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ABSTRACT

We present new relationships between halo masdgs dnd several galaxy properties, includingband
luminosities (), stellar (sta) and baryonic masses, stellar velocity dispersior)s &nd black hole masses
(Mgn). Approximate analytic expressions are given. In the galaalo mass range 3 16°Mm M,

3 16°M the M,—L,, MsarM,,, and Mpy—M,, are well represented by a double power law, with a break
at Mypreak 3 16'M |, corresponding to a mass in stafg,, 12 18M |, to ar -band luminosity

L. 5 1BL ,toastellarvelocity dispersion’ 88kms?, andtoablack hole masss; 9 18M . The
—M,, relation can be approximated by a single power law, thoughuble power law is a better representation.
Although there are significant systematic errors assatiateur method, the derived relationships are in good
agreement with the available observational data and hampamable uncertainties. We interpret these relations
in terms of the effect of feedback from supernovae and fragratttive nucleus on the interstellar medium. We
argue that the break of the power laws occurs at a mass whidtsrtiee transition between the dominance of

the stellar and the AGN feedback.
Subject headings: cosmology: theory — galaxies: formation — galaxies: evoiut quasars: general

1. INTRODUCTION to depend on the star formation history and the total energy

There is a well determined set of cosmological parameters][gIr?naesgitél‘)rsﬂglerlé:’"z‘)?1 ?A?;;?gg;:e dpaeyng:ug)?ytlrllerntiﬁtiitr;aéf)rOf
_ 1 -1 - (: — - : ;
h _186;%005355 I\ﬂplc?"?— %.?ZOG ﬁm‘l’og 4_ 0023 4 er?wie)r[l,- respondingly, the total energy injected by the AGN feedback
in _fro.m a num'lfe_r of'observat)i/o,ng _(the concordancegcos-is ultimately related to the final black hole (BH) mass. The
9 : . fraction of the gas removed by feedbacks is expected to de-
mology, see Spergel et al. 2003). Also the cosmic density

A : d also on the binding energy of the gas itself, which is
of baryons , =0044 0004 has been very precisely de- pend al . : d e
termined through both the power spectrum of Cosmic Mi- determined by the galaxyirial mass and by its density dis

crowave Background anisotropies and measurements of th ribution. Therefore the relationships between the galealy
. . 9 Otrop : fnass and the galaxy luminosity, the stellar and baryonismas
%rl[morzd(lj%lza)lbu'r&dance of light elenrents (Cybgr} etal. 2001, the mass of the central BH, are expected to give extremely
ive . An important complementary information is : . ’ .
that the density of baryons residing in virialized struetur useful information on the process of galaxy formation and

and associated to detectable emissions is much smaller tha volution. An additional relevant piece of informati_on h?t
.. In fact, traced-by-light baryons in stars and in cold nk between the galaxy halo mass and the velocity disper-

; . . . ion of the old stellar component. This paper is devoted to a
gaseous disks of galaxies and in hot gas in clusters amoung,_.. .. -
©0a pum (3-4) 10°. 04 , (Persic & Salucci 1992, itatlstlcal study of these relations.

i . The Halo Occupation Distribution (see, e.g., Kauffmann,
Fugukita et al. 1998, Fukugita & Peebles 2004). On the other ; i ; . :
hand, in rich galaxy clusters the ratio between the mass OfNusser & Steinmetz 1997; Peacock & Smith 2000; Berlind &

the dark matter (DM) component and the mass of the baryonWe'nberg 2002; Magliocchetti & Porciani 2003), which spec-

A , . . ifies the probability?(N M) that a halo of mas¥ is hostingV
%Oé?cphoenset?]té gzg'm?; Lr;titge_hot intergalactic gas, pracycall - 56 is a helpful statistics to establish the link Etmthe
M= b-

The circumstance that, is a factor of about 10 larger than host DM halo mass and the observed galaxy luminosity. An

. . additional tool to explore this link is the formalism of thelG
»ium puts forth both an observational and a theoretical prob-ditional Luminosity Function (Yang, Mo & van den Bosch

lem. On one side, observations are needed to detect and Iocat2 : : . . .
€t it o : 003), which describes how many galaxies of given luminos-
these "missing” baryons (see for a review Stocke, Penton &ity reside in a halo of given mass. Following this approach,

er]url]la%/goti)égé t&ﬁmﬁgrgﬁfﬁ: er?l?)'u%?lg‘xg;?;(r)nnastlgpe;neon(:l-yYang etal. (2003) investigated the relation between halssma
in gas and stars inside galaxies. No doubt that feedback fro and Iumlgosny. However, parycu]arly for .h'gh halo masses
; T » & 108M | both methods give information on galaxy sys-
stars and AGNs played a relevant role in unbinding large :
amounts of gas and eventually removing them from the hosttems’ more than on large galaxies. :
. e " Marinoni & Hudson (2002) and Vale & Ostriker (2004)
g';g nh;}[g) e(tsgle’ 260%1 ngléi“ll (%—Ic?llll((i nlsgg?élsnzkogssfgsi 18235_ suggest that a helpful starting point can be the simple typot
; ' » 1op ¥ » -apl, esis that there is a one-to-one, monotonic correspondexce b

liere & Menci 2005), but we need to get a detailed quantigativ tween halo mass and resident galaxy luminosity. Then, by

understanding of these processes, which are crucial to Coméquating the integral number density of galaxies as a func-

prehend galaxy formation. The stellar feedback is expectedtion of their luminosity and stellar mass to the number den-

1 Astrophysics Sector, SISSA/ISAS, Via Beirut 2-4, I-340TieSte, Italy sity of galaxy hak_)s’ one gets a_ StatISt!Cal eStlmate_Of tNE_D
2 INAF, Osservatorio Astronomico di Padova, Vicolo dell'®sgatorio 5, halo mass associated to galaxies of fixed luminosity or fixed

I-35122 Padova, Italy baryon/stellar mass. However, a major problem of the method
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is the estimate of the mass function of halos hosting ondesing been done through a light concentration method (see Shankar
galaxy, the Galaxy Halo Mass Function (GHMF). To solve the et al. 2004 for a discussion and a comparison with other LF
problem, in this paper we use an empirical approach, whichestimates). These early- and late-type galaxy LFs are in rea
takes into account the results of numerical simulations,(se sonable agreement with the LFs of red and blue galaxies, re-
e.g., De Lucia et al. 2004 and references therein) on the halasspectively, derived by Baldry et al. (2004).
occupation distribution by adding to the Halo Mass Function  Since the Nakamura LF of late-type galaxies is well defined
(HMF) the contribution of subhalos (Vale & Ostriker 2004; only for luminosities brighter that, . —18, we extended it
van den Bosch, Tormen & Giocoli 2005). At large masses we to lower luminosity using the results of Zucca et al. (1997)
subtract from the HMF the mass function of galaxy groups and Loveday (1998) and translating them from theband
(Girardi & Giuricin 2000; Martinez et al. 2002; Heinamaki et to ther -band using a colorb(—r ) 033, as appropriate
al. 2003; Pisani, Ramella & Geller 2003). for star forming irregular galaxies (Fukugita et al. 199it

