavalisco et al. 2004) and HUDF

z = 127 (hereafter CI0848:;_'S_f§\'r_1f_0_rg et _al. (1997)), anderived from the ACS images. The removed sources have
RDCSJ0910+5422 gt = 1.11 (hereafter Cl0910, StanfordFWHM close to the PSF of the image. Point—like sources in

et al. (2002)). The main properties of these three clusters aegions not covered by the ACS image were identified in the
listed in table:_:l. As the data used in this work have alrea®OFI image itself. Since point—like sources are a small-frac

been published, we refer the reader to the papers listethi@ tation of the total counts, uncertainties in their removalédnbitle

d for details. effect on our results.
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Cluster z Tas Rso0 L por Y/

keV kpc 10%rgs™t  10“*M,
RDCS J0910+5422 1.106 .6}, 818+150 283+0.35 491+293
RDCS J1252.9-2927 1.237 537 532+40 599+ 110 159+0.35
RX J0848+4453 1.273 .38 499+115 104+073 137+098

Table 2. Summary of the principal characteristics of the NIR imagsedufor the determination of the LF. Argais the area of
the region actually used in this work.

Cluster Telescope/Instrument  Filter resolution compless Areg; references

" AB mag arcmii / Mpc?
RDCS J0910+5422  Palomar 5m/PFIC ;K 09 21.5 4.35/1.06 . Stanford et al. (2p02)
RDCS J1252.9-2927 VLT /ISAAC K 045 24.5 3.69/0.93 ' Rosati et al. (2p04)

RX J0848+4453 HST / NICMOS F160W P2 25 1.84/0.47 . Stanford et al. (1997)

In order to estimate the luminosity function down to thergy distributions (SED) for which no spectroscopic reftshi
faintest magnitude allowed by the data, the reference fietd ftan be measured.
to be complete at least down to the completeness magnitudeOnly one (Cl1252) of the three clusters studied has such
of the cluster field. In figur&g: 1 we plot the number counts ia deep and wide photometric coverage (in addition to 38 spec-
the cluster and reference fields (normalized to the clustét fitroscopically confirmed members), that cluster membeip
area). In all cases the completeness magnitude of the nefereermination fully based on photometric redshifts is feksithe

fields catalogs down to the cluster field completeness magméction is at present the only viable approach, the LF 02621
tude, without completeness corrections. From the turn—afve was re—determined with this method, in the same region as in
the number counts for objects wilyN ratio > 5, the com- T04, as a first-order validation of the statistical subteagpro-
pleteness magnitude of the cluster fields is estimated to;bededure in this redshift range.
=24.5for Cl1252, K= 21.5 for Cl0910, and F160W = 25 for
Clog4s. L

This work also makes use of the extensive spectroscoéc” LF determination

campaigns in these three clusters. We refer to Stanford ety each cluster the LF was determined as follows. The galaxy

7 Al e el L ) €bunts in both the cluster and reference fields were binned,
al. (in preparation) for details on the spectroscopic ##ap 514 the background contribution was estimated in each bin as
observations. the reference field counts normalized to the cluster area. Fo

each bin, the error is estimated as the sum in quadratureof th

3. Luminosity functions ter and field counts in that bin.

For each of the clusters the luminosity function (LF) waggal ~ The error on the background counts should also take into
lated by means of statistical subtraction, i.e. using aresige account the effects of galaxy clustering and of the lensiag-m
field to remove the background contribution in the assumptidification of galaxies beyond the cluster. However, an estém
that the field galaxy density is constant all over the sky. Tigéthe galaxy clustering contribution to the number countsre

of Huang et al. (1997) yields
to be an uncertain method of background removal especially'ggligible difference with respect to the simple Poissorée
high redshifts, where the signal of the cluster against #akb ror. Since a significant fraction of the observed galaxiesi@r
ground is progressively lower. However, while obtainingsp the foreground of the cluster the effect due to lensing isljik
troscopic redshifts for all cluster galaxies down to a reasdy Small. Due to the large Poissonian errors we have, we can ne-
faint magnitude is clearly unfeasible, even the deterrionat glect these effects.
of photometric redshifts relies on the availability of dqeyo- The existing spectroscopic data were taken into account, so
tometry in several passbands, and on the assumption thatttia in each bin the background contribution containedastle
photometric redshift quality remains the same for speemal as many galaxies as the spectroscopic interlopers, anéte b
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ground corrected counts were at least equal to the number of

100 7 T T T T confirmed members. This allows a more secure determination

ch2s2 ] of the LF in the bright end, where due to low counts (both in the
cluster and in the control fields) the statistical subtrattnay
be poor. In the area selected for the LF determination, nfost o
the bright galaxies have measured redshifts: almost 80%eof t
galaxies down to Ks = 21 for Cl1252, more than 80% down to
Ks = 21 for CI0910, and more than 85% down to F160W = 22
for Cl0848.

Since the FIRES field is quite small, in order to achieve a
better background evaluation (and smaller errors) in tighbr
end, the background estimate for Cl1252 from the FIRES field
was supplemented with the estimate from the control field in
GOODS-S (ISAAC) for magnitudes brighter than 21.5.

Due to the lower quality of the CI0910,Kmage (seeing
~ 0/9), special care was taken for blended objects, particu-
T larly in the overdense cluster environment. Thanks to tlad-av
ability of HST/ACS images in passbands F775W and F850LP,
it was possible to crosscheck the catalogs to identify awio
blendings. Eight cases of evident blending were identified:
six of them, a more 'aggressive’ SExtractor configuration al
lowed the blended source to be split in sources located &gin t
ACS images. For the remaining 2 cases no deblending could
be achieved, and as a zero—order approximation the flux from
the source was split according to the flux ratio of the blended
sources in the HST/ACS F850LP image.

i The luminosity functions are shown in figure 2. The binned
LFs were fit with the usudl Schechter (}?_76) function with a

18 19 20 21 22 23 : L Il =t ey -
K. AB mag maximum likelihood method using the Cash (1979) statistics

K, AB mag

Cl0910

observed number of galaxies in tie magnitude bin, and the

100 T T R ] number of galaxies predicted in the same bin by a Schechter
r Cl0848 ! @1 function of parameters Manda, respectively. The best—fit M
1 anda are the parameters that minimi€e®* was not taken as
a free parameter, but was calculated for each choice*cind
a by requiring that the total number of predicted galaxiess¢qu
the number of those actually observed.

