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A B ST R A C T

From the poorcluster catalog ofW hite etal.(1996),we de�ne a sam ple of71

optically-selected poorgalaxy clusters. The surface-density enhancem entwe require

forourclustersfallsbetween thatofthe loose associationsofTurnerand G ott(1976)

and the Hickson com pact groups (Hickson,1982). W e review the selection biases

and determ ine the statisticalcom pletenessofthe sam ple. Forthissam ple,we report

new velocity m easurem ents m ade with the ARC 3.5-m Dual-Im aging spectrograph

and the 2.3-m Steward O bservatory M X �ber spectrograph. Com bining our own

m easurem entswith those from the literature,we exam ine the velocity distributions,

velocity dispersions,and 1-d velocity substructure forourpoorclustersam ple,and

com pare ourresultsto otherpoorclustersam ples.W e �nd thatapproxim ately halfof

the sam ple m ay have signi�cant1-d velocity substructure. The opticalm orphology,

large-scale environm ent,and velocity �eld ofm any ofthese clustersare indicative of

young,dynam ically evolving system s. In future papers,we willuse this sam ple to

derive the poor cluster X-ray lum inosity function and gas m ass function,and will

exam ine the optical/X-ray propertiesoftheclustersin m oredetail.

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/9607012v1
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1. Introduction

G alaxy groupsorpoorclustersareinteresting form any reasons.Poorclustersarem uch m ore

num erousthan rich clusterslike those in the Abell(1958) catalog. O ne estim ate suggests that

over50% ofallgalaxies reside in a poorclusterenvironm ent(Dressler,1984;Soneira & Peebles,

1978). Because oftheir high space density,poor clusters are very good tracers oflarge-scale

structure,and hence,theirpropertiesm ay provide im portantconstraintsto cosm ologicalm odels

oflarge-scale form ation.

Thede�nition ofa poorclusterisrathervague.In m ostrespects,poorsim ply m eansthatthe

num berofgalaxies fallsbelow som e lim iting (forinstance Abell’srichnessclass0)criteria fora

rich cluster.In practice,therearem any existing catalogsofpoorclusterswhich each di�ergreatly

in theirselection criteria,such asthedegreeofisolation,com pactness,and galaxy counts.Som eof

the earlierpoorclustercatalogs(Shakhbazyan,1973;Rose,1977;Hickson,1982)concentrated on

very com pactsystem s,with surface-density enhancem entsashigh as100-1000 tim esthatofthe

m ean �eld density (e.g.Hickson Com pactG roups(HCG )).M any ofthese com pactgroupshave

surfacedensitiesequalto orgreaterthan thecentersofm any rich clusters.Conversely,Turnerand

G ott(1976)de�ned a catalog ofpoorclusters,using a friends-of-friendsapproach,which located

m any loose system swith only a 4.6 surface-density enhancem entover the �eld. O therselection

criteria,such asthe presence ofa dom inantcD orD-type �rst-ranked galaxy (Albert,W hite,&

M organ,1977;M organ,K ayser,& W hite,1975)have resulted in otherpoorclustersam ples(the

AW M and M K W clusters). Thus,poor clusters can span the entire range from isolated pairsof

galaxiesto justbelow the threshold ofrich galaxy clusters.Itisforthisreason thatpoorclusters

are so valuable forstudiesofgalaxy form ation,dynam ics,and evolution,aswellashierarchical

large-scale structureform ation and cosm ology.

The opticalpropertiesofvariouspoorclustersam pleshave been studied recently by Beers

etal.(1995)(M K W and AW M clusters),Diaferio,G eller,& Ram ella (1994)(HCG ),Dell’Antonio,

G eller,& Fabricant (1994) (M K W ,AW M ,and W hite etal.1996 clusters),and Ram ella etal.

(1994) (HCG ’s and CfA loose groups). The existence ofvery com pact groups is particularly

troublesom e because oftheirshortcrossing tim es(tcr � 0:02 H 0
� 1)(Diaferio,G eller,& Ram ella

1994).Dynam icalfriction should cause the galaxiesto m erge into a single system on a tim e-scale

oforder5-10 crossing tim es(the m erging instability,e.g.Barnes1985).Thus,itissurprising that

we see any very com pactgroupsatall.Ifthe m erging scenario doesoccurin com pactgroups,the

AW M and M K W clustersm ay begood candidatesfortheend-result,culm inating in theform ation

ofa very extended central-dom inantgalaxy.Beersetal.used thisidea to look forD/cD galaxies

in M K W and AW M clusterswith large peculiarvelocities relative to the clusterm ean in order

to constrain dynam icalages and m erging tim e-scales. They found 4/29 clusters with possibly

signi�cant D/cD velocity o�sets which m ay be in the processofform ing the dom inantgalaxy

via the m ergerofm em bergalaxies. The lifetim e problem m ay be resolved,however,ifcom pact

system sare continually form ing within collapsing,rich,loose clusters(Ram ella etal.1994).Beers

etal. Ram ella etal. and Diaferio etal.allshow evidencethatcom pactgroupsareoften im bedded
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within,and often gravitationally bound to m uch largergalaxy associations. There issubstantial

evidence to suggestthatloose/com pactgroupsm ay be related by sim ilarform ation m echanism s

orvia an evolutionary sequence from loose to com pactsystem s.Thus,dynam icalstudiesoflarge

sam plesofpoorgroupsare very im portantto betterourunderstanding ofhow clustersform and

evolve.

W hatistherelationship between poorand rich clusters? X-ray studieshaveshown thatm ost

poorgroupsarein factrealgalaxy associationswith a detectable hotintragalactic m edium (IG M )

with T � 1 keV (e.g. Doe etal.1995). Relationshipsbetween the X-ray lum inosity,tem perature

and opticalm easures,such asthe velocity dispersion,suggestthatpoorclustersare sim ply lower

m assextensions ofricher clusters(Price etal.1991). However,there appearsto be a turnover

in the Lx vs. �v relationship as the m em ber galaxies contribute a larger and larger fraction

ofthe totalX-ray em ission (Dell’Antonio,G eller,& Fabricant 1994). Thisrelationship is also

com plicated because the velocity dispersion isnotnecessarily a good estim atorofthe m assofthe

system iftheclusterisnotrelaxed (Diaferio,G eller,& Ram ella 1995).Additionally,there issom e

evidence to suggestthatthe distribution ofdark m atter,the baryon fraction,and m ass-to-light

ratiosm ay be di�erentfrom rich clusters(Dell’Antonio,G eller,& Fabricant1995;David,Jones,

& Form an 1995). These conclusionsare fairly controversial,however,because data ofsu�cient

quality are only available fora few clusters. In orderto addressthese questions,one needslarge

sam ples. Itiswith these goals in m ind thatwe have de�ned a new sam ple ofpoorclustersfor

a detailed study oftheir optical,x-ray,and radio properties,and their connection to existing

statisticalsam plesofrich clusters.

W e describethe selection ofthe poorclustersam plein section 2.In section 3,wepresentthe

observations and the new velocity m easurem entsforthissam ple. In section 4,we exam ine the

com pletenessofthesam ple,and selecta volum e-lim ited subsam pleforfurtherstudy.In section 5,

wediscussthevelocity distributions,dispersions,and theresultsofstatistical1-D norm ality tests.

W e discussthe propertiesofseveralclustersin detailin theappendix.