The mass around a galaxy up to a radial distance from itsTable 3, panels (j) and (m) with, B andr ’ r9. The
center much larger than the characteristic scale of liggttieli conversion to solar luminosities has been done taking =
bution can be inferred from detailed X-ray observationg(se 462 (Blanton et al. 2001). The resulting LF is well fit, in the
e.g., O’Sullivan & Ponman 2004). Also the statistical mea- range3 106L . L.. 3 16'L , by
surements of the shear induced by weak gravitational Ignsin 3 s
around galaxies (see Bartelmann, King, & Schneider 2001) (L)dL, _ 905 10° 4 10 dr : (1)
yield important insights on the halo mass of galaxies (McKay Mpc3 x124g00076c — 4403 !
et al. 2002, Sheldon et al. 2004). Though these mass esti-
mates have significant uncertainties and their extrapotati Wherex =24 16L .

to the virial radii are notimmediate, they nonetheless jof®v The MLR of the stellar component can be derived from
useful reference values to which we compare the outcomes oftudies of stellar evolution, with uncertainties assetiao
our method. the poor knowledge of details of the IMF (see, e.g., Fukugita

The role of stellar and AGN feedback has been discussedet 1998; Bell et al. 2003; Fukugita & Peebles 2004; Baldry et
by several authors (see, e.g., Dekel & Silk 1986; Silk & al. 2004; Panter, Heavens & Jimenez 2004). A more direct ap-
Rees 1998). Granato et al. (2001, 2004) have implementedProach exploits detailed kinematical and photometricistid
both feedbacks in their model of joint formation of QSOs and Of galaxies to estimate the amount of mass traced by light and
spheroidal galaxies. More recently the feedbacks have alsghe mass of the DM component, taking advantage of their dif-
been introduced into hydrodynamical simulations (Springe ferent distribution inside the galaxies. This method hasnbe
Di Matteo & Hernquist 2005). One of the purposes of this pa- used by Salucci & Persic (1999), who estimated the stelkdr an
per is to show how the information coming from the relation- gaseous mass as a function of the B-band luminosity for late-
ships of the galaxy halo mass with measurable galaxy properiype galaxies to get the baryon mads  133My + Msar
ties (such as the stellar, baryonic and central BH masses) ca e have approximated their results for the stellar and tise ga
shed light on the role and on relative importance of the two component, respectively as
feedbacks. M. I3

The plan of this work is the following. In §2 we compute log—2'=-16+12log—= ; )
the galaxy stellar and baryonic mass functions, exploitireg L
luminosity funcpion and the m.ass-tojlight ratio of thel stel for 107 M My 162M |, and
lar component inferred from kinematical mass modelling of
galaxies. Then, in 83, we derive the mass function of galacti o My _
halos, and, exploiting the relevant galaxy statistics (hos- gM— -
ity function, galaxy star/baryon mass function, velocitg-d
persion function) and the galaxy halo mass function, we in-intherange3 16M My  16'M . Combining these
vestigate the relationships of the corresponding galagppr  relations with the LF of eql[1), assuming a Gaussian distri-
erties with the halo mass. The relation of the halo mass with bution around the mean relations with a dispersion of about
the mass of the central BH in galactic spheroidal components20%, we derived the stellar mass function and the baryonic
is deduced in §4, by comparing the central black hole massmass function of late-type galaxies. To do that we have taken
function to the galaxy halo mass function. In §5 we discuss M =548 (Binney & Merrifield 1998) and§-r9) =09 (see
the role of the stellar and AGN feedbacks in shaping the re-Table 3, panel (m) of Fukugita et al. 1995).
lationships between stellar and baryonic mass and halo.mass A similar approach can be followed for early-type galax-

134+O:81Iog£—8 3)

86 is devoted to the conclusions. ies. For about 9000 such galaxies extracted from the Sloan
Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) Bernardi et al. (2003) estimated
2. THE STAR AND BARYON MASS FUNCTIONS OF GALAXIES the MLR (within the characteristic half luminosity ratig,

The luminosity function (LF) is a fundamental statistics fo in solar units)M=L = 36h.=L,i°"*> M =L in the r -band
galaxies. Its present form is the result of physical proeess (L.=2 1G6°L ). These authors derived the mass inside
involving both baryons and dark matter. In particular, sl using the relation(r,) =c ?r,=G, where is the central ve-
in the range between about 0.1 to sevenal probe the stel-  locity dispersion, and assuming= 2. However, the value of
lar component. The mass of stars and baryons associated to depends on the light profile (  2:35 for a de Vaucouleurs
galaxies can be derived coupling the LF with estimates of theprofile, see Prugniel and Simien 1997) and on the DM distri-
mass-to-light ratio (MLR) of the stellar and gaseous compo- bution (Borriello et al. 2003). Using= 235 and rescaling the
nents. As it is well known, the MLR and the fraction of gas zero point of the MLR by Bernardi et al. (2003), we obtain:
depend on galaxy morphology.

Nakamura et al. (2003) estimated the LF in theband for Mo 4 L M
early- and late-type galaxies separately. The separatsn h L L, L -

045

(4)

star
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kinematic determinations, is a factor of abouB higher at

] high luminosities, while at very low luminositie€,(. 5

E 10°L ) it is about a factor of 2 lower. However, the flatness

] of the GSMF at small masses conceals the difference in the
] MLR, while at large masses the almost exponential decline of
E the LF amplifies it. It is worth noticing that the determirgati

] of the MLR of low luminosity objects is hampered by many

os o e A ] effects related to the episodic star formation history,he t

—4F o2 o Beleteh 2008 LT presence of dust, to the irregularity of their shapes, artdeto

0.1

00 N\ DM predominance.

8 o 10 11 12 ] Cole et al. (2001) presented estimates of the GSMF for two
- choices of the Initial Mass Function (IMF): Salpeter’s (595
8 9 10 1 12 and Kennicutt’s (1983). For a Salpeter IMF their GSMF is
Log Msue [Mo] consistent with ours, within our estimated uncertaintibs
FiG. 1.— The Galaxy Stellar Mass Function. The thikid line shows main difference is @ 30% excess for log{sia=M ) . 105.
the numerical results, which are almost perfectly matchedhle analytic For a Kennicutt IMF, their GSMF dI’OpS faWl o about 0.2

fitting formula [eq. B)]. Thedotted line gives the contribution of early-type :
galaxies. Thehaded area represents the uncertainty due to’the0% error dex lower than that by Bell et al. (2003)' The estimate by

in the mean stellar mass to light ratio. The vertidal-dashed line shows Baldry et al. (2004) is close to that by Bell et al. (2003), as
the stellar mass correspondingp = -18. Thedashed line shows the result  expected since they exploit very similar LFs and MLRs. Allin

by Bell et al. (2003). The inset illustrates the averagetivacof gas as a all, methods based on kinematic measurements and on stellar

function of the steflar mass. population synthesis yield GSMFs and GBMFs in reasonable

agreement, and establish a sound confidence interval.
Integrating the GSMF foMg, & 10BM |, the mass density