Even though the faint end slope cannot be well constrained
(or is completely unconstrained, as in the case of CI0910),
due to the well known correlation of the Schechter pararsgter
leaving both M anda free allows a better evaluation of the er-
rors on M. The best—fit Schechter functions are overplotted on

— — ‘ ‘ ‘ the LFs in figure 2. The best fitting Schechter parameters are
20 2 2 20 listed in table 3. ~

F160W AB mag - L . . L

The maximum likelihood approach gives in principle also
an estimate of the confidence levels on the best-fit parasyeter
' i - as if the Cash statistics is defined as ab@\@&,is distributed
clusters and reference fields. Upper panel: the solid liogvsh like Ay2, thusAC = 2.3, 6.17 gives the 1, 2= confidence lev-

the number counts in the CI1252 field .7 square arcmin). I]§ for two interesting parameters nda. However, it should

The circles and the dotted line show the counts in the ref% o . :
ence regions selected in the FIRES and GOODS-S fields g noted that the Cash statistics should be applied to datawh

spectively, normalized to the cluster area. The counts én tnclude background, because the background subtracted dat

GOODS-S field are shown down to the completeness ma are not Poisson—distributed, while the Cash statisticsnass

N . ) - 9Poisson probabilities. Even if we believe that the releeanic
tude (K, ~ 23). Middle panel: the solid line shows the numbeﬁqe 80% spectroscopic completeness on the LF bright end is

counts in the Cl0910 field~( 4.4 square arcmin). The circles. . .
and the dotted line show the expected background level fré%portant enough to adopt the previously described approac

reference regions selected in the SOFI and ISAAC GOODS2 binned, background subtracted counts, we note that in our

fi . ) - LF fitting approach we hid the fact that the counts in each bin
ields, respectively. Lower panel: the solid line shows thmn h | than Poi ian due to th oUStAl
ber counts in the CI0848 field:(1.8 square arcmin), the circles ave errors farger than Foissonian due to the previouststat
show the expected background level based on the Hubble UDF.

In all panels, the symbols/lines showing background number

counts have been shifted ®0.05 mag along the x—axis to

avoid overlapping errorbars.

Fig. 1. Number counts of extended objects with S/ in the
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cal background subtraction, and therefore we tend to usdere
timate the errors on Manda. For this reason, we also adopt 100 T T
a maximum likelihood approach on unbinned, not background ch2s2

the principal reasons why one should adopt this approach, an
proposed a method to be applied when the individual member-
ship of the galaxies is unknown. When applying this method © 10k
we are thus neglecting our redshift information, which mean — i
that we will derive conservative confidence intervals. =

For each of the three clusters we applied the method de-
scribed in Andreon et al. (2005), taking as background eatas
both the control regions in GOODS(ISAAC) and FIRES for j :
Cl1252, and the control regions in GOODS(SOFI) and UDF s
for CI0910 and Cl0848 respectively. In brief, we assume that
the background number counts can be described by a power
law (we used three parameters), and that the cluster LF is a
Schechter function (also three parameters; & and®*). We [T
then find the parameters that at the same time maximize the Cl0910
likelihood for the number counts in the control field (only-de
scribed by the power law), and in the cluster field (described
by the power law plus the Schechter function). In all cases, w
first searched the complete 6 parameter space for the global
maximum, and then found the maximum likelihood on a grid
in the M*—a plane (i.e. varying only the remaining four pa-
rameters), so that we can draw the confidence levels for these
two parameters. Due to very low counts (as discussed below),
it was difficult to maximize the likelihood againstNnda for
Cl0848. Since the constraints on the Schechter parameters a
determined with the first approach are already very loose, fo
this cluster we quote them in the following.

In figure 2 we show for reference the 1- and2eonfi-
dence levels obtained with the two different approaches for
Cl1252 and CI0910. As we mentioned, the smaller ones are
understimated but the larger ones are likely overestim#ted 10,0 i
the ‘real’ confidence levels are expected to lie betweenvtboe t i 1
The errors we quote in the following for CI1252 and Cl0910 are T
derived from the larger ones.

The CI1252 LF is shown together with the LF based on

-0.2
-0.4
-0.6
-0.8
-1.0

-1.2
1.4
18

N [mag™]

=

1 |

18.5 19.0 19.5 20.0 205 21.0 215 22.0
Ks [AB mag]

Cl0848

-1

—0.4 o
photometric redshifts from T04: the two determinationseagr 10 i . s E
within the errors, with a larger discrepancy for the last mag <o - Tx
nitude bin. The difference between the two LFs could be con- e
sidered a measure of the systematics of the two methods, with TR T s
the error budget still dominated by low number statistidse T I PR S
19 21 22 23 24 25

slopea determined via statistical subtraction((9 + 0.3) is F160W [AB mog]
somewhat steeper than the one determined via photometric re

i — +0.27 : o
shifts (@ = ~0.64%55;), however the two estimates are ConSISFig. 2. Individual cluster luminosity functions for CI1252 (up-

ithi +1.1y i
tent within the errors. The Kvalue (20177) is also found in per panel), CI0910 (middle), and CI0848 (lower). In all gane

; ; : / +0.4
agreement with the determination by TO4(K 20.41°5c;). the solid line shows the best—fit Schechter function as ddriv