Throughoutthispaperwe assum eH 0 = 75 km sec� 1 M pc� 1 and q0 = 0:5.

2. Sam ple Selection

The galaxy clusters were selected from the electronic version ofthe Zwicky catalog of

galaxies and clusters ofgalaxies (CG CG ) (Zwicky et al.1961-1968). W hite et al.(1996)

used a friends-of-friendstechnique (Turnerand G ott 1976) to identify galaxy groupsbased on

surface-density enhancem entsrelative to the north galactic polarcap and included allgalaxiesto

the m agnitude lim itofthe survey (15.7). The catalog wassearched in 10� galactic latitude strips

with a 1� overlap with successivescansin orderto avoid m issing groupsneartheedgeofthestrips.

The base-levelsurface density enhancem entofthe entire catalog is21.54 (or1002=3,equalto a

volum e-density enhancem entof100)with a m inim um of3 Zwicky galaxiespergroup.Thissearch
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produced > 600 potentialgroups,including allM K W ,AW M ,W P (W hite 1978)groupsaswellas

som e nearby Abellclusters(Abell1958). Radio observationsofa subsam ple ofthiscatalog were

reported in Burnsetal.(1987). An X-ray/opticalstudy ofgroupsfrom the Burnsetal.sam ple

with Einstein observationswasreported in Priceetal.(1991).

In thispaper,and those to follow in thisseries,we have constructed a statistically com plete

subsam ple ofthe originalW hite et al.catalog corresponding to those groups with a 46.4

surface-density enhancem ent(a 101=3 highervolum e density over the base-levelofthe catalog),

which included 4 orm ore Zwicky galaxies,and with galactic latitude jbj� 30�.Afterelim inating

severalAbellclusters (A119,A194,A400,A634,A779,A1185,A1213,A1367,A1656,A1983,

A2022,the Hercules and Pisces superclusters,A2052,A2063,A2199,A2634,and A2666) and

4 redundantgroups (those found in m ore than one search strip)the sam ple contains 71 poor

clusters.Statistically,approxim ately 39% ofthe poorclustershave only the m inim um num berof

4 galaxiesdown to them agnitudelim itofthesearch.Thedistribution ofgalaxy num berhasa tail

which extendsto a m axim um of10,with a m ean of6 galaxies. The entire poorclustersam ple is

listed in Table 1.

3. O bservations

A thorough search ofthe literature and the NED extragalactic database revealed thatonly

abouthalfofthe sam ple had > 2 m easured velocities percluster. W e require a m inim um of2

concordantvelocitiesin orderto reliably determ inethedistanceto thecluster.W ethereforebegan

a program to m easurerecessionalvelocitiesforthe rem ainderofthese clustersin orderto usethis

sam ple to study the statisticalpropertiesofnearby poorclusters.

Spectroscopic observations ofthe cluster galaxies were obtained using the Astrophysical

Research Consortium ’s(ARC)3.5-m eter telescope atApache Point,NM .The instrum entused

wasthe Dual-Im aging Spectrograph (DIS)m ounted atthe Nasm yth focus.The DIS allowsboth

im aging and spectroscopy m odesby rotating eitherm irrorsorgratings,m ounted in a turretwheel,

into the light path. Two grating sets are available;a low-resolution set(150/300 lines m m � 1)

with 6-7�A pixel� 1 spectralresolution,and a high-resolution set(831/1200 linesm m � 1)at1-1.7�A

pixel� 1.Allobservationsreported herewere m adein low-resolution m ode.

The incom ing light-beam issplitby a dichroic �lter with a wavelength cuto� near5700�A.

The blue and red beam s are each directed along separate light-paths to two CCD detectors.

The blue-chip is a TEK 512x512 CCD,and the red-chip a TI800x800 array. Plate-scales are

1:086 00=pixeland 0:61 00=pixelon the blue and red chips,respectively. The �eld-of-view on both

chips is approxim ately 60� 40. A �lter wheelis m ounted behind the dichroic with a G unn g,r

setforim aging m ode. The spectra are also obtained separately from the blue and red chips. In

low-resolution m ode,the spectralcoverage extendsfrom 3800� 10000�A,divided into two parts

blueward and redward of5700�A. A separate �lter wheelis located at the focal-plane at the
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entrance to thespectrograph to hold the slitforspectroscopy.

W e reportobservationsm adeon thenightsof27-28 Novem ber1994,24-25 January,9 M arch,

and 22 M ay 1995.O n theearlierobserving runs,weused a single200slit,and rotated thedetector

to align two orm ore galaxies along the slit. In later runs,we used custom -designed slitm asks

in orderto observe 4-12 galaxiessim ultaneously. Candidate galaxieswere identi�ed from im ages

extracted from theCD-RO M DigitialPO SS ISurvey.Positionswerem easured with < 100accuracy,

and pointing centersweredeterm ined by optim izing them axim um num berofgalaxieswhich could

be �tinto the DIS �eld-of-view. From these coordinate �les,an aperture slit-m ask wasdesigned

m atching the im aging scale ofthe DIS spectrograph using a custom -written IDL program . By

default,weused 1800� 200slitsoriented East-W est.In som ecases,slitswerelocated o�-centerfrom

the galaxy position in orderto observe galaxiescloserthan 1800separation in right-ascension.The

�nalversionsoftheslit-m asksaresaved to a Postscript�leand printed on K odak infrared �lm on

a 2500 dpitypesetterasa negative transparency.Testshaveshown thenegative transparency �lm

to be very opaque (no scattered lightproblem s),and the clearslitsto have approxim ately equal

transm ission ascom pared to thedefaultQ uartz-slitsused in theDIS.Theseslit-m asksarecutout

and placed in the�lter/slit-wheelatthe entrance to thespectrograph.

The observing procedure consisted of1) im aging the poorcluster �eld through the G unn

g,r �ltersin im aging m ode,2)im aging the slit-m ask to locate the positions ofthe slits on the

detector,3) using an on-line Fortran program to calculate the necessary right-ascension and

declination o�setsand rotation angle in orderto align the candidate galaxies in the appropriate

slits,4)o�setting the telescope and rotating the instrum entasdeterm ined in (3),and 5)m oving

the gratings into the light-path and beginning the exposure. Typicalexposure tim es were 10

m inutes.W avelength calibration wasobtained by taking spectra ofHelium -Neon calibration lam ps

following each objectobservation.

W e used standard spectroscopic reduction proceduresin IRAF to analyze the spectra. The

bias-levelwasdeterm ined from a 30 colum n overscan region,and a zero-fram e wassubtracted to

rem ove large-scale biasuctuations. Forthe single-slitobservations,a spectralat�eld wasused

to correctforthe illum ination pattern ofthe slitand cosm etic defectson the CCD chips.Forthe

m ultislitdata,spectralatswere com plicated by overlapping dispersion patternsfrom adjacent

slits(using the continuum lam p),so thiscorrection wasnotused.Forsingle-slitobservations,the

wavelength solution wasdeterm ined forboth axesofthe 2-d im age. Forthe m ultislitdata,the

wavelength solution wasapplied to thebackground-subtracted and extracted 1-d spectra.Thiswas

necessary aseach spectrum had a uniquewavelength rangedependenton thenorth-south position

ofthe sliton the chip. Heliocentric radialvelocities were m easured using the cross-correlation

program FXCO R.W eobserved severalnearby galaxiesand G and K -typeradialvelocity standard

starsastem plate spectra forthe cross-correlations. Forthe R-spectra,the atm ospheric A-band

wasrem oved by restricting the wavelength range forthe cross-correlation forboth the objectand

tem plate.
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In Figure 1,we show a sam ple ARC 3.5-m DIS spectrum for IC 4508 in the poor group

N67-310 ata redshiftofz = 0:045. IC 4508 isone of7 galaxies observed forthisclusterusing

the slitm asks discussed above. In Figure 1(a) we show the blue portion ofthe spectrum from

3800� 5700 �A.The red portion ofthe spectrum in Figure 1(b)extendsfrom � 5700� 10500 �A.