As discussed by Bell et al. (2003) and by Baldry et al. (2004), . >
the uncertaintieys related to(the II%/IF anci/ to theystar fogmatio) parameter of .b aryons condensed in stars associated to late-
history imply an uncertainty of about 30% in the mean value type galaxies is found to be

of the MLR; the dispersion around the mean relation, llg. (4), Lakiny=(18 04) 10; (6)

is of about 20%. By convolving ther -band luminosity Wt 1 )
function of early-type galaxies of Nakamura et al. (2003) where the label “kin” indicates that the stellar mass of gials:

with the distribution of MLRs, assuming a Gaussian distribu has been estimated using kinematic data. The corresponding

tion around the mean relation of ell (4), with a dispersion of neutral gas d(_ansny amounts to 20% of this value and it is
20%, we estimate the Galaxy Stellar Mass Function (GSMF) (iggcentrHated In Igt_e-tzpef, Illow mass sys;emrs.Mék&r h >
of E=S0 galaxies, which essentially coincides with the Galaxy fIMt i ere ant !ng efo ?r:’v”ggsel\jf:.( ) arll (8), the errors
Baryonic Mass Function (GBMF), since in early-type galax- "€heCt the uncertainties on the 5 SIF. .
ies the gas gives a negligible contribution to the baryonsamas The star density parameter associated to early-type galaxi
The total GSMF, holding over the mass rangé &0 . amounts to
Msar . 10Y2M , is shown by the solid line in Fifll 1, where the Eukin)=(18 06) 10°: )
shaded area corresponds to the 30% uncertainty in the meap
MLR. This is a safe range to determine the GSMF as at lower
masses the uncertainty in the LF grows while the increase. : : ;
in the total stellar mass density includingy, < 108M is 'fo%ﬁx'.es with stellar masses in the rangé@0 . M, .
rather small,< 5%. The upturn aMg, . 3 16M  cor- IS
responds to the appearance of the dwarf galaxy population, ¢ kin)=(36 07) 10: (8)
represented by the second term at r.h.s. of llg. (1). How-
ever the contribution in stellar mass density in the range
1°M . Mga . 10°M s just 3% of the total. In the
inset of FigllL we have displayed the gas fraction as a func-
tion of the stellar mass. A very accurate analytical represe
tation (actually indistinguishable from the solid line shing
the numerical results) is provided by a Schechter functios p
a power law term:

is well known that in early-types the amount of cold gas is
negligible. Therefore, the overall local stellar mass dgns

This value is in good agreement with the recent estimates ob-
tained through spectro-photometric galaxy models (Bedl.et
2003; Fukugita 2004; Fukugita & Peebles 2004). The contri-
bution of the cold gas to the baryon density in galaxies ig onl
8%, and thus{ 108 . This result confirms the well
known conclusion that only a small fraction, 10%, of the
cosmic baryons is today in stars and cold gas within galax-
ies. It is worth noticing that the star formation rate intggd
GSMFMsa) Mgy . 3 10° 225  10° over the cosmic history matches the overall local mass den-
Mpc2 T 116,082« + 341 dr ; () sity in stars (see Nagamine et al. 2004). This mass density
has been accumulated at high redshifts, 1, for early-type
wherex My=6 10°M . The GBMF is easily computed galaxies and later on for late-types, as indicated by tleeir r
by adding the appropriate gas contribution. Recent estignat spective stellar populations.
of the GSMF and of the GBMF have been produced by Cole By subtracting from the cosmic matter density the contri-
et al. (2001), Bell et al. (2003) and Baldry et al. (2004), bution of baryons(, = 0£044) and that of dark matter (DM)
exploiting 2dF, SDSS and Two Micron All Sky Survey data. in groups and clusters of galaxiesy,, 0012; Reiprich
The estimate by Bell et al. (2003) is shown by the dashed& Bohringer 2002), we obtain the DM mass density associ-
line in Fig.M. The difference with our estimate is mainly due ated with galaxies §,, 021, in excellent agreement with
to the difference in adopted MLR. Bell et al. (2003) have the determination by Fukugita & Peebles (2004). The aver-
derived their MLR by fitting the broad band SED with stellar age DM-to-baryon (essentially stars) mass fraction inxgata
population models. The mean MLR adopted here, based orturns out to be around 60. This value must be compared with
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the cosmological rati®.osm= py= » 6. Infact, inrich —1E
galaxy clusters the baryon mass, mostly in form of diffusg ga :
and the DM halo mass have a ratio consistent with the “cos-
mic” DM to baryon ratio (see, e.g., Ettori, Tozzi & Rosati
2003). This evidences that the baryon fraction in galaxés d
creases on average by a factor of about 10 relative to thalinit

: %%M'

Log dn/dLogM, [Mpc~

value, due to a number of astrophysical processes assbciate “OF ___ Galotic Halo Mass Function E
to the formation_of these objects. In the following we wilkus _BE —_ Holo+SubHalo Moss Function E
the cosmic fractionfcosm= 1=Rcosm  0:7. E L Mortiner et ol (2002) : E

-7 7 ___ Group Halo Mass Function (Fit) E
3. THE GALAXY HALO MASS FUNCTION AND THE L, Mstar AND _sf ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ S

VS. HALO MASS RELATIONS
10.5 11.0 11.5 12.0 12.5 13.0 13.5 14.0

In order to investigate the relationships between thezstell Log M, [Ms]
and baryonic mass and the halp mass in galaXieS i-n-a one- FIG. 2.— Galactic halo mass function. Tleavy solid line shows the
tQ'One correspondence, the statistics of ha!os contamiag numerical results, obtained as described in $ct. 3, whizhexy accurately
single galaxy, the Galaxy Halo Mass Function (GHMF), has reproduced by the analytical approximation [dll. (9)]. Weehplotted the
to be estimated. The overall HMF as found by numerical sim- results by Martinez et al. (2002) only for the halo mass rafgeterest here.
ulations (see, e.g., Jenkins et al. 2001; Springel et al5200 Beyonthd |2 t101311f/1 ,Ithf; halo mass function is ftmy aécHoglﬂr;Eed for by
is well described by the Press & Schechter (1974) formula asdr°uPs and clusters of galaxies, as a consequence the gaero
modified by Sheth & Tormen (1999). However, in order to (shown as @ltied line beyond this fimif).
compute the GHMF, we have to deal with the problem of the
halo occupation distribution (HOD; Peacock & Smith 2000; ing measurements also suggest an upper galaxy mass limit
Berlind et al. 2003; Magliocchetti & Porciani 2003; Krawso  Mmax . 3 16°M (Kochanek & White 2001).
et al. 2004; Abazajian et al. 2005). Two effects need to If two galaxy propertiesq and p, obey a monotonic rela-
be taken into account: (i) the number of galaxies is actually tionship we can write
larger than the number of DM halos, since a halo may con- d
tain a number of sub-halos, each hosting a galaxy, and éi) th (p) ld dg= (¢)dg; (20)
probability that very massive halo®f & 10'°-10M ) host dg
a single giant galaxy drops rapidly with increasing halosnas where (g) is the number density of galaxies with measured