The CI0910 Schechter function plotted in figu'l_té 2 is th : ; 8
formal best fit with K = 204 anda = —0.85. As it is clear ffom the binned counts, and the inserted plot shows thed, 2

. - \ . . confidence levels on the parametersanda, calculated from
from figure:2, the slope is unconstrained. Assumingl.4 < . A . .
< 0.4 vields an error of-1 mag on the maximum likelihood on binned counts (dashed lines) and
a<Dey gonk. from the maximum likelihood on unbinned, not background

Finally, some caveats apply to the determination of thseubtracted counts (solid thick lines — not shown for Cl0848,

gé%sgg-égsl\lb?mﬁg}'iﬁgﬁﬁ\fry imgg)fligsort.\:"ewn(lss‘:‘].tftiagee text). The thick and thin crosses show the position of the

cant P oJissonia:”ngerrors i thgoﬁlk(;y intr’insic:IIIy I% vlumr:%elsls best—fit parameters derived with the former and latter meth-
' : ods, respectively (see text for details). In the upper péresl

of Clog48 corp_pared to Cl0910 and Cl1252 (smge Clog4s hgﬁ'lpty circles show the CI1252 LF as determined by T04, and

lower mass), iif) the presence of a known underlying supistc| the dotted histogram shows for comparison the LF from this

work binned with the same bin size as in T04.
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ter in the Lynx field, and of a lower redshift cluster projette restframe K, [AB mag]

in the supercluster region (Stanford et al. 2001, Nakatd. et a -25.9 -23.9 -21.9 -19.9

2005). Mainly due to the first two reasons, the constrains on
i i i_ciqni Fvfield LF Zpeon=1 Pozzetti et al. 2003
the Schechter parameters are quite loose, despite thdi-signi [ & fiela L Tren= 19 gpozzem & 2003))
zmeor|= N
LF zpen=0.9

cant depth of the F160W image. The formal best—fit Schechter SHed F Zmon20 8 (e 2 9005)

parameters are F160W 20.8'T anda = —-1.15703. 100 fe—e—e this Work

3.1.1. Composite luminosity function

[mag™]

Summing up the galaxy nhumber counts of different clustersak 10
lows the background subtraction to be more effective (ayera F 4
ing over uncertainties in the statistical subtraction inhesin- i
gle cluster), and the shot noise to be reduced. The composite
luminosity function was calculated in the observediand at . . i Ei]
z = 1.2. For this reason the F160W magnitudes at z=1.27 were 18 20 92
k—corrected to Kmagnitudes at = 1.2. K, [AB mag] @z=1.2

A single k—correction of 0.5 was applied at all magnitudes,

22

evolved simple stellar populations at that redshifk(8ge< 5 (filled dots) compared to the field galaxies LFzat 1. The
Gyr) No correction was made for the neg||g|b|e k_Correcti()?p“d line shows the best—fit SCheChter, and the inserted plO
between; = 1.2 andz = 1.106 orz = 1.237. All the indi- shows the 1, 2econfidence levels on the Schechter parame-
vidual LFs were binned with a bin size of 0.5 mag (binnintgrs as in figure;2. All field galaxies LFs have been arbityaril
was adjusted to optimize individual magnitude coveragimtpk rescaled.

into account completeness limits and corrections for cffie

redshift). CI1252 and Cl0848 have the same™Kand com- restframe K, [AB magq]
pleteness after these corrections, so their LFs were jostsd -259 -239 -21.9 -19.9
up, and the errors were added in quadrature. CIOQlO_matead i [ wLocol Clusters ELin et ol. 2004) d::
much shallower, so its LF was added to the composite LF up | =Local Clusters (Balogh et al. 2001) ]
. . . . OComa (Andreon & Pello' 2000)
to its completeness magnitude. The composite LF beyond this OComa (De Propris et al. 1998 +
s

|- e—e—e this work

magnitude is computed as the composite LF without Cl0910 100
multiplied by the ratio of the total counts (including alrte —

clusters) to the total counts excluding Cl0910, computetién 'g
magnitude interval where the CI0910 photometry is completé,

(and errors were scaled accordingly). Due to the bright con3z 14| s i
pleteness limit for CI0910, and the low counts for CI0848, it F i 08 ]
is clear that the faint end of the composite LF is dominated L 4 -0

by CI1252. In our case, building the composite LF following I -12 ]
other common methods as described in Colless {1989) or in e w2

------------- 18 20 22 24
........... K, [AB mag] @z=1.2

slope than the one in_Colless (1989)). Fig.4. The composite cluster luminosity function at z=1.2
The composite LF was also derived with a maximum likgfilled dots) compared to the local cluster galaxies LF, ected
lihood approach on unbinned, not background subtracte datly 1.3 mag for passive evolution (see text). The solid lirensh

Cl1252 and Cl0910, Cl0848 was not included in this case. TIA# local cluster galaxies LFs have been arbitrarily resdal
composite LF was determined by fitting at the same time the
counts in the two cluster fields (Cl1252 and CI0910) and in all

the K; band control fields. The two cluster LFs are assumed| cluster galaxie band LF (corrected by 1.3 mag for
to be described by the sam¢" and« (but clearly have two passive evolution as derived below) as measured in Coma by
different®*). Dé Propris et al. (1998) arid Andreon & Pell6 (2000), and in
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Fig. 5. The background number counts as estimated in differ- 185 190 195 200 05 210 2150 2 4 6 810
ent control fields. The filled symbols show the counts from the _ _ o o
control field in the FIRES region, the solid and dashed linddg. 6. Impact of field-to-field variations on the determination
from those in the GOODS-S regions (ISAAC and SOFI, r&f the LF. In the main panel the best-fit'Mnda (cross) and

spectively), and the dotted lines show the counts from the #1€ir 1— and 2e confidence levels are shown, as in figu'_r:e_s 3
ISAAC tiles in the GOODS-S field. andi4. The M anda parameters from LF determinations with