The shapeofthe spectrum redward of5250�A on the blue spectra,and blueward of6100�A on the

red spectra isdueto the wavelength cuto� ofthe dichroic.

In addition to the ARC 3.5-m observations, we also report m ulti�ber spectroscopic

observations of3 poorclusters from this statisticalsam ple and 3 other poorclusters from the

largersam pleofBurnsetal.(1987)with RO SAT PSPC observationsreported in Doeetal.(1995)

plus one other cluster (N03-183) which m eets the statisticalsam ple de�nition,but is located

at low galactic latitude (23�). These data were obtained in January and July 1994 using the

University ofArizona’sSteward O bservatory 2.3-m telescopeand theM X m ulti�berspectrograph.

A detailed description ofthedesign and construction oftheM X spectrom eterisgiven by Hilland

Lesser(1986).The detectorwasa UV-ooded Loral1200� 800 pixelCCD with a read-noise of8

electronspixel� 1 rm s.A 400 linem m � 1 grating provided wavelength coverage from 3700 to 6950�A

at8�A resolution (2.8�A pixel� 1).

In Table 2,we list the new ARC heliocentric velocity m easurem ents for our poor cluster

sam ple.W e have identi�ed the individualgalaxiesfrom positionsm easured from the Digital-Sky

Survey and cross-correlated with NED and the Zwicky catalog. Som e identi�cations from these

catalogs corresponded to galaxy pairs with a single nam e. In these cases,we have used the

catalogued designation and appended a num ber to distinguish the objects. Hubble types for

the galaxies were determ ined from exam ination ofthe G unn g,r im ages from DIS.Table 3 lists

heliocentric velocities m easured using M X for the clusters S49-128,S34-111,S49-140,S49-132,

N56-394,M K W 2,and N03-183.

4. Sam ple P roperties

In orderto use this sam ple ofgalaxy clusters forstatisticalstudiesand,in particular,for

determ ination ofthe X-ray lum inosity function (Burnsetal.1996),itis necessary to exam ine

the com pletenessin term sofa volum e-lim ited sam ple. In Figure 2,we plotthe volum e density

ofclustersasa function ofredshift. W e see thatforz > 0:03,the volum e density beginsto fall

o� rapidly. Thisisa well-known consequence ofthe m agnitude lim itofthe Zwicky catalog. As

one goes to higher redshift,the num berofgroup galaxies with m agnitudes brighter than 15.7

decreases because ofthe shape ofthe opticallum inosity function. Thusathigher redshift,we

are only able to pick outclusters with higherrichness values and m ore brightgalaxies. These

clusters m ay therefore not be representative ofthe sam ple below z = 0:03. Below redshiftsof

z = 0:01,there are only 4 clusters in the catalog,and these are m ost likely m em bers ofthe

LocalG roup. W e elim inated these clusters from the statisticalsam ple because the m easured

velocitiesm ay bestrongly a�ected by peculiarm otions.W ithin thePoisson counting errorsofour
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sam ple (49 clusterswith 0:01 � z � 0:03),there isno statisticaldi�erence between the observed

volum e-density and a at distribution with a m ean of2:9� 0:3� 10� 5 M pc� 3. W e therefore

judge oursam ple volum e-lim ited within observationaluncertainties. In Table 1,we have m arked

those clusters which falloutside our volum e-lim ited sam ple with an asterisk. O ur statistical

sam ple includes49 poorclusters.W e calculate thatoursurvey covers10973 square degrees(3.34

steradians)or26.6% ofthe sky.

The base-levelcatalog from W hite etal.includesclustersselected from allgalactic latitude

strips,lim ited only by the � 3� declination cuto� ofthe Zwicky catalog. In the selection ofthis

sam ple,we have lim ited the galactic latitude range to jbj� 30�. W e investigated whethersom e

incom pleteness in the sam ple could be attributed to galactic absorption atthe lower latitudes.

W ithin theerrorbars,the surfacedensity ofclustersisconstantasa function ofgalactic latitude.

W hatisthe relationship between ourpoorclustersand Zwicky clusters? Zwicky did notuse

a strictde�nition (asdid Abell)forde�ning clusters.In fact,hiscatalog containsclusterswith a

wide range in properties. Hisopen clustersare very large structures(� 1�)which m ay contain

m any sm allersubclum psofgalaxy groups. Surface-density enhancem entswere also cataloged as

eitherm edium com pactorcom pact.W e perform ed a cross-correlation between our67 (excluding

the 4 clusterswith z < 0:01)poorclustersand the nearby Zwicky clusters. W e �nd that53/67

are found within catalogued clusters. Another 6 are notwithin the Zwicky cluster boundary,

butare neara cluster,orin a group ofclusters. Eightdo notappearto be associated with any

listed Zwicky cluster. O fthe 53 which were found in Zwicky clusters,26 are classi�ed asopen,

26 as m edium com pact,and 1 as com pact. Four ofthe poor clusters are located within the

Com a supercluster,and one within the Hercules supercluster. Also,som e ofZwicky’s clusters

contain m orethan oneofourpoorclusters(e.g.N56-359,N56-371,N56-392 allin Zw1141.7{0158,

N34-169 and N45-388 in Zw0909.7+ 1814). The location ofour poor clusters within Zwicky’s

contoursisvariable,ranging from centrally located to theedgeofthegalaxy distribution (seeDoe

etal.1995).

W e com pared the 26:26:1 com pactnessratio foroursam ple to the nearby Zwicky clustersin

general. From Zwicky’scatalog,504 clustersare classi�ed asnearby from apparentm agnitudes

or velocity inform ation. The ratio ofO pen:M edium -Com pact:Com pactis 274:205:25. From a

2� 2 contingency tabletestthereisno statistically signi�cantdi�erencein theratiosbetween our

sam ple and the nearby Zwicky catalog. Thusoursam ple appearsto be representative ofZwicky

clusters in general. It is interesting that nearly halfofour sam ple is located within Zwicky’s

open clusters.The statisticsdescribed above also suggestthata large fraction ofourclustersare

correlated with or are em bedded within larger-scale structures. W e willexam ine this question

with regard to thevelocity �eld and velocity dispersionsin the nextsection.
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5. Velocity D istributions and D ispersions

O fthe 71 clusterslisted in Table 1,40 have � 5 velocity m easurem ents within a 0.5 M pc

projected radius from the opticalcenter ofthe cluster. W e report velocity dispersions for all

clusters with � 5 m easurem ents in colum n 6. W e have calculated the Biweight estim ators of

location and scale (CB I and SB I) (Beers,Flynn,& G ebhardt 1990) rather than the average

and standard deviation (Danese,DeZotti,& diTullio 1980). These quantities are lesssensitive

to sm allnum berstatistics and outliers in the velocity distribution. In addition,we listthe 1�

con�dence invervalsdeterm ined from the Jackknife m ethod (M osteller& Tukey 1977). Forthose

clusterswhich had atleasta 50% increase in the num berofvelocities outto 1 M pc,we also list

the velocity dispersion separately forR � 1 M pcin colum n 8.