To account for the effect (i) we use the results by Vale & property betweeg andg+dg and (p) is the corresponding
Ostriker [2004; see their egs. (1) and (3)] and mig to the number density for the variabje The solution is based on
HMF the subhalo mass function they have derived; we havea numerical scheme that imposes that the number of galaxies
checked that this procedure does not alter substantiadly th with ¢ above a certain valugmust be equal to the number of
overall mass density in the galactic range. The subhalo MFgalaxy halos withp abovep (see, e.g., Marinoni & Hudson
by van den Bosch et al. (2005) is extremely close to the Vale 2002; Vale & Ostriker 2004), i.e.,
& Ostriker one over the mass range of interest here, and gives Z Z
essentially indistinguishable results. To account foeeffii) (p)dp= (¢)dg : (11)
we subtract from the HMF the halo mass function of galaxy P q

groups and clusters. Estimates of the latter obtained by dif |, the followingp M, and (p) GHMF(,), while the
ferent groups (Girardi & Giuricin 2000; Martinez et al. 2002 ariable4 will be, in turn, the luminosity, the stellar mass,
Heinamaki et al. 2003; Pisani et al. 2003; Eke et al. 2006) the velocity dispersion, and the central BH mass. It is worth
are in reasonable agreement ¢y & 5 1_9 M . Atlower noticing that in this way we establish a direct link between
masses the galaxy group mass function is very uncertain, andne specific galaxy property and the halo mass without any
the recent study by Eke et al. (2006) finds a larger abun-assumption or extrapolation of the DM density profile.

dance of low luminosity groups than previously reportedtfro  The monotonicity assumption is obviously critical for the
smaller samples. On the other hand, from Fig. 8 (plus Fig. 15) applicability of the present approach. However direct ev-
of Eke et al. (2006), it looks plausible that galaxies dorténa  jdence of monotonic relationships between several pairs of
the MF forM, . 5 16°M . We stress, however, that, as these quantities has been reported (Haring & Rix 2004; Fer-
discussed in the following, in the mass range consideregl her rarese 2002: Baes et al. 2003: Tremaine et al. 2002), and
our results are only weakly sensitive to whether or not the gqgitional data supporting the relationships derived lagee
galaxy group mass function is subtracted from the HMF. discussed in the following.

The GHMF obtained subtracting from the HMF the group  \ve also implicitly assume that all galactic-size halos con-
and cluster mass function estimated by Martinez et al. (2002 ain a visible galaxy. This assumption underlies all ma-
is shown in Fig.lR and is well fit, in the range Xl jor semi-analytic models for galaxy formation, includiret
logM,=M < 132, by a Schechter function one by Granato et al. (2004), that we adopt as our refer-

M ence model. The successes of this model in reproducing
GHMF(M,) dM), = — M Gy (9) the redshift-dependent galaxy luminosity function in efiéint
M M wavebands provide strong support to this view.
, _ The result for the stellar mass, obtained settirfg) =
— — — 3
with =-184,M=142 16°M and =31 10'°Mpc™.  GSMF(y,) [eq. B)] is plotted in FiglB. We find that its
The fall off at high masses (where early-type galaxies domi- re|ationship with the host halo mass is well approximated by
nate) mirrors the increasing probability of multiple ocaup
tion of mass halos found by Magliocchetti & Porciani (2003) (M=3 16'M )3T
1+(M,=3 10'M )22 °

forMs 3 10°M (seealso Zehavietal. 2005). Weak lens- Msar 23 18M

(12)



Galaxy Properties vs. Host Halo Mass

correlation at z=1.75
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I
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11.0 11.5 12.0 13.0

Log M, [Mo]

12.5

FIG. 3.— (@) Mass in stars versus halo mass. The thiekd line shows
the numerical results while théz-dashed line (difficult to distinguish from
the solid line) represents the analytic fitting formula [@)]. Thedashed
line has been obtained using the GSMF by Bell et al. (2008)bdinred area
represents the uncertainty associated to the mass to &bt the shaded
area illustrates the result at 175, based on data by Fontana et al. (2004).
(b) r -band luminosity as a function of halo mass. Again, the thigk/ line
shows the numerical results and the analytic fitting fornjatp [lB)] is in-
distinguishable from it. Théarred area represents the uncertainty associated
to the LF (dominant at the low-mass end) and to the GHMF (dantiat the
high-mass end); the thidushed line is the numerical result obtained without
removing the galaxy groups and clusters from the HMFdbvedashed line
is the result by Vale & Ostriker (2004); théaded region shows the result by
Kleinheinrich et al. (2004); therrow is from O’Sullivan & Ponman (2004);
the diamond is from Hoekstra et al. (2004); thear is from Guzik & Seljak
(2002). ¢) —M,, relation. As before, the thickolid line shows the numer-
ical results while thelot-dashed line shows the analytic formula [edill15)]
holding in the largeV,, limit. The barred area represents the uncertainty.

The calculations for the baryonic mass is strictly anal@gou
Setting (¢) = (L,) [eq. @)] we also derived the approxi-
mated behavior of the luminosity as a function of the halo
mass

(M,=3 16'm )25

L 12 18L ; 13
2 1+(M;=3 101pm )290 (13)
and of the halo mass as a function of luminosity
n #
M, ~ L, 035 L, 165
3 18'm 13 169 13 169
(14)

Both stellar mass and luminosity exhibit a double power law

dependence on halo mass with a break arodpgleax 3

10"*M |, corresponding to a luminosifypreax 6  18L .
The derivation of thé.,—M,, relation is quite sensitive to un-

certainties in the LF and in the GHMF. In the rangé 1.0 .

L, . 10" L the LF is rather precisely known (see the com-

parison of different LF estimates in Fig. 1 of Shankar et al.

3.0

— 251 Ellipticals ]
EE [ Spirals (Burkert profile)
S 20F ]
E [
g 1.5F 1
— .
1.0 7]
8 9 10 11 12

Log Mg [Mo]

FIG. 4.— Halo to stellar mass ratio as a function of the stellassnd he
solid line is the result of numerical calculations using @l (Lithw (p)
GHMF(M;) and (q) GSMF(Msta), as given by [eql5)]; théarred area
represents the uncertainty associated to the mass to &tibt Thedashed
line has been obtained using the GSMF by Bell et al. (2003 Chle et
al. (2001) GSMF with a Salpeter (1955) IMF yields resultsyvelose to
ours. Thedark shaded area represents the data on giant elliptical galaxies by
Gerhard et al. (2001); théght shaded area represents data on spiral galaxies
by Persic, Salucci & Stel (1996) and Salucci & Burkert (2000)

of the above relationships t.  10°L and, correspond-
ingly, toM, 10''M must be taken cautiously. Of course,
the same conclusion holds for relationships involving othe
statistics of galaxies and of their host halos. This empiessi
the need of a precise determination of the low luminosity end
of the LF.

In Fig.® our estimate of thd.,. vs. M, relation is com-
pared with observational results for galaxies wht&ecould
be derived based on two different methods: (i) an X-ray-
based mass model of the isolated elliptical galaxy NGC 4555
(O'Sullivan & Ponman 2004), in which the gravitational po-
tential is known up to about=B of the virial radius (the mass
within this radius is shown as a lower limit in Fib)3 (ii)
weak-lensing observations that provide the shear fieldratou
a number of galaxies of average luminosity from which
it is possible to infer the projected mass density and even-
tually to extrapolate the virial mass by assuming a DM pro-
file (Guzik & Seljak 2002; Kleinheinrich et al. 2004; Hoek-
stra et al. 2004). In Figli8we also show for compari-
son theL, vs. M, relation obtained from eqlliLl0) setting

(p) =HMF (M ;). It is worth noticing that if the group and
cluster MF is not subtracted from the HMF, our results vary
only at high masses, and the changes do not exceed 0.2 dex
uptoM, ’ 2 133Mm .