18 different small control fields are shown as squares. In the

e side—panels the distributions of these Kfop) anda (right)
etal. (2003), and the J band field LF frgm Dahlen etal. (2005}e shown. Solid symbols (in the main panel) and solid lines
were converted to observed Kiagnitudes at = 1.2 by equa- (i the side panels) show the results for GOODS-S tiles unt
tions 2 and 1 in Pozzetti et al. (2Q03). complemented with FIRES counts at faint magnitudes, while
With these data, no significant difference can be seen Rgnnty symbols and dotted lines show the results with modified

tween the shapes of the cluster and field luminosity funstiop|RES counts at faint magnitudes (see text for details).
in the probed magnitude range, even if we find some evidence

of an excess of very bright galaxies with respect to the fadd,

subtraction may be affected by field-to-field variationstres Nas lower weight compared to Cl0910 and CI1252. Thus, we

background evaluated from a control field may not be repres@ptained 18 composite LFs corresponding to different antr

tative of the background in the cluster field. A robust estémal€!dS-

of such an effect requires adequately deep and large K bandThe GOODS-S ISAAC data, while being considerably
fields. The VLT/ISAAC observations of the GOODS-S field/ide, are not deep enough to reach our faint-end magnitudes.
covering~ 100 arcmiR, are currently the best data set availTherefore, we complemented the counts from each ISAAC tile
able for this purpose. We note that part of this same field hsmagnitudes fainter than its completeness with the FIRES
been used as control field for determining the LFs of Clo9R@unts. In this way, we probe field-to-field variations at miag
and CI1252. In each of 17 selected ISAAC tiles in GOODS-8!des brighter than K~ 23. The medians and standard devi-
we considered all galaxies within the central region (wita t ations of M anda obtained from these 18 determinations are
same area as the CI1252 field used for the LF), down to tMe = 20.5 maggy-=0.14 mage = -1.0,07, =0.06.
photometric completeness. We also considered in this case a In order to also account for field-to-field variations at
an “additional tile” the FIRES HDF-S field we already used dginter magnitudes (probed only by FIRES), we repeated the
control field for Cl1252. LFs determination by normalizing the FIRES counts at faint
In figurei%, we show the background number counts as egtiagnitudes by the ratio of the ISAAC/FIRES counts at magni-
mated from different control fields: those from the FIRE Sdiel tudes brighter than the completeness in each tile, asstihmng
which was used as control field for Cl1252 (are& arcmirf) the number density ratio is the same at fainter magnitudes. T
at faint magnitudes, those from the ISAAC GOODS-S mosdiedians and standard deviations of Bhda obtained from
used to complement the CI1252 control field at bright maghe 18 redeterminations with this procedure are-\20.5 mag,
nitudes (area: 53 arcmirf), those from the SOFI GOODS-So y-=0.09 magg = -1.0,0, =0.09.
mosaic used for CI0910 (areal52 arcmir), and those from In figure:_$, we show the results from these two sets of tests.
the 17 ISAAC tiles in GOODS-S (area3.7 arcmirt each).  In the main panel, we show the confidence levels as shown in
We then built the CI0910 and CI1252 LFs as describé@ures:_.‘s andl:4, and we overplot the Schechter parametéers M
above (making use of the spectroscopic information), basedand « obtained for the 18 LFs. Since most of the data points
these 18 small control fields, and for each of these we redeteverlap near the original determination marked by the ¢ross
mined the composite LF. For Cl0848 we always used the e show their distributions in the side—panels.
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3.2. Evolution of the restframe K band LF look—back time (Gyr)

It is customary to compare the observed evolution ¢fuith 24 12242 8 7 2 2

redshift with different predictions. Even if initially Bger et al. Lo po evplution
(1998) founq no significant evolution for the infrared Mp to ool Tz mzd ]
z > 0.5, first:iDe Propris et al. (1999) and then other works on I =]
high redshift cIustersl_(_N_a_I@tg_g}_gﬂl_.}Zﬂ_bOl, Kodama & Bower & J"'—‘ﬁﬁ{:i‘: _____ N
2003,,Massarotii et al. 2008, Toft et al. 2003, Ellis & Jones £ 20T },,;z{% _ ]
2004) found that the evolution of Mup toz ~ 1 is con- o [ s * Do Propris et o 1998 |
sistent with pure luminosity evolution of the cluster gadess — 18 % e 2 oot ]
and inconsistent with no—evolution predictions. As diseas * I }) o Kodomo & Bower 2003 ]
in Andreon (2001) an{f Andreon (2004), measuring an evolu- [ AToft et ol. 2003 a
tion in the LF from a change in the bestfit Schechter param- I / S Tilis & dones 2004
eters is not straightforward. A density (clustercentridiug) 14 # S f“’f* ot ol 2004
dependent LF would imply a dependence d¢f (dnda) on the 0.0 05 10 15
surveyed area in different clusters at different reds}dfitsl the redshift

correlation of M anda could introduce spurious results. This

makes it difficultto study the L evolution exclusively bese Fig.7. The redshift evolution of the characteristic magnitude

the evolution of the characteristic magnitudé.Mowever, it K*. Different symbols show different determinations of &
is unlikely that the bright end of the LF is dominated by gal"’Dfndicated in the legend. The no evolution prediction is galc

ies in the cluster outskirts, and even though the LF has hhd?éed from the Coma K(Dé Propris et al. 1098) , k—corrected

been found to be dependent on the sampled region within the . m5m === === 5= =T -~~~ -
cluster, this dependence mostly affects the LF at magrstu 2

fainter than those we can probe in this work (e.g., POpeSéBma K. All determinations have fixed slope=-0.9, except

et al. (2005)). When comparing LFs from different studies, Wi Sdreon (2001) Toft ot al (3003 Lin et al. (2004). To4 and
note that our LF is based on the centrak 500 kpc clus- andreon (2001); Toft et al, (2009), Lin et al (2004),
ter regions, approximately correspondingigy, whilethe De ..~ . o oc---s-~