In Figure 3,we plota histogram ofthe velocity dispersionsm easured within 0.5 M pc. The

m edian dispersion is295� 31 km sec� 1 (using the erroron the m edian). Approxim ately 17% of

the clusters fallin the tailofthe distribution,with �v > 500 km sec� 1. Zabludo�,Huchra,&

G eller(1990)reported an average �v = 744 km sec� 1 fora sam ple ofnearby rich clusters.Thus,

thereisa sm allam ountofoverlap in thelong-tailofourdistribution with richerclusters.Ram ella

etal.(1994)com pared the velocity dispersionsof29 HCG ’sto 36 loose system s(RG H)selected

from the CfA redshiftsurvey. They calculated m edian valuesof329� 135 and 403� 96 forthe

HCG and RG H clusters,respectively.For21 M K W and AW M clusters,Beersetal.(1995)found a

m edian dispersion of336� 40 km sec� 1.These valuesare consistentwith oursam ple,although it

should benoted thatboth Ram ella etal.and Beersetal.included galaxiesoutto a largerradius

(1.125 M pcforH 0 = 75).

Diaferio etal.(1994) com puted velocity dispersions for a num ber ofsim ulated com pact

groupsusing an N-body Treecode (Hernquist,1987;Barnes& Hut1986). They found a m edian

�v = 257 km sec� 1 fortheirsim ulated clusters.W hilethisislowerthan ourvalueof295 km sec� 1,

given thelargespread in ourdistribution,theresultsm ay beconsistent.O urobserved distribution

has� 17% m ore clusterswith SB I � 400 km sec� 1 than predicted by the sim ulations. However,

given theerrorson thevelocity dispersions,itisunlikely thatthisresultisstatistically signi�cant.

W e perform ed a K S-testand T-testto com pare the SB I distribution in Figure 3 to the sim ulated

data from Diaferio etal.(Figure 8(a)in theirpaper).W e can rejectthe hypothesisthatthe two

distributionsaredrawn from thesam e parentpopulation atno betterthan the20% level.

W e have com pared the velocity dispersions for r � 0:5 M pc, r � 1 M pc, and

0:5 M pc � r � 1 M pc. Because ofthe often low num ber ofvelocities,the errors on the

dispersionsare quite large.W e �nd thata histogram ofthe di�erence in SB I fordi�erentradiiis

consistentwith a G aussian spread ofvalueswith FW HM � 200 km sec� 1.Thebest-�tG aussian

is slightly skewed towards higherSB I (�SB I � 75 km sec� 1). W ithin the errorbars,however,

the signi�cance ofthe di�erence from zero isinconclusive. Ram ella etal.(1994)claim ed thatin

general,the velocity dispersion increaseswhen one includesthe largerassociation around HCG ’s.

Such analysishasthe potentialofproviding im portantdynam icalinform ation on poorclusters,
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butlarge num bersofvelocitiesareneeded.

In Figure 4,we show velocity histogram sforthe 23 clusterswith � 10 m easurem entsfrom

Table 1,aswellasthe fouradditionalclusterslisted in Table 3 (S49-132,N03-183,S49-128,&

M K W 2). W ith the exception ofM K W 2,allplotsare scaled to CB I � 2000 km sec� 1 to allow

easy com parison ofthedispersionsbetween di�erentclusters.W ehaveused theRO STAT package

(Beers,Flynn,& G ebhardt1990)to estim ate m easuresofthenorm ality ofthevelocity histogram s

with respectto a G aussian distribution. In dissipationlesssystem s,dynam icalevolution willbe

dom inated by gravity.N-body m odelsshow thatovera relaxation tim e,galaxy-galaxy interactions

willdistribute the velocities in a G aussian distribution. Thus,we m ightexpectthatsigni�cant

departures from a G aussian m ay be indicative ofa non-equilibrium or non-virialdynam ical

state. Ideally,however,one needslarge num bersofvelocities,and powerful2-D and 3-D teststo

understand the true dynam icalstate ofa cluster(see Pinkney etal.1996). Velocity inform ation

isalso lim ited to line-of-sight m easurem ents,so the resultsare notunam biguousdepending on

the three dim ensionalspatialdistribution ofthe galaxies (i.e. ourviewing angle). The results,

however,m ay be illum inating with regardsto the am ountofvelocity substructurepresentin our

sam ple.

Thesestatisticaltestsarevery robustwith respectto Poisson noiseand low num berstatistics,

however,erroneousresultscan befound dueto outliersin the velocity distribution.W e have used

the 3�-clipping criteria asprescribed by Yahil& Vidal(1977) to elim inate possible interlopers.

The inclusion ofnon-cluster m em bers is particularly troublesom e for poor clusters because of

the typically low num berofm em bergalaxies. Even a few outlierscan severely biasthe velocity

dispersion and otherscaling param eters.In addition to thestandard testsperform ed by RO STAT

(U-test,W -test,B 1-test,B 2-test,B 1 � B 2 om ni-test,I-test,K S-stat,V-stat,W 2-stat,U 2-stat,

U-stat,and A 2-stat),we also evaluate the Tail-index (TI)and Asym m etry-Index (AI)described

in Bird & Beers (1993) (see Beers etal.1990,and Pinkney etal.1996 and references therein

fora com plete description ofthese tests). Allofthese statistics are sensitive to eitherskewness

orkurtosis (the third and fourth m om ents ofthe velocity distribution),and as such are useful

m easuresofdeparturesfrom a true G aussian distribution. Pinkney etal.(1996)hasshown that

the B 1 and AI-statare the m ostpowerfuldiscrim inatorsofskewness.TheW -testand TI-statare

the m ostsensitive to kurtosis.M any ofthe othertestsdo notseparate these two e�ects,butare

usefulforcom paring the im portance ofone orthe othere�ectasthecause ofthenon-norm ality.

Even after3� clipping,55% (15/27) ofthe clustersshow signi�cantnon-norm ality (� 90%

signi�cance)in atleastone ofthe statistics,which we regard asa conservative lowerlim itofthe

fraction ofpoorclustersin oursam ple with com plex velocity distributions.Forthese clusterswe

haveplotted velocity-coded spatial(RA vs.DEC)diagram sin Figure5.Theseplotsareusefulfor

locating 3-D substructure and galaxy clum psim bedded within the galaxy distribution. In m ost

cases,however,the velocity structure in the clustersisquite com plicated. Itisclearthatin all

15 casesthere isno strong velocity/spatialsegregation with respectto the centeroroutskirtsof

the cluster. Thisresultisnotspeci�c to these 15 clusters,butappearsto be true in generalfor
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oursam ple.To quantify the 3-D nature ofthese clusters,we have also used a m odi�ed version of

the Dressler-Shectm an statistic (DS)(Dressler& Shectm an,1988)to look for3-d substructure.

Because ofthe sm allnum beroftotalgalaxies in these clusters,we have used a m odi�ed version

ofthe DS-testto use a window including the
p
N nearestneighborsratherthan 10 assuggested

in the originaltest(Pinkney etal.1996). W e describe the resultsofthe 1-D and DS statistics

individually forall15 clustersin the appendix.