As a further check, our estimate of the ratihg=Msr as a
function of Mgy, is compared in Fidll4 with estimates derived
by extending to the virial radius the inner mass models of a
number of giant ellipticals (Gerhard et al. 2001) and spiral
(Persic, Salucci & Stel 1996; Salucci & Burkert 2000). We

2004), while the effect of uncertainties in the GHMF becomes stress that these results require extrapolations to tied vér

significant at large masses. On the whole, theM, rela-
tion is quite accurately determined in the rangé!20

M, . 108M (Fig.lB). At low luminosities the errors on
the LF rapidly increase, becoming a factor of about 2 for
L. . 3 16L . In order to illustrate the consequences on
the L,—M,, relation, we have computed it using the Lipper

dius of the density profile, assumed to have the Navarro-ren
& White (1996) shape, while our estimate does not need any
assumption on DM density profile. It is apparent that these
independent results are in nice agreement with our findings.
The dependence of the luminosity on the halo mass has
been investigated also by Vale and Ostriker (2004); their re

and lower boundaries of the LF by Nakamura et al. (2003). In sult is also shown in Fijli8 They exploited the 2dF galaxy

the former case, the low-luminosity portion of the-M,, rela-
tion flattens froma slope of 26to  19;inthe latter case, it
decreases almost exponentially. Therefore, the extriapola

luminosity function in theb;-band (Norberg et al. 2002), ex-
trapolating it beyond the range of magnitudes where it was
defined. The difference in the-M,, relation between our es-
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timate and theirs is due to the steeper slope of the LF adopted 0.67
by them. There is also a small difference in the normalizatio
of the LF, but this is of minor importance. I |
At high masses the direct comparison of the galaxy LF to 0.4k i
the halo plus subhalo number density [cf. their eq. (9)]ltssu L |
in a slight flattening of the relation (dot-dashed curve fatev I J
& Ostriker, dashed curve for our calculations). As Vale and , N \
Ostriker (2004) pointed out, in this way the mass term refers 0.2 R
to the entire halo hosting the group or the cluster and not to , -]

MSTAR/GCQSM Mh)

just the galaxy halo. 7 &

Guzik & Seljak (2002) modelled the galaxy-galaxy lensing
trying to separate the central galactic contributions ficmm- 0.0 . ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
tributions of the surrounding groups and clusters. Theideho 11.0 11.5 12.0 12.5 13.0
applied to the SDSS data on galaxy lensing yieMjs-L, Log M, [Mo]
50M =L at the characteristic luminosity 3 13°L for Fic. 5.— Fraction of primordial gas turned into stars as a fumcof
early-type galaxies, in keeping with our results. They also halo mass. Theolid line has been obtained numerically from il (11) with
found a luminosity dependenad, / L'* °2, compatible (p) GHMF(M;) and (g9) GSMF(Msw), as given by [eq.l5)]; the

. . . . . barred area represents the uncertainty associated to the magghtadtio.
with the hlgh-lumanSIty slope of ec-]'4)' However, we find Thedashed line has been obtained using the GSMF by Bell et al. (2003). We

that, at low luminosities, the slope significantly flattens t  have seffeosm= 1-6.
ward a dependende;, / L°3°, while Guzik & Seljak (2002)
assume a single power law relation.
Van den Bosch et al. (2003, 2005) computed the con-
ditional luminosity function of early- and late-type galax sented above [cf. eq@l]10) alli(11)], we can derive thd,
ies, a statistics linking the distribution of galaxies tatth relationship shownin panel (c) of FI§. 3. A, 63 18,
of the DM. They concluded that the MLR has a minimum the relationship is accurately represented by a simple powe

M,=L, 45-70M =L atM, 2-4 18M ,consistent law:
with eq. [ll). M, 1=

Marinoni & Hudson (2002) investigated the MLRs of the 110kms  ————L-—— ; (15)
LS N . 63 10Mm

virialized systems, which include galaxies, groups and-clu

ters. By comparing their luminosity function to th€DM while it steepens for lower halo masses. The uncertain-

halo mass function, they concluded that the MLR has a broadties strongly increase for . 80 km s?, corresponding to
minimum aroundLy; 3 18L . The slopes at low and M, . 10"*M . Note that these relationships must break down
high luminosity are-05 and+05, respectively. Our slope in the low- (and low#,) regime. In fact, the close match
is similar at low masses, where practically all virializgds  found by Cirasuolo et al. (2005) between the VDF and the
tems are galaxies and thus the comparison is meaningful. Thevirial velocity function (derived from the halo mass distri
studies by Eke et al. (2004, 2006) of the variation of the MLR bution function integrated over redshift) indicates thatols
with size of galaxy groups is fully consistent with a minimum more massive thamf, 13'M are generally associated to
at approximately the same luminosity. spheroidal galaxies or to later type galaxies with bulgewel
By comparing the HMF and the LF, as we have done for lo- ity dispersions & 80 km s?. On the other hand, the fraction
cal galaxies, it is possible to infer tidés.—M,, relation even of galactic halos associated to essentially bulgelesstyate
at substantial redshifts. For the GSMF we use a simple lineargalaxies must increase with decreasiig so that the integral
fit [log( (Ms@a)=MpC®) = 17 logMsa=M )+164, holding of the VDF deviates from that of the GHMF and clijll(11) no
for 11 log(Mw=M ) 12] to the data by Fontana et al. longer applies.
(2004) atz = 175, and we approximate the GHMF with the Figurel® shows the ratio of the mass in stars to the ini-
HMF computed at the same redshift. The result, shown by thetial baryon mass associated with each halo, assumed to be
shaded area in Fiflli3has to be taken as an upper limit since M»; = feosmMy, @s a function off,. It illustrates the “inef-
we have neglected the contribution of galaxy groups to theficiency” of galaxies, especially of those of low halo mass,
HMF. Clearly, our estimate becomes increasingly uncertainin retaining baryons. As discussed ill85, the shape of the
as we approach the upper limit of the interval where GSMF Msta=fcosM), can be understood in terms of feedbacks: at
is observationally estimated:; this is reflected in the inseel ~ low masses the SN feedback is very efficient in removing the
width of the shaded area. Nevertheless Mhg~M, relation gas, thus quenching the star formation; moving toward hrighe
atz =175 turns out to be quite close to the local one, indicat- masses (for logfsn) & 75, corresponding to logf, & 12))
ing that for large galaxies thesi,—M), relation was already in the AGN feedback becomes more and more powerful, to the
place at redshitt & 1 in line with the anti-hierarchical baryon ~ point of sweeping out most of the initial baryons.
collapse scenario developed by Granato et al. (2001; 2004).  Our result is at odds with the claim by Guzik & Seljak
Sheth et al. (2003) estimated the Velocity Dispersion Func- (2002) of a high efficiency, up to 75%, in turning primor-
tion (VDF) of spheroidal galaxies using a sample drawn from dial gas into stars. However, the claim is based on a MLR
the SDSS survey and have built a simple model for the con-M;=L;  17hM =L in thei° band for late-type galaxies, a
tribution to the VDF of the bulges of spirals, which dominate factor of 3 lower than the value found for the early-type ones
at low velocity dispersions. Their estimate covers the eang As the authors themselves point out, the statistical signifi
80 km st 400 km$. Comparing the global VDF (in-  cance of this result is marginal, due to the weak lensingadign
cluding both early and late type galaxies, as shown in Fig. 6for the fainter late-type galaxy sample. The GSMFs by Cole
of Sheth et al.), and the GHMF with the same technique pre-€t al. (2001) and Bell et al. (2003) yield similar efficiersie
which are very close to our estimates for relatively low halo
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masses, but lower for large masses, yet within the estimated TOE™ 7" Ts wok