Propris et al. (1998) LF is determined in the central 350 kpc For both this work antl Toft e al- (2003) also the walue with

[l -

ns are from Kodama & Arimoto (1997), normalized to the

d the Lin ot al. (2004) LE is d ined withi that errors on Mwhich are computed with fixed and free are
cgntlre, (:;n t %-.ln-f et gd-' -(-6 ) IS .Ietermlrr:e L;V'é n t"iot directly comparable. Error bars on the x—axis, when-plot
virial radius and Is found to be very similar to the erveteq, represent the redshift range of clusters which are gwadb

W'th",] fsoo. , ] to draw that point.
Finally, if « is free in the Schechter fit, the errors ori bte

reliable enough to make a fair comparison of thedwolution

with different predictions. ant population was already in placezat 1. We remind that a
The comparison with previous determinations of & computation of evolution corrections, k—corrections, &

lower and similar redshift is shown in figure 7. In agreemenblour terms at redshift zero, are involved in such a compar-

with previous work, the measured ks consistent with passiveison. We also remind that we are applying a single 1.3 mag

evolution predictions for anigalaxy formed at z 2. brightening for the whole LF, which is clearly a simplistis-a
Converting the observed’Ko the absolute Kband mag- sumption, since galaxies with different star formatiortdries

nitude via K o5 = Ky ops - 5109(0/10 PC) - (K rest - Kyons)-» @S have different evolution corrections.

in Pozzetli et al. (2003), gives(ls,, = ~2341:3*. Compared

yields an evolution oAK* = —1.3*25"As shown in figurg 4, 3:3. g;)/gigie):t/on to the LF from early and late type

the shape of the composite LF is very similar to the shape of

the local cluster galaxies LF shifted 1.3 magnitudes beght The study of the early and late type galaxies LFs at this iédsh
This shape may be quantified in a non—parametric wg/challenging.

by an analogue of the ‘giant—to—dwarf ratio’ (GDR), which Even when deep ACS data are available,(as in the case of

is defined in this case as the ratio of the number of galaxi€l252), morphological analysis is not feasible at thetfaird

brighter than K = 21.2 to the number of galaxies with 21<  (z4p > 25). Here we use the morphological information pre-

lute magnitude ok —22.7, and to a stellar mass ef8 x 10'° ACS imaging. Due to the re® — z restframe colours (corre-
Mo (for a Salpeter IMF). For our composite LF this GDR isponding approximately to the observe), it is not possi-
0.2+0.1. If we estimate this GDR with the same absolute magte to build a morphological catalog down to the lkand com-
nitude cut using the Coma LFs as shown in fig-'y're 4 (i.e. keggeteness magnitude. On the other hand, if early and latstyp
ing into account the 1.3 mag brightening), we similarly find are distinguished based on their colours, while the clusigr
GDR of 02 — 0.3. This suggests that a large fraction of the ggalaxies can still be isolated with relatively small backgrd
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pollution, this does not hold for the blue population. Farda
reasons we only attempt a separation of the contributiotieto ' ' '
LF from early and late type galaxies for the bright end of the |
Cl1252 LF.

For this cluster we can use the photometric members se-
lected in TO4, and distinguish early and late types based on 7~ 10
the best—fitting template from photometric redshifts. Thep '
tometric redshifts in TO4 were determined with 7 passbands
against four templates (E/S0O, Sbc, Scd, Irr) from Colemaih et

N [mag™

terpolations between these six SEDs (see T04 for details). W
then defined as early—types those galaxies best fitted wills SE
earlier than midway between E/S0 and Shc (i.e. roughly ahclu
ing E/SO and possibly some Sa galaxies). We can then sepa-
rate the two contributions to the LF, virtually down to the K
band completeness magnitude, using the completeness fltnlg

: - . 8. The contribution of early and late type galaxies to the LF
tion calculated by TO4 (their fig. 5) to correct both thg e@ﬂlyi of Cl1252. The filled and empty symbols show the LFs for early
late—types LFs forincompleteness due to photometric iftdsh

While the reliability of photometric redshifts may be urtegm and late type photometric members (based on the T04 sam-

at the faint end, the early/late-type separation at thenbeigd ple), classified from their broad band colours. The dashed li

is robust and the completeness correction negligible. shows the contribution of morphologically selected eagipes

In figure:§ the early (filled dots) and late—types (empty cif--- - ~-~- =~ <= == . . )
cles) bright end LFs are shown, where the separation in ear[er counts of all galaxies (excluding spectroscopic infeets)

%1¥ng the red sequence as determinedin (Blakesice et

and late—types reflects their SED properties. We also shaw S-S -T oo

dashed line the LF of early type galaxies morphologically s no statistical subtraction of the field galaxies contaridama
............ ylype g pholog Was made; the shaded area shows the effect of photometric er-

-------------- rors — see text). The solid curve shows the best—fit Schechter
function for the CI1252 global LF.