As discussed in the previous section,88% ofour sam ple is located within or near a

catalogued Zwicky cluster. W e have com pared the velocity dispersionsfor the clusters divided

by the open/m edium -com pact classi�cation,and those not found within Zwicky’s contours

(isolated). W e used the SB I (� 0:5 M pc)valueslisted in Table 1.The m edian SB I are:isolated,

205� 66 km sec� 1;located within open clusters,290� 47;and m edium -com pactclusters,329� 51

(quoted errorsaretheerroron them edian).W ithin theerrorsthesevaluesareprobably consistent,

however,itisinteresting thatthe m edian valuessteadily increase from isolated clustersto large,

loose associations to m ore com pact structures. Asdescribed in the appendix,thissituation is

additionally com plicated becauseofthelocation ofwhatwede�neasa poorclusterwithin a m ore

extended galaxy distribution. Because ofthe surface-density requirem entin selecting ourpoor

clusters,itseem svery likely thatwe are sim ply picking outlocaldensity m axim a orclum psin a

m uch largergravitationally bound system .Beersetal.(1995)exam ined these trendswith several

AW M and M K W clustersand found thatm any galaxy groupsseparated by asm uch as3 M pc

in projection m ay be consistentwith being gravitationally bound to one another(one very good

exam ple isthe poorcluster pairM K W 7/M K W 8). O nly about12/63 ofourclusters are found

atthe centerofZwicky’sclusters. The rem ainderare located throughoutthe galaxy association,

often em bedded in a largerclusterwith severalotherhigh surface-density clum ps.

6. C onclusions

Itisclearthatthe dynam icsofpoorclusterscan bevery com plicated.Even within the inner

1 M pc,which we have investigated,overhalfofthe clustersshow evidence fornon-equilibrium or

non-virialconditions. Thissuggeststhatm any ofthese clustersare in factyoung,dynam ically

evolving system s,which,in m any cases,are sim ply a part ofa m uch larger conglom erate of

galaxies.

O urpoorclustershavevery sim ilarpropertiesto othersam plesofpoorclusterswith a variety

ofselection criteria. The presence ofdom inantclustergalaxies ordi�erencesin the richnessor

com pactnessofthe clusterdo notsigni�cantly change the observed velocity dispersionsorother

opticalproperties.

As poorcluster sam ples and galaxy velocity databases grow larger,we m ay gain a better

appreciation forthe com plexity ofhierarchicalclusterform ation. W e plan to use the statistical

sam ple presented in this paper for future studies,including an exam ination ofthe galaxy
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m orphologies,X-ray and radio properties,and the relationship to the richness and the local

dynam ics.
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A ppendix: C om m ents on IndividualC lusters

S49-147 -TheX-ray propertiesofthisclusterarediscussed in Priceetal.(1991)and Dell’Antonio

etal.(1994). Burnsetal.(1987)reportno radio identi�cationsfrom theirVLA survey.The B1,

B 2,B 1 � B 2,and TI-testsallreported signi�cantsubstructure. The im plied skewness,however,

is caused by the one galaxy at 6359 km sec� 1. This galaxy survived the 3� clipping,but is

responsibleforthepositive result.S49-147 islocated within the open clusterZw0014.5+ 2315.

AW M 1 -Also called N45-388,thisclusterisdiscussed in detailby Beersetal.(1995),whoextend

the search radiusbeyond 3 M pc.They found 3 separate groupsatdistancesbetween 1.9-2.7 M pc

which are consistentwith being gravitationally bound to the prim ary cluster.W ithin our1 M pc

search radius,we �nd m ildy signi�cantkurtosisto the rightofthe m ean (B2-test). The DS-test

found signi�cant clum ping to the south and north-east ofthe dom inantcentralgalaxy. Burns

etal.(1987)found no radio galaxiesin thiscluster.AW M 1 islocated nearthe edge ofthe open

clusterZw0909.7+ 1814,which also includesN34-169 atthe center.

M K W 10 -Also called N67-312,thisclusterisdiscussed by Beersetal.. In a m ore extended

region around the cluster,they found 2 clum psatdistancesof2.22 and 2.6 M pc which m ay be

bound to thiscluster. W ithin the inner1 M pc region,the velocity dispersion isquite sm all,but

exhibits signi�cant non-norm ality (B1,K S,W 2,U 2,A 2,and AI-test) which is attributed to

skewnessleftward ofthe m ean velocity. There isone com pactradio source associated with an S0

galaxy.M K W 10 islocated within them edium -com pactclusterZw1138.3+ 1024.

N 79-298B -O nly theB 2 and AI-testsweresigni�cantforthiscluster.Thisisa resultofthevery

sharp truncation ofthevelocity distribution at4300 and 4900 km sec� 1 (tailsaretoo short).The

DS-test found signi�cant structure,which m ay be partly due to the extrem e elongation in the

galaxy distribution. Thiscluster isalso called W P 19 (W hite 1978),and islocated in a region

nearAbell1367 (within the Com a supercluster)in them edium -com pactclusterZw1153.0+ 2522.

N 79-299B -The 1-D non-norm ality is dom inated by the two galaxies between 6200-6450

km sec� 1 which causessom e degree ofboth skewnessand kurtosis(W ,B 1,K S,W 2,U 2,and A 2

tests). The 3-D distribution isvery clum py. However,the velocity m ean and dispersion isvery

sim ilarin both clum pswhich resulted in a negative resultfortheDS-test.Therearetwo com pact

radio sourcesassociated with thiscluster.Thisclusterisalso nam ed W P 21,and islocated within

Zw1202.0+ 2028,a large open clusterwhich also includesW P 20 (N79-299A,seebelow).

N 79-299A -O nly very m oderate kurtosisispresentin the velocity distribution because ofthe

sharp truncation to the rightofthe m ean,and skewnessfrom the slightasym m etry to the left.

TheX-ray propertiesofthisclusterwerediscussed by Doeetal.(1995).Thespatialdistribution is

very elongated and clum py,howeverthe DS-testreported a negative result.Thisclustercontains

three com pact radio sources and a wide-angle tailed radio galaxy located at the m ean cluster

velocity.N79-299A (orW P 20)isfound within Zw1202.0+ 2028,in the sam e large open clusteras

N79-299B (W P 21).
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N 67-330 -Thisisa very nearby,spiral-rich cluster.Thevelocity distribution isstrongly skewed,

and severaltests were signi�cant (W ,B1,B 2,B 1 � B 2,W 2,U 2,A 2,and U ). The average

signi�cance of6 kurtosistestswas97% (90% forskewness).

N 79-292 -The velocity distribution isstrongly skewed to the rightofthe m ean (W ,B 1,and AI

testshad > 95% signi�cance). The spatialdistribution isvery clum py,however,the two prim ary

groupshave sim ilarvelocity �elds.TheDS-testfound a positive result(92% )forthe two galaxies

to thesouth-westofthecluster.N79-292 isnotlocated within a catalogued Zwicky cluster,butis

nearZw1224.1+ 0914 (a m edium -com pactcluster).

M K W 11 -Beersetal.found two clum ps� 2.25 M pc to the north with very sim ilarvelocities

which are consistentwith being bound to the prim ary cluster.W ithin 1 M pc,there issigni�cant

kurtosis to the left ofthe m ean at the 90% level(B 2 and U -tests). There are two com pact

radio sourcesin this cluster. Also called N79-296,M K W 11 is located within the open cluster

Zw1327.3+ 1145.Thereisanothernearby Zwicky clusterin the im m ediate area aswell.