uncertainties. - Ferrorese 2002
Fommmm Boes et ol. 2003

Granato et ol. 2004

4. BLACK HOLE VS. HALO MASS

The relation between the central supermassive black hole
and the halo mas¥,, is relevant in the framework of theories
for the origin and evolution of both galaxies and AGNs (Silk
& Rees 1998; Monaco, Salucci & Danese 2000; Granato et al. :
2001; Ferrarese 2002; Granato et al. 2004). To constraln suc a3
relation we adopted the procedure presented in the previous :
Section [eqs ll0) an{llL1)], replacing the functidag) with

Log Mas [Mo]
00
\

the local BH mass function (Shankar et al. 2004). We assume 110 15 190 155 130
that each galactic halo hosts just one supermassive BH. Our ' ) Loa M- T '
result is shown in Fidll6, where the barred area illustrdies t °g My [Me]

errors due to the observational uncertainties on the BH mass

function, as estimated by Shankar et al. (2004). We find good 10

agreement, within the estimated uncertainties, with tkee pr E b ]
dictions of the Granato et al. (2004) model. F i
The relationship can be approximated by

(My=22 16'm )39°

Maw 6 1OM T oo 1o

(16)

Again a double power law with a breakd, 3 18'Mm
is a very good representation of our results. At the high mass
end, the BH mass is nearly proportional to the halo mass
(Mgy / M;25), while at low masses the relation steepens sub-
stantially Mgy / M3%°).

In Fig. l we also compare our estimate of thigy—M), e 20 21 22 25 24 2.9
relation with that of Ferrarese (2002), who first investight Log o [km/s]
this issue from an observational point of view. She derived a Fic. 6.— Upper panel: super-massive BH mass versus halo masso/lh
power-law relationship between the bulge velocity disjpers  line has been obtained numerically from difl(11) wittp) ~GHMF(M,)
and the maximum circular velocity,, o a sample of spiral 21, ()5 he el super massive S mass unclon estmated iy
and elliptical galaxies spanning the range 100. . 300 km her eq. (6)]; thedor-dashed line is the relation by Baes et al. (2003). The
s, and combined it with the relationship betweerand the shaded area represents the prediction of the Granato et al. (20@)em
virial velocity, v;; based on the numerical simulations by Bul- Lg‘r’ve;ﬁ;f)‘ev'\yi‘t’{]B'gge fiaﬁroefl‘a(t’igtnai?e;ng?f(ft‘:t))igif”gié.”%H—%he rg;gogrgufr'o .
lock et al. (2001) and with th&f)—vyr relatlon_s_hlp given by Eerrgrese & Ford (200&). In bothppanels thered area reflects the uncer-
the CDM model of the latter authors for a virialization red-  tainty associated to the BH Mass Function.
shiftzyiy 0, to obtain a4— relation. Coupling it with one
version of the observed BH mass vs. stellar velocity disper-
sion relationshipMsn /  **8) she obtainedgy / M, , with ) ) _ )

= 165-1.82. Baes et al. (2003) with the same method, but'elation, shown in panel (c) of Filll 3, to obtain thign— re-
assuming/en /492 and with new velocity dispersion mea- lation (see Feyrare_se .& Ford 2005 for a review), which turns
surements of spiral galaxies with extended rotation cyrves Outto be consistent with the data, as shown by the lower panel
yielding a slightly diﬁ;envc- relation, foundWgy / M2’ in Fig.l.
Itis apparent from Fidll6 that our result differs substdlytia
normalization, while the high-mass slope is remarkablgelo 5. FEEDBACK FROM STARS AND AGNS
to that obtained by Baes et al. (2003). It should be noted that The dependence of the star and BH masses on the halo
the M,—V.;: relation depends on the virialization redshift. For mass found in the previous Section, suggests that different
zir 3 [the median virialization redshift for galaxies with ve- physical mechanisms are controlling the star formation and
locity dispersions in the range probed by Ferrarese and Baeghe BH growth above and beloW, preax 3 18'M , cor-
et al., according to the analysis by Cirasuolo et al. (2086;s responding taVg, 12 18M after eq. ), and to
their Fig. 1)], its coefficient would be a factor 6f4 25 lower L, 5 18L (orM, -196) after eqllB). It is worth
than that used by Ferrarese (2002) and Baes et al. (2003) andoticing that the analysis of a huge sample of galaxies drawn
the coefficients of thafgy / M, relations would be larger by ~ from the SDSS shows that aroubtd,, 2-3 1M and
a factor of” 56 in the case of eq. (6) of Ferrarese(2002) or M, 198 there is a sort of transition in the structure and
of * 4 in the case of Baes et al. (2003), bringing them much stellar ages of galaxies (Kauffmann et al. 2003; Baldry et al
closerto ours. In fact, as suggested by Loeb & Peebles (20032004).
and shown in details by Cirasuolo et al. (2005), the velocity = The efficiency of star formation within galactic halos of-dif
dispersion of the old stellar population (whose mass igedla ferent masses is the result of several processes. The most im
to the central BH mass) is closely linked to halo mass and portant are: (i) the cooling of the primordial gas within the
characteristic velocity at the virialization redshift. virialized halos (White & Rees 1978); (ii) the injection of

As a consistency test, we have combined Myg,—M,, re- large amounts of energy into the ISM by supernova explo-
lation, shown in the upper panel of Fil§. 6, with theM, sions (Dekel & Silk 1986; White & Frenk 1991; Granato et
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Log Energy/(fesu Mn) [cm?¥s?]

12 __ SNIl Feedback (fu=0.05)
_______ SNII Feedback (fs=0.05) 3
(from Bell et al.) E
e AGN Feedback (f,fN,=1) E
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Log M, [Me]

FiG. 7.— Specific energy feedback from stars and AGNs compared to
the baryon specific binding energy within the host halo, asnatfon of the
halo mass. Theolid line refers to our estimate of the SN feedback while the
dashed line is the SN feedback obtained using the GSMF of Bell et2008).
Thedot-dashed line is our estimate of the AGN feedback. Tiieided area
shows the specific binding energy of the gas in the DM potentél, for
virialization redshifts 0z, 5.

Shankar et al.

wherefsun is the fraction of stars that survive up to now.