1 1 1 1 1 1

18 19 20 21 22 23 24
Ks AB mag

pleteness limit at fainter magnitudes). The morpholodyeaid
SED-selected early-types LFs are in very good agreement,

suggesting that the bright end of the LF is already dominated

by early—type galaxies, either selected on their morphoting

on their spectrophotometric properties. Kodama et al. (2004), De Lucia et al. (2004), Tanaka et al.
pected to be mostly early types) is also shown for compari-

son This was derived taking all the galaxies (withirf 6g8m

the cluster center) withys-zsso colours 0.16 mag redder or3.3.1. Contribution from clusters to the bright

0.14 mag bluer than the red sequence determined by Blakeslee galaxies budget

etal. (2003). This is much larger than the intrinsic scdttend

by Blakesiee ef al. (20p3), however the colours we used 4r&ough estimate of the contribution of the bright clustelega
15 aperture colours, correspondingly the scatter is exgectgS (< M* +2) to the total bright{ M* +2) galaxy budget can

to be larger. No statistical subtraction was attempted is € obtained, by combining the cluster galaxies LF (and is-me
case, since a reference field with deep enoughi#s and a5, Sured evolution) with the known space density of clustetts ou
imaging is available, however spectroscopic interlopeesew 102 ~1.

removed. As a result, the histogram shown is an upper limit Our results show that at least at magnitudes brighter than
to the effective LF of red sequence galaxies. The shaded ak&a+2, the cluster galaxies LF appears to evolve mainly by pas-
represents the 16—84 percentile variations of this histogiue sive evolution up tg ~ 1. In addition, the normalization of the

to photometric errors, and was derived by simulating 100 cét band galaxy LF of X—ray luminous clusters was found to be
alogs where thesys-zgso colour was randomly shifted within aconsistent with the local one at least outte 0.8 (Trentham &
Gaussian ofr equal to the photometric error on thesi- zssp Mobasher 1998). Therefore, we can assume that high—rédshif
colour. This histogram also confirms that the LF bright end &usters of a given X—ray luminosity contain similar nuntef
largely dominated by galaxies hosting evolved stellar p@pubright (< M* +2) galaxies as low—redshift clusters of the same
tions. X—ray luminosity.

A solid determination of the LF of red-sequence galaxies \yg yse the relation between the number of galaxies brighter
wguld require even more extensive redshift informatiorhat Lthan M +2 within 200, and the cluster mass withirnoo, as
faint end, which is however beyond the current spectroscopjerived by Popesso et al. (in preparation):
limit. With our data, we observe some evidence of a deficit of
faint galaxies on the red—sequence, which has been reported

in other studies, (Kajisawa et al. (2000), Nakata et al. (200N guaries = 107 12(Mag0/Mo)>® (1)
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and the relation between the X—ray luminosity and the clush—going star formation. Moreover, systems with predomtina

be consistent with more dense regions forming earlier, and
~-19+ 1.5810g( Maoo ) (2) therefore ending their star formation earlier. More reettte

hgé ® K band M/L ratio, having very little dependence on on—going

{ Lx(0.1-2.4kev) }
h;210%%rg st

By combining these two scaling relations (and converti ar f9r_rr_1:31tion, has been found to be mass-dependent (Lin eta

to Ho = 70 km s Mpc2, andLx(0.5 — 2.0keV)[10%erg s1]), 03:2004), with K band light per unit mass being higher by a
one obtains the number of bright galaxies in a cluster of unjfctor= 2 in low mass clusters than in massive o

nosityLy: A MsuUeetl IV TISIAILE CLTDER.E _al. _
YEx served mass dependence could be due either to processes like

N(Lx) ~ 745 (Lx(0.5 — 2.0keV)[10*erg s1])*386, (3) tidal stripping and dynamical friction disrupting galaxien
massive clusters, or to a reduced star formation efficiency i
In the assumption that this holds in the redshiftrangell)  such systems (possibly the heating of the ICM cutting off the
we can use the redshift evolution of the cluster X—ray lumsupply of cold material needed to form stars (Blanton et al.

______________________________

mate the number density of clusters at a given luminosityeand Keeping in mind these issues that complicate the compari-
given redshift. By using the M) relation above, we can com-son of inhomogeneous samples, as well as possible systemati
pute the number density of bright galaxies in the clustaalir differences in the masses estimated by different means (see

atz ~ 1) yields the contribution of cluster galaxies to the totah this work with estimates at lower redshift. A comparisdn o
bright galaxy budget. We thus find that a fraction of less thahe cluster M/L ratios in the B band, out to redshift 0.8, was

5%) atz ~ 1. distant clusters (see their figure 14).
We have estimated the K band M/L ratios of Cl0910,

4. Mass to light ratios Cl1252, Cl0848 making use of tr_ug _Lf:s_d_e_rl_vf:(_j above and of

The cluster dynamical mass—to—light (M/L) ratio has long Once the Schechter parameterand K,,, (and the corre-
been a matter of interest due to the fact that clusters @®lagponding characteristic luminosify) have been determined,
from regions several Mpcs wide, thus carrying both theihe K band projected total luminosity within the surveyeeaar
mass and galaxy content from representative portions of ttem be calculated via direct integration of the Schechtecfu
Universe. Their M/L ratio could thus be similar to that of théion (L,,, = ®*L*T(2 + «)). The K band luminosities for the
whole Universe, even thought this is much dependent on hidwee clusters within the surveyed area (as listed in colGioi
different galaxy evolution is in such high density envircemts table:_é) are listed in tabligi 3. We assumg K5.2 when calcu-
with respect to average density regions. lating luminosities in units ol. The errors were determined
by calculating the luminosity with Schechter parameters ru
The cluster M/L ratio can in principle be used to study howing on the 1 confidence level for Kanda.
galaxies evolve in dense environments. The M/L ratio is kmow The projected M/L ratios for the three clusters were derived
to increase with the system mass going from galaxies to clwgthin the surveyed area, using the projected mass profdes d

et al. 1986). However, it is not yet completely clear, also iming up the luminosities of the photometric members from T04

recent studies, whether a mass dependence of the M/L ratithout further correctionsM//Lx = 17j§M@/L®) is consistent

is observed in the limited mass range of groups and clustesgth the quoted value. By considering only the confirmed spec

While some works find a measurable increase of the M/L ratimscopic members, we obtaM/Lx = 31+ 5M/Ls, which

with the total mass of the system (for instance Schaeffek. et should be considered as an upper limit.