N 79-286 -The X-ray properties ofthis cluster are discussed in Price etal.(1991). Allfour

velocities outside the prim ary peak in the histogram were clipped by the 3�-lim it. The velocity

dispersion isquite low (146 km sec� 1). The B 2 and U -testsfound signi�cantkurtosis(tailstoo

short)with a slightskewnessto the leftofthe m ean. The 3-D distribution isvery disperse with

only one tightgrouping nearthe clustercenterand no apparentsubstructure.Thisclusterisalso

identi�ed with HCG 68.

M K W 12 -Beersetal.notethatthisclusteristrim odal,with no signi�cantlarge-scale structure

outside the severalgroupingswithin the innerM pc. Allbutthe B 2 and B 1 � B 2 testsreported

signi�cantnon-norm ality. Thisresultisclearly due to the m ultim odalnature ofthe distribution.

W ithin theinner1 M pc,theDS-testdid not�nd signi�cant3-D clum ping.M K W 12 isalso called

N67-336,and islocated atthe centerofZw1400.4+ 0949,a m edium -com pactcluster.

S49-132 -The X-ray and opticalpropertiesofthis cluster are discussed in Doe etal.(1995).

Therearethreeradio galaxieswithin thecentralpartofthecluster,each associated with a Zwicky

galaxy (two com pactsourcesand one tailed source).Thevelocity distribution isvery broad,with

each ofthe radio/Zwicky galaxies separated by greater than 1000 km sec� 1. The very strong

X-ray em ission and thepresence ofthe tailed radio sourceargue againstsim ple projection e�ects,

however,the velocity distribution isvery unusualfora poorcluster.TheB 2 U ,and AItestswere

signi�cantatthe 97% level(tailstoo shortforthe large velocity dispersion). The DS-testfound

signi�cant3-D structure atthe 94% level. The elongation in the galaxy distribution followsthe

distribution oftheX-ray gas.O nepossibleinterpretation isthatwe areviewing a clusterwhich is

accreting galaxiesalong a large-scale �lam ent.S49-132 islocated within a largergalaxy isodensity

contourin the m iddleofa com pactZwicky cluster.

N 03-183 -Thisclusterisnotpartofthe statisticalsam ple in Burnsetal.(1987)due to itslow

galactic latitude (25�). Itdoes,however,m eetthe surface-density enhancem entrequirem entof

the sam ple presented in thispaper. The clusterwasobserved aspartofa backup program with
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the M X.Theclusterisunusualin thatwe detected 7 em ission-line galaxiesfrom the M X spectra.

M ostoftheotherclusterscontained oneorpossibly two such galaxies.Positive signalswerefound

from the W ,B 1,U ,and AI-tests,indicating signi�cantasym m etriesand skewnessto the leftof

the m ean,and m oderate kurtosis(tailstoo short). The DS-testdid not�nd a positive signalfor

3-D substructure.

S49-128 -The X-ray propertiesofthisclusterwere discussed by Doe etal.(1995). The cluster

containsa large double orW ide-angle tailed radio source with a velocity of6481 km sec� 1,near

the centerofthe prim ary velocity concentration.Thevelocity distribution,however,isvery boxy,

and strongly skewed to the left with slight kurtosis to the right (short velocity tail) (B 1,B 2,

B 1 � B 2,I,A 2,and AI-tests).Thesinglespatialoutlierto thenorthwestfallswithin the3�-lim it,

so wasnotclipped.Thedistribution,however,isnon-G aussian even when thisobjectisexcluded.

S49-128 isfound nearthe north-edgeofa large open Zwicky cluster.

M K W 2 -Thisopticalpropertiesofthisclusterarediscussed by Beersetal.(1995),theX-ray and

radio by Doe etal.(1995). The clustercontainsa wide-angle tailed radio source associated with

a cD galaxy with velocity 11260 km sec� 1 (within the largestpeak in the velocity distribution).

W hile the velocity distribution appears bim odal(as also noted by Beers et al.) between

10000� 12000 km sec� 1,the statisticaltestsfound only a weak non-G aussian signature. The 3

galaxiesnear9000 and one galaxy near13000 km sec� 1 were 3�-clipped.M K W 2 islocated near

the edge ofa m edium -com pactZwicky cluster.
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Table 1. PoorClusterSam ple

Cluster R A (2000) D EC(2000) z N SB I N SB I R ef O ther N am e
� 0:5 M pc � 0:5 M pc � 1 M pc � 1 M pc

S34{115 00 18 18.7 30 02 41 0.0225 10 474+ 168

�93 12 � � � N ED

S49{147 00 21 30.1 22 26 39 0.0191 8 289+ 172

�84 12 233+ 141

�43 N ED

S34{111 01 07 27.7 32 23 59 0.0173 29 466+ 55

�41 47 486+ 53

�37 M X

S49{140 01 56 22.9 05 37 37 0.0179 10 205+ 59

�21 13 � � � M X

S49{141 02 01 47.8 08 28 25 0.0264 4 � � � 4 � � � A PO
S49{145 02 07 34.9 02 08 14 0.0227 6 519+ 41

�30 7 � � � N ED

S49{142 03 20 44.7 {01 02 15 0.0211 6 69+ 2

�2 7 � � � N ED

N 45{342 09 10 10.9 50 24 47 0.0165 3 � � � 3 � � � N ED
N 34{169 09 16 11.8 17 39 28 0.0292 3 � � � 3 � � � A PO /N ED
N 45{388 09 17 31.6 19 51 24 0.0291 7 584+ 238

�193 20 608+ 94

�53 BK BH AW M 1

*N 45{366 09 23 39.3 22 21 07 0.0316 6 888+ 226

�65 6 � � � A PO /N ED

N 45{384 09 27 51.8 29 59 56 0.0266 7 238+ 125

�14 11 185+ 84

�40 N ED

N 34{170 09 42 24.6 04 16 16 0.0292 2 � � � 2 � � � A PO
N 34{172 10 00 32.1 {02 57 27 0.0207 8 337+ 135

�45 9 � � � BK BH M K W 1

N 56{393 10 13 52.0 38 40 07 0.0221 6 422+ 99

�24 6 � � � N ED

*N 56{387 10 25 18.2 17 08 44 0.0025 3 � � � 3 � � � N ED
*N 56{367 10 27 05.5 16 04 40 0.0331 2 � � � 2 � � � A PO
*N 56{388 10 41 24.4 06 10 17 0.0310 3 � � � 3 � � � N ED
*N 45{371 11 20 12.8 72 50 35 0.0373 2 � � � 2 � � � A PO /N ED
*N 56{396 11 21 28.3 02 52 33 0.0496 3 � � � 3 � � � A PO
N 67{311 11 22 26.8 24 17 33 0.0264 6 149+ 186

�53 6 � � � R D G H H CG 51

N 67{322 11 28 35.1 09 05 29 0.0210 6 45+ 18

�16 6 � � � N ED

*N 56{359 11 36 21.3 {02 50 37 0.0454 2 � � � 2 � � � A PO
*N 79{278 11 37 54.4 21 58 23 0.0306 8 344+ 57

�14 8 � � � R D G H H CG 57

N 67{312 11 42 04.6 10 18 20 0.0206 9 177+ 85

�46 11 � � � BK BH M K W 10

*N 79{290 11 44 12.9 33 40 20 0.0325 4 � � � 5 236+ 67

�6 A PO /N ED

N 56{371 11 45 03.5 {01 39 38 0.0276 3 � � � 3 � � � A PO /N ED
*N 79{280 11 46 18.5 33 09 19 0.0325 4 � � � 4 � � � N ED
N 67{300 11 48 22.5 12 43 19 0.0129 4 � � � 5 446+ 226