For large halo masses, where the stellar feedback is less ef-
ficient ( . 1), the quantity R+ is a slowly decreasing
function of the halo mass, so thit,, is approximately pro-
portional toM,. However, in this case, the fraction of gas
turned into stars is controlled by the AGN feedback, which,
as shown by the full treatment by Granato et al. (2004), for
M, & 3 10'M expels an approximately constant fraction
of the initial gas, thus preserving the approximate prapost
ality betweenM g, andM;, in agreement with eqilifil2).

The effective optical depth, which rules the flow of the cold
gas into the reservoir around the BH [cf. lJlllA10)], is large
(& 1) for large galaxies, implying, after el gy
12 10%Mgq. As a consequence, in the high mass limit,
the BH mass must have a dependence on the halo mass very
similar to that of the stellar mass, in agreement with [l).(16

ForM, 102M the dominantterm in the denominator
in the right-hand side of edilfL7) is the effective efficienty

the SN feedback, / M;H’ [cf. eq. ). Therefore we get

Mstar / fsurvM;?%? : (18)

This limiting dependence has been derived theoreticadly al
by Dekel & Woo (2003) with similar assumptions. On the
other hand, such a relation is significantly flatter than that

al. 2001; Romano et al. 2002) and by the central quasar (S”kferred from the data [cf. ellfiL2) and FI. 7]. Possible expla

& Rees 1998; Granato et al. 2001, 2004; Lapi et al. 2005).

All these processes have been implemented in the model o

Granato et al. (2004). A simplified, analytical rendition of
this model is presented in the Appendix A.

The impact of stellar and AGN feedback is illustrated by
Fig.l. The binding energy of baryons in the DM potential
well per unit baryonic mass as a function of the halo mass [cf.
eq. @) for0 gz 5 is shown by the shaded area. To
compute the overall energy per unit baryonic mass injected i
the gas by supernovag&g,) and by AGNs Eagn), we have
exploited eqs. JJlO) andilill 4), respectively, whefg, and

Mgy as functions of the halo mass are given by dlfll. (12) and

(M), respectively. Then we divided the overall energies by
the initial baryon masa4,,; = fecosmM),. Figurel shows that

for large masses the gas can be efficiently removed by th
AGN feedback which overwhelms the binding energy. For

small masses the supernova feedback dominates but appeajgq,

to be insufficient to remove the gas associated to the hast hal
due to the above mentioned problem that the obsebigg-
M,, relation inferred from the data exhibits a too steep low-

mass slope. The flattest slope allowed by the data, discusse

in 8ll, would largely alleviate, but not completely overcome
this problem.

The relative importance of the two feedbacks depends on

their efficiency in transferring the available energy to ¢ias.

It is interesting that with the efficiencies used in Aly. 7 the
crossing point is quite close M, preak 3 18'M . As
discussed by Granato et al. (2004) and Cirasuolo et al. (2005
a more accurate evaluation of the efficiencies can be olataine
by fitting statistics of galaxies and of AGNSs, such as LFs at
low and high redshift, the Faber and Jackson relation, aamd th
local BH mass function.

A more quantitative insight into the role of the key ingre-
dients of the model is provided by the analytic calculations
presented in the Appendix A. So long as the star formation
rate obeys eqllll2), the mass in stars at a the present time
assumed to be > 1., is given, after eq IlJli8), by:

fCOSﬁMh .

1R+ an

Mstar / fsurv

Fations may be that in less massive halos the initial baryon
raction is lower by effect of reheating of the intergalacti
medium, hindering the infall of baryons into the shallower p
tential wells, or that the SN efficiency in removing the gas is
higher. However, the difference must not be overemphasized
in view of the large uncertainties on the shape offthe M,

and M,-L, relations at low masses/luminosities, induced by
our poor knowledge of the low-luminosity portion of the LF.
As discussed in ll 3, the data are consistent also with a flatter
relation Mstar / M;-9).

Since in the mass rangé, . 10''M the optical depth is
small ( 1), from eqs IJllL) andiljill 2) we obtain:

Mgy / Mstar / MZ%: (19)

€Thus this simple model predicts that the low mass slope of

the Mgy—M,, relation is steeper than that of the,,— M, re-
because of the decrease of the optical depth wittsmas

/ Mfg, entailing a lower capability of feeding the reservoir
around the BH. Interestingly, a steepening by approxingatel
is amount is also found from our analysis of observational

ata [cf. eqsIli2) an@lL6)].
6. CONCLUSIONS

We computed the stellar and baryon mass function in galax-
ies exploiting M=L ratios for stars and gas derived from
galaxy kinematics. The results turn out to be in agreement
with previous analyses based on stellar population models.
The total baryonic mass density in galactic structures artsou
to ¢ (36 07) 16 of which 40% resides in late-
type galaxies. This result confirms the well-known conausi
thatonly a fraction 10% of the cosmic baryons are presently
in stars and cold gas within galaxies.

The present-day galaxy halo mass function, i.e., the num-
ber density of halos of mas¥), containing a single bary-
onic core, has been estimated by adding the subhalos to the
halo mass function and by subtracting the contributionshfro
galaxy groups and clusters. Such subtraction, which is re-
quired to single out galactic halos, has however a minoceffe
over the mass range of interest here.
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Approximated analytic relationships between the halo and would imply that only a tiny fraction of the baryons ini-

mass,M;,, the mass in starsM,, and ther -band lumi-

tially associated with the halo remains within it in the form

nosity, L., have been obtained from the functional equations of stars (and we know that the gas does not add much to the

_[> Mh(CI)] :_ .
sity of galactic halos larger that#, and (> ¢) is the num-

(> q), where (> M ;) is the number den-

baryon content of galaxies). On the other hand, if the amount
of stars formed is so low, for a standard Salpeter IMF the

ber density of galaxies with either stellar mass greatem tha energy injected by SN explosions is insufficient to expel the

Mstar Or luminosity greater thaii,. The results are in good
agreement withM,=L, ratios inferred through X-ray map-

ping of the gravitational potential and through gravitatib

residual gas if the baryon fraction is close to the cosmioeal

Thus, if the slope of th&/,—M,, relation really is as steep as

its face value suggests, we must conclude that either thial ini

lensing. Both relations exhibit a double-power law shape baryon fraction in low-mass galaxies was substantiallyelow

with a break around/), preak 3
to Mstarbreak 12
A4}break

18'M , corresponding

than the cosmic value (due, e.g., to a pre-heating of the-inte
18M and to an absolute magnitude galactic medium hampering the infall of baryons into shallo
-196. A transition at about the same magnitude in potential wells) or that the SN feedback in these objects was

the galaxy properties has been evidenced by Kauffmann et alsubstantially stronger than in more massive galaxies. &s di

(2003) and Baldry et al. (2004).

cussed in 3, however, the uncertainties on the low luminosi

An additional interesting outcome of our analysis is that th portion of the LF are large enough to allow for a flatter slope,

MM, relation is already established at redshift 1:7, in
line with the theoretical expectation of the anti-hieraceh
baryon collapse scenario (Granato et al. 2004).

closer to the model prediction and almost sufficient to grant
the gas removal by SN feedback.
The errors shown in the figures mostly reflect uncertainties

Applying the same technique to the local velocity disper- in the M=L ratio. We must not forget however, other error
sion function of galaxies and to the black hole mass function sources. For example, Fl§> 3hows that different choices for

we have also computed the-M);, andMgn—M,, relationships.
The former is quite close to a single power law M,}%. The

latter is again a double power law breaking approximately at
9 16M . The associated

velocity dispersion, ’ 88 km s?, is very close to the first

My preaks COrresponding td/gy

estimate of the critical velocity dispersion for the gas ogal

by SN explosions given by Dekel & Silk (1986), who found
120 km &, corresponding to a

a critical halo velocitWit
critical velocity dispersion iy  80kmgt.
As a test of our results, we combined thgy—M;, relation

[eq. [B)] with the —M, relation [eq. JlB)]; as shown by the
lower panel of Figll6, the resultinggy— relation is consis-

tent with the observational data.