(1993),;Adami et al. (1998ba), Girardi et al. (2p00), Hoekst It should be noted that, since our surveyed areas are differ-
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Table 3. Luminosity function parameters and estimated absolute idbaminosities and mass—to—light ratios. Column 2: in-
dicative radius within which the LF and the M/L ratio are maa&sl; column 3: original passband in which the LF is measured
column 4: LF characteristic magnitude'Ms measured in the original passband, column 5kMtorrected to the restframe K
band (F160W was previously corrected tg likand by a factor -0.5); column 6: LF faint end slapénote that for CI091Q is
unconstrained, and the error ori fdr this cluster is estimated assuming thdt4 < @ < —0.4); column 7: the total restframe,K
luminosity within the effective area listed in column 6 olﬁla.'_z; column 8: the restframe;Kand mass—to—light ratio (the errors
come from the errors on the projected mass and on the totahdgity). Note that for Cl11252 we report the total lumingsand

the M/L ratio derived from both the LFs from this work and frd4 (first and second value respectively).

Cluster r passband M K: ., a Lis<r (M/L)g.<r
kpc ABmag ABmag 18L, My/Lo
RDCS J0910+5422 600 K 2042 2327 085 10° 4070
RDCS J1252.9-2927 500 K 20171 2389 -0950F  185:147 13%:16%
RX J0848+4453 400 F160We(H) 2081, -23761, -11504 42 3528
composite LF - K, 20594 -23411%4 -10%%2 - -

Andernach et al. 2004, Gavazz et al. 2004, Rines et j2004) 100~
The M/L ratios published in passbands different frém i 1
were rescaled to thi band using the colours of a simple stellar 801 b
population formed at z=5 and the AB colours of the SBr-( S i
K)o=0.15, R - K)o = -0.76, / - K)o = -0.33. These rescaled & g0
measurements are shown with empty symbols. o ’
To avoid excessive confusion in the plot, some points do < [
not represent a single cluster but are based g[l_d_if_fqr_e‘nt sam { I
ples: 32 groups and clusters from Sanderson & Ponman:(2003), =
8 groups and clusters from Hradecky et al. (2000), 16 clsster L
from ._’C_a_rngrg_gg_zg_Iﬂ._Q_lﬂQ_@?) grouped in 4 redshift bins, 1@s<l 0 I 1 1 1

.................................... redshift

In such cases, the weighted average (and correspondingy erf‘?g. 9. The evolution of the restframe K band mass—to—light ra-

of the sample is plotted_ in figuie 9.' T ) . tio. The filled circles are the M/L ratios from this work. The
Some of the M/L ratios plotted in figure 9 were derived W'tgtar shows the M/L determined for CI1252 using the T04 LF.

masses estimated from kinematics (crossed points) or frorriqe filled squares are K band M/L measurement from Rines
strong/weak lensing (circled points). The solid line tiat@e |, | /o~ \-0 = =m = =T 5 A\ T = =m0 = 7y

expected evolution of the M/L ratio, neglecting any evalatin (2004). The empty symbols show the K band M/L ratio de-
the dark halo mass, in the assumption that the M/L ratio mwrived fr.om published M/L estimates in other passbands, i.e
following the luminosity evolution of the cluster galaxiésra ,o . /. "\ =s=c=r----=xs=s T
pure Iuminosity_evolution of asimple stell_ar populationfeed (2002) Sanderson & Ponman @0Q§ ~Gavazzi etal. (2008), R/
atz = 5 (normalized at M/L = 51 at redshift zero). band (s-q-u:':lFé)-ch;r‘;_'{Ea}l:t'):efi§L€I:(:L£59-f)-a-na-,5\ﬁd(e—rnach ot al
(2004), and V band from Cirimele et al. (1997) and Hradecky

5. The stellar mass function et al. (2000) (see text). Crossed and circled points haveesas

. ... determined from galaxy kinematics or strong/weak lenség r

At redshift= 1, the K band (rest-frame 4m) luminosity is g6 cively, at a difference with X—ray masses used in thigwo

still a good tracer of the stellar mass. Therefore, we C"?‘Wdré]’he solid line traces the evolution expected from pure lumi-
an estimate of the stellar mass function (MF) of clusterxjaia nosity evolution of a simple stellar population formed abz=

?t LedSh'ﬁZI = l.Zfronr:the clcl)mposne K_bar;]d LF. Jhe ijtﬁn? assuming that the cluster M/L ratio only evolves because of
ight translates into the stellar mass via the stellar Mlloraf o051 eyolution in galaxies, and neglecting any evohutio

each galaxy's stellar population, which depends on thexgalgpe gark mass. The dotted line shows the reference (z=0valu
star formation history (SFH) and on its age.

In principle, if we knew which galaxies are contributing
to the composite LF (and we measured their photometry in a
sufficient number of passbands) we could measure the steltastatistically evaluate the stellar M/L ratios of clusgglax-
MI/L ratio for each of the galaxies via SED fitting, and dirgctlies along the LF. To this aim, we used the CI1252 photomet-
determine the stellar mass function. However, since the-cornt members selected by T04 to statistically estimate, chea
posite LF was determined in a statistical fashion, we als@ hanagnitude bin of the LF, the median and scatted&4" per-
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centiles) coloursyirs-Ky, zg50-K, and J-K. In the assumption
that the contributions to the LF from different galaxy papul
tions in Cl0910 and Cl0848 are approximately similar to thos 100
in Cl1252, these colours obtained along the CI1252 LF will be F Pog >

representative of those along the composite LF.