�256 R D G H H CG 59

N 56{392 11 49 38.9 {03 31 35 0.0272 8 106+ 167

�58 8 � � � A PO /BK BH M K W 3

N 79{298 11 57 52.3 25 10 18 0.0153 12 185+ 30

�32 13 � � � N ED

N 79{299B 12 04 09.5 20 13 18 0.0235 5 232+ 159

�3 14 384+ 151

�110 N ED

N 67{335 12 04 21.7 01 50 19 0.0204 22 607+ 135

�52 31 568+ 85

�70 BK BH M K W 4

N 79{299A 12 05 51.2 20 32 19 0.0235 9 495+ 130

�72 15 419+ 84

�49 N ED

N 79{282 12 12 25.9 29 08 20 0.0132 5 85+ 37

�4 10 89+ 19

�11 N ED H CG 61

N 79{268 12 19 42.9 28 47 22 0.0253 4 � � � 4 � � � N ED
N 79{283 12 19 54.8 28 25 21 0.0259 2 � � � 2 � � � A PO
*N 67{330 12 20 02.3 05 20 24 0.0068 32 413+ 76

�40 55 485+ 63

�41 N ED

N 79{292 12 24 14.7 09 20 24 0.0235 7 445+ 88

�13 18 558+ 147

�95 N ED

N 79{284 12 35 58.4 26 58 29 0.0246 4 � � � 7 598+ 277

�69 N ED

*N 67{333 13 04 25.3 07 54 54 0.0449 2 � � � 2 � � � A PO
N 67{323 13 05 26.5 53 33 56 0.0289 4 � � � 4 � � � A PO
N 67{317 13 13 49.0 06 57 09 0.0217 2 � � � 2 � � � A PO
N 79{270 13 17 19.3 20 37 11 0.0226 4 � � � 4 � � � N ED
N 79{296 13 29 22.3 11 47 31 0.0232 8 424+ 146

�21 14 384+ 70

�42 BK BH M K W 11

N 67{329 13 32 36.4 07 20 36 0.0231 5 155+ 54

�51 5 � � � A PO /N ED

N 67{318 13 52 19.0 02 20 19 0.0235 2 � � � 2 � � � A PO
*N 79{286 13 53 31.0 40 16 17 0.0085 14 145+ 173

�18 27 183+ 77

�36 N ED H CG 68

N 79{297 13 55 24.7 25 03 20 0.0293 7 178+ 103

�42 7 � � � R D G H H CG 69

*N 79{276 13 56 22.3 28 31 23 0.0358 3 � � � 3 � � � N ED
N 67{336 14 03 04.0 09 26 35 0.0196 18 625+ 153

�118 31 721+ 176

�162 BK BH M K W 12

N 67{325 14 09 58.5 17 32 51 0.0171 5 320+ 66

�54 6 � � � N ED



Table 1| Continued

Cluster R A (2000) D EC(2000) z N SB I N SB I R ef O ther N am e
� 0:5 M pc � 0:5 M pc � 1 M pc � 1 M pc

*N 56{361 14 15 12.6 04 52 04 0.0559 2 � � � 2 � � � A PO /N ED
N 67{326 14 28 14.1 25 50 38 0.0153 8 299+ 83

�41 14 289+ 50

�39 BK BH AW M 3

N 67{309 14 28 31.6 11 22 38 0.0265 6 292+ 97

�27 8 � � � A PO /N ED

N 56{394 14 34 00.9 03 44 53 0.0289 8 663+ 387

�440 16 573+ 363

�172 BK BH M K W 7

N 56{395 14 40 43.2 03 27 12 0.0272 7 329+ 110

�97 15 422+ 99

�53 BK BH M K W 8

N 56{381 14 47 00.4 11 35 29 0.0295 5 265+ 22

�22 6 � � � N ED

*N 67{310 14 48 06.2 31 44 32 0.0453 5 111+ 28

�4 5 � � � A PO /N ED

*N 56{365 14 58 26.7 48 27 59 0.0370 2 � � � 2 � � � A PO
*N 45{381 15 13 11.6 04 28 50 0.0360 4 � � � 4 � � � A PO /N ED
N 56{374 15 36 30.3 43 31 08 0.0189 5 55+ 16

�2 6 � � � N ED

*N 45{361 15 49 36.8 42 01 56 0.0355 3 � � � 3 � � � A PO /N ED
*N 45{363 15 57 46.9 16 16 27 0.0354 3 � � � 3 � � � N ED
*N 45{389 16 17 39.2 35 05 45 0.0301 9 239+ 87

�17 11 � � � N ED

N 34{171 16 41 35.4 57 50 21 0.0176 3 � � � 3 � � � A PO
N 34{175 17 15 21.4 57 22 43 0.0283 7 589+ 440

�31 � � � � � � A PO /N ED

N 34{173 17 55 24.9 62 36 40 0.0266 4 � � � 4 � � � N ED
S49{146 22 50 17.7 11 35 53 0.0250 6 482+ 102

�54 10 617+ 132

�110 N ED

*S49{143 23 01 48.9 15 58 09 0.0077 8 153+ 55

�16 11 136+ 37

�18 N ED

S49{144 23 16 24.2 15 51 22 0.0146 2 � � � 2 � � � N ED

R eferences.| (BK BH )Beers,T.C.etal.1995;(R D G H )R am ella,M .etal.1994;(A PO )Thispaper;(M X )Thispaper;(N ED )Found
through search ofthe N ED Extragalactic database.

�Clusterisnotpartofstatisticalsam ple for0:01 < z < 0:03.



Table 2. ARC 3.5-m Velocity M easurem ents

Cluster G alaxy RA(2000) DEC(2000) VH Error Hubble Type

S49-141 NG C 0791 02 01 44.32 08 30 00.1 7905 75 E
UG C 01513 02 01 47.23 08 28 35.9 7547 100 S/I

N34-169 0915+ 176 09 15 56.26 17 38 33.8 9046 200 S
N45-366 UG C 04991 # 1 09 23 27.17 22 19 33.6 9558 95 E

UG C 04991 # 2 09 23 25.99 22 19 01.2 9293 95 E
UG C 04991 # 3 09 23 24.18 22 18 50.4 10261 105 E
0923+ 223a 09 23 31.32 22 18 30.6 9117 77 S
*0923+ 223b 09 23 29.97 22 19 38.9 8219 100 E