The relationships we have obtained are model—independenm

the GHMF yield a systematic difference in the results, thgt,

the high-mass end, become comparable to the scatter consid-
ered in the same figure. Further uncertainties come from esti
mates of the GSMF; these are illustrated, in Flyd3M4, 5, and

B, by comparisons with results obtained using the GSMF by

Bell et al. (2003). Nevertheless, our approach providadtes
consistent with observations, and have comparable uncerta
ties. Moreover, since our approach bypasses any assumption
on the DM profile, it could provide a valuable tool to discrim-
inate among the different models of DM mass distribution in
galaxies.

Our analysis has shown that the relationships presented
above bear the imprint of the processes ruling the galaxy for
ation and evolution. Models should eventually comply with
em.

and can be interpreted in terms of feedback effects by super-
novae and AGNSs in galactic structures. We also presented
a simple feedback model, which nicely reproduces the ap-
proximate proportionalitied/gy / Mstar / M), Observed in We thank S. Borgani, M. Girardi, and G.L. Granato for

the high mass range, and the break of these relationships akelpful discussions, and the referee for a very careful-read
Mypreak 3 18M . ing of the manuscript and many constructive comments that

At low masses, thd/g,—M,, relation derived hereMsiar /
M3y is steeper than that yielded by the modelg, / M. ),

helped substantially improving this paper. This work is-sup
ported by ASI and MIUR grants.
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APPENDIX
A SIMPLE FEEDBACK MODEL
The rate at which the gas maif;; falls toward the central star forming regions can be writisn

_ Mint(2)
I

Mnf(t) =

: (A2)

The infalling gas mass thus declines exponentitlly(r) = Mint (0) exptr=t.), wherer. = maxfcool(7vir) itdyn(7vir)] iS the maximum
between the cooling and the dynamical time at the virialuadivhileMin:(0) = feosmM;, is the initial gas mass.
The time derivative of the cold, star forming gas mass isrylwe
Mint (1) _
I3

c

Meoa(r) = O+R ()= @i (A2)

where (1) Msgris the Star Formation Rate (SFR)js the fraction of mass restituted by evolved st&s (03 for a Salpeter
IMF), and
_ Nsv_sn Esy
Ep
is effective efficiency for the removal of cold gas by the supea feedback. Herly is the number of SNe per unit solar mass

of condensed starsgy Esy the energy per SN used to remove the cold gas/&nthe binding energy of the gas within the DM
halo, per unit gas mass. Following Zhao et al. (2003) and Mo&NR004), the latter quantity can be written as

(A3)

Ep= 5 Vi S feosr) 7 (A4)

whereV,; is the circular velocity at the virial radius for a halo magg f(c) 1 is a weak function of the concentrationand
we have assumed that, initially, the gas fraction is equéthéocosmic baryon to dark-matter mass density ratiem Taking
into account the dependencelgf on the halo mass and redshift, we get,far 1:

23
+
Ez 32 18 % T 011\;[;1\/1 (cm=sy : (A5)
The effective efficiency is well approximated by
19 _Nsv SN Esy 1+z . (A6)
8 108 04 10rg 4 102Mm
Further setting
_ Mcold
O)=—; (A7)
tstar

tstar EING the star-formation timescale, dll(A2) is easily sdlfor M oq(t). The masd/g,, cycled through stars is then straight-
forwardly obtained, using edill\7):
Z t

Msalt) = (9aro=Mnt @ o

il exptt=t.)+ ! expts =) ; (A8)
s -1 s -1
where =1-R+ . Inthe above formulas =7.=sar 1, Since we expect that in the central, clumpy regions théimpand
dynamical times are shorter thapwhich is estimated at the virial radius. The mass in statiseapresent time only includes the
fraction fsur Of stars still survivingMgow = fsuMstadtnow). The survived fraction depends on the IMF and on the histbstar
formation; as a reference, for a Salpeter IMF after about yOf@m a burst we havgs,,, 086. If we assume that most of the
stellar feedback comes from SN explosions, then the totaiggrinjected into the gas is given by

E N M.
38 163 ﬂ SN SN star . AQ
041 10lerg 8 108 10tim o9 (A9)

As long as a significant amount of cool gas is present in th&@eamgions, we can imagine that there are mechanismsable t
remove angular momentum from gas clouds bringing them imasarvoir around the central BH. One of these mechanisms is
the radiation drag (Kawakatu & Umemura 2002) according tectyhas shown by Granato et al. (2004), the reservoir isddell

at arate

Estar= sy Esy Nsy Mstar

Mres=12 10° 0(A-e"); (A10)

where s the effective optical depth of the central star formingioas [cf. Egs. (14), (15) and (16) of Granato et al. 2004]. If
most of the mass in the reservoir is ultimately accreted theaentral BH, we expect

Mgy 12 10Mga(l-¢ ) : (A11)
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Granato et al. (2004) assumed that the effective opticalhdégpends on the cold gas metallicity and mass ZA@Z:; The
outcome of their numerical code yields, on average, M?3 inthe massrange ¥ty M, 3 18M [cf. their Figs. (5)
and (8)]. SincéMyas  fosnMi, ONe gets

/ M,f=3 : (A12)

As for the AGN feedback, we use the prescription of Grana#l.e(2004); we rewrite their eq. (28) for the kinetic lumiitgs
that can be extracted from AGN-driven winds, as

15

Ly = %vai 42 14 f.Ny ergs?; (A13)

Mpn
18M
wheref. is the covering factor of the wind am is the gas column density in units of22@m. If we assume that the BH mass
is growing at around the Eddington rate, the total kinetergy in winds emitted by a BH of masdé&s isEx  (2=3)¢s Lx(Man).
This shows that the action of the AGN occurs on a short timlestlaee-folding timescale,; = ( #)=(1- ) (whereg is the
Eddington time and is the BH mass to energy conversion efficiency; for 01,4, 7 5 1Gyr).

If a fraction f;, of the AGN kinetic energy is transferred to the gas, its tetedrgy input is

15

il Mo erg: (A14)

1- 4 16yr 1M
Since studies of BAL QSOs suggesttiay 30, f 04 (see, e.g., Chartas et al. 2002; Chartas, Brandt & Galis2f@3)

andf, 03 (see,e.g., Inoue & Sasaki 2001; Nath & Roychowdhury 2008);an takef, f.No, 1. Itis interesting to compare
this energy input to the total energy released by accrefign=18 16?( =1- )(My=10°M ) erg:

Encn=fiEx 36 10Pf, f.Nx

05
Mgy

Encn 2 102 Eacc W

(A15)