We then built a set of 160 synthetic SEDs with the Bruzual
& Charlot (2003) code, with (delayed) exponentially deiclmn
SFH with Q005 < 7 < 1.5 Gyr and 03 < age< 5 Gyr, so-
lar metallicity, Salpeter IMF and no reddening. For each mag
nitude bin, we selected all the models with the appropriate =

Maors) [arbitrary units]

cluster galoxies ot z~1.2
- = = = local cluster galoxies (Balogh et al. 2001)

T T T

colour (median+ scatter as above) for that bin, thus deter- | 24 1ied golories ot 1<2<1.5 Egomoni ol 53104) \
.. . . . . ield galaxies a z< 1., rory et al.
mining a rough estimate of the M/L ratios in that magnitude 0 local field galoxies (Cole et al. 2001) .
interval. For each of the three colourgstK;, zgs0-K,, and [T -
. . . 10 10 10
Ji-K; we extracted 100 realizations of the MF perturbing the Myrs/M

number of galaxies in each magnitude bin witl-a&qual to

its Poissonian error and then spreading in mass this peduripig, 10. The stellar mass function as determined from the com-
number of galaxies within the above defined M/L ratio rangsosite K, band LF. The shaded area accounts for errors in the
for that magnitude bin. We then considered the median argdband LF and in the stellar mass tg kght ratio (see text for
minimum/maximum MFs over the 100 realizations, for each gktails). Other determinations of the stellar mass functice

the three colours, which give three estimates of the MF whighown for reference, as indicated in the legend.

are perfectly consistent.

We thus ave_r:elged these three estimates obtaining the MFConclusions
plotted in figurg 10; the shaded region corresponds to the ave’
age minimum/maximum MFs computed according to the abowg have studied the near infrared luminosity function ohhig
description. We also show for comparison the MFs for fielgdshift cluster galaxies in three X—ray luminous clustbet

timated mass completeness determined for our completenggsems, and by comparing it with thatzat 0, we can set
magnitude, considering the M/L ratio of a stellar populatiovaluable constraints on the galaxy evolution in dense envir
formed at z10 with subsolar metallicity and no reddeningments in the redshift range [91].

The stellar mass corresponding to the characteristic ad®i  \We should note, however, that derived quantities still suf-
K} = 205 is approximately 18 M. fer from large uncertainties, due to small-number statistnd

Within the uncertainties affecting this MF determinatiorP0ssibly biases in the galaxy populations (due to probirlg on
the shape of the MF of massive objects at redshift2 is not the cluster cores). _ _ _ _ _
significantly different from the local one as measured framt ~ The LF resulting from this work is consistent with previous

firmed at least in Cl1252 from SED fitting on 9 passbands frofiie of the local cluster galaxies LF, once such a brighteising
restframe NUV to NIR (Rosati et al., Rettura et al., in prep&aken into account.

ration). However, we note that by probing galaxy clusters we Similarly, the evolution of the K band LF of field galaxies
are only sensitive to the evolution of the shape of the MF, ah@s been found to be consistent with passive evolution wg-to

A direct comparison of the field and cluster LFs at redshift
zero, has revealed a significant difference both in the B and i

amounting to~ 0.3 mag in M and~ 0.1 + 0.2 in a. While
there is a hint of exceeding very bright galaxies in our dista

veter

IMF, so we applied a correction loglifs " = logM¥&emicuit +0,35, to make such a claim.
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For Cl1252, for which best quality data and extended wave- Among the caveats in our study, we should mention the
length coverage are available, we attempted a separatitie ofso—called progenitor bias. Since we have considered théewho
contributions of late and early type galaxies to the brigit e cluster galaxy population, our work is in principle not affed
of the LF. We find that, already at~ 1.2, the bright end of the by the progenitor bias referred to when dealing with sefkcte
LF appears to be dominated by early type galaxies selectedpipulations of galaxies (generally early—types (van Doki&u
ther on the basis of their morphological appearence or af thEranx 2001)). It remains true that galaxy populations irs€lu
spectrophotometric properties. ters at high redshift might not be directly comparable taloc

on the basis of pure luminosity evolution of the cluster gala ~ With the aid of multicolour photometry, including
ies stellar populations. However, a much larger sample avod#pitzer/IRAC bands, we can now directly estimate the stella

be needed for a detailed investigation of the evolution ef tiinasses of high redshift cluster galaxies, as well as apmrabel
cluster M/L ratio. ages of their stellar populations, and push these studie®ou

Finally, from the composite Kband LF we have estimate S Rl _ -
the stellar mass function of cluster galaxies. The obsetued N9 an epoch which is thought to be crucial for the formatibn o

band light atz ~ 1.2 corresponds approximately to the resf1@ssive clusters. This work will stimulate significant prexgs
framez band light, and is considered as a good tracer of tHédlscnmmatlng between different formation scenarios.

stellar mass. We have outlined in the introduction how the d . .
termination of the stellar mass function at high redshitss /?cknawledgements. We thank T. Kodama for providing us with his el-

. . . o eIiptical galaxy evolution models, and P. Popesso for slgghier results
strong constraints on the evolution of massive gala)('esle,vhprior to publication. We also thank the anonymous refereaigeful

the early formation epoch of the bulk of the stars in massi¥gmments which improved the presentation of this work. Vs
galaxies is now generally established by several obsen&ti G. De Lucia, M. Esposito, M. Pannella, M. Paolillo, and A. Red for
the epoch of the major mass assembly can only be assessegepful discussions and comments. VS gratefully acknogésdsup-
studying the redshift evolution of the mass function. Oudgt port from the European Social Fund through a PhD grant, aom fr
shows that the massive(,,,, > 101°M®) galaxy populations the ESO Director General Discretionary Fund program. S€ived
in massive high redshift clusters have not significantlyngreal Support from the Danish Natural Science Research Courtug.Work
sincez ~ 1, apart from passive evolution of their stars, thy@ade use of observations of the GOODS-S field carried oug tlsé
extending previous results at lower redshifts. The shagheof V'Y Large Telescope at the ESO Paranal Observatory undgram
stellar mass function at~ 1.2 is found to be consistent with ID: LP168.A-0485.

the one observed in local clusters, within our uncertagntie

The high-mass end of the LF, made of giaMss > References
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