N34-170 UG C 05182 09 42 25.04 04 16 57.2 8631 48 E
*CG CG 035-032 09 42 13.38 04 16 25.2 8469 50 S

N56-367 CG CG 094-058 10 27 05.47 16 00 41.4 9653 89 S
CG CG 094-062 10 27 14.74 16 02 56.8 10171 73 E

N45-371 1121+ 728 11 21 28.77 72 48 29.6 11194 115 S
N56-396 CG CG 039-135 11 21 32.56 02 53 13.8 14616 56 E

NG C 3647 11 21 38.58 02 53 30.0 14714 80 E
CG CG 039-140 11 21 35.30 02 53 37.5 15256 82 E

N56-359 CG CG 012-037 11 36 19.29 -02 50 50.1 13812 150 S
CG CG 012-036 11 36 14.01 -02 52 13.8 13418 160 S

N79-290 *CG CG 186-029N1 11 44 03.35 33 32 06.2 9501 100 S
CG CG 186-029N2 11 44 04.36 33 32 33.8 9230 100 S

N56-371 CG CG 012-076 11 45 15.03 -01 42 11.0 8147 87 E
CG CG 012-074 11 45 06.38 -01 40 09.3 8220 107 S

N56-392 CG CG 012-098 11 49 39.72 -03 31 47.2 8210 120 S
CG CG 012-095 11 49 35.44 -03 29 18.0 8215 78 E
1149-034 11 49 32.28 -03 28 34.2 8141 80 I

N79-283 CG CG 158-074 12 19 54.80 28 23 21.2 7594 126 S
CG CG 158-078 12 20 10.21 28 23 19.9 7912 160 E

N67-333 CG CG 043-128 13 04 14.44 07 54 13.4 13646 98 E
CG CG 043-127 13 04 07.20 07 54 55.3 13326 140 E

N67-323 NG C 4967 13 05 36.42 53 33 51.9 8812 145 E
M RK 0239 13 05 25.82 53 35 30.5 11331 98 E
1305+ 536 13 05 19.61 53 35 39.5 15636 112 I
1305+ 535 13 05 14.38 53 34 12.7 9126 150 S
1304+ 536 13 04 58.64 53 36 34.5 26880 140 S
1304+ 535 13 04 56.87 53 35 29.9 9405 129 E

N67-317 CG CG 044-036 13 13 55.17 06 57 07.7 6375 87 S
CG CG 044-033 13 13 44.77 06 59 22.6 6620 140 S

N67-329 CG CG 045-011 13 32 54.65 07 19 39.4 7099 78 S
NG C 5209 13 32 42.55 07 19 37.7 7042 74 E
CG CG 045-008 13 32 32.31 07 17 38.9 6821 150 S

N67-318 CG CG 045-124 13 52 22.76 02 20 43.0 6981 150 S/E



Table 2| Continued

Cluster G alaxy RA(2000) DEC(2000) VH Error Hubble Type

CG CG 045-122 13 52 14.53 02 21 33.2 11149 200 E
N56-361 1415+ 049 14 15 16.77 04 54 28.3 16819 98 S

CG CG 046-076 14 15 12.07 04 52 19.6 13796 150 S
CG CG 046-073 14 14 54.24 04 54 15.7 22396 160 S

N67-309 CG CG 075-048 14 28 40.83 11 22 05.0 8184 130 S
*CG CG 075-043 14 28 20.68 11 21 33.9 7766 100 S
CG CG 075-044 14 28 22.43 11 25 05.0 7914 63 E

N67-310 CG CG 164-027 14 48 08.35 31 42 36.7 9888 117 E
CG CG 164-028 14 48 07.35 31 44 16.7 13567 128 E
IC 4508 (1) 14 47 50.77 31 45 53.2 13513 98 E
IC 4508 (2) 14 47 47.90 31 46 51.3 13700 107 E
*1448+ 317 14 48 12.89 31 44 33.2 13639 I

N56-365 CG CG 248-035 14 58 32.27 48 29 04.6 10993 75 E
CG CG 248-034 14 58 27.76 48 29 32.6 11210 74 E

N45-381 1513+ 044 15 13 28.14 04 27 56.4 15964 100 S
CG CG 049-054 15 13 18.60 04 28 38.9 11484 102 E
CG CG 049-049 15 13 10.43 04 28 55.5 10980 85 E
CG CG 049-045 15 13 08.24 04 29 49.3 9829 150 S

N45-361 CG CG 222-052 15 49 38.28 42 02 03.5 10076 96 E
N34-171 NG C 6211 16 41 27.83 57 47 01.4 5248 69 E

NG C 6213 16 41 37.22 57 48 53.8 5377 46 S
UG C 10516 16 41 44.87 57 50 55.9 5204 78 S

N34-175 IC 1252 17 15 50.11 57 22 01.1 8996 108 S
NPM 1G + 57.0229 17 15 47.08 57 18 08.0 7822 90 S
1715+ 573a 17 15 29.18 57 21 00.1 8430 150 S/S0
NG C 6346 17 15 24.26 57 19 22.5 8739 73 E
1715+ 573b 17 15 16.58 57 19 47.5 7732 91 S/S0
1715+ 573c 17 15 08.32 57 18 39.7 9280 63 S

� Em ission-LineRedshift



Table 3. Steward O bservatory 2.3-m M X Velocity M easurem ents

Cluster G alaxy RA(2000) DEC(2000) VH error

S49{132 23:10:31.81 + 07:34:17.8
201 23:10:42.30 + 07:34:04.1 13204 45
203 23:10:40.60 + 07:23:16.6 10979 51
204 23:11:33.75 + 07:31:49.6 11619 44
208 23:11:07.85 + 07:24:24.1 12149 61
210 23:10:38.28 + 07:33:54.9 12967 57
211 23:10:37.36 + 07:32:48.7 12352 38
212 23:10:33.43 + 07:32:19.5 12208 48
215 23:10:49.98 + 07:27:20.5 12757 82
220 23:10:45.52 + 07:26:14.2 11777 88
226 23:10:20.74 + 07:22:14.8 12245 40
227 23:10:18.12 + 07:32:42.2 10818 50
228 23:09:53.38 + 07:29:31.6 13752 49
229 23:09:09.44 + 07:30:26.1 11095 40
*230 23:09:03.92 + 07:31:04.3 12314 56
231 23:09:59.04 + 07:20:32.9 11734 46
234 23:10:14.43 + 07:27:09.3 13355 40
236 23:10:20.81 + 07:32:36.2 11225 38
237 23:10:27.94 + 07:32:46.1 12771 50
238 23:10:03.08 + 07:34:06.7 11241 39
239 23:10:18.51 + 07:34:17.8 13573 108
244 23:10:09.46 + 07:16:19.4 13401 45
246 23:09:54.33 + 07:22:16.5 11907 47
250 23:10:30.43 + 07:35:20.8 12651 39
252 23:10:48.48 + 07:35:12.0 12620 46
254 23:10:58.94 + 07:39:38.8 12838 41
256 23:11:35.66 + 07:44:35.0 12724 40
262 23:10:22.39 + 07:34:51.0 11852 38
263 23:10:25.11 + 07:34:42.0 11048 37
264 23:10:26.86 + 07:35:24.9 11273 48
265 23:10:25.88 + 07:37:39.0 11274 45
266 23:10:14.73 + 07:39:08.6 10858 108
269 23:10:06.28 + 07:46:02.6 11775 41
271 23:10:22.53 + 07:53:25.1 15107 58
*272 23:10:00.06 + 07:35:42.9 11073 75

N56{394 14:34:00.94 + 03:44:53.4
250 14:33:33.52 + 03:16:28.4 9190 122
256 14:33:59.11 + 03:46:40.7 8722 25
257 14:33:58.08 + 03:44:47.9 10037 19
258 14:34:03.94 + 03:44:51.2 7366 18



Table 3| Continued

Cluster G alaxy RA(2000) DEC(2000) VH error

259 14:34:01.44 + 03:47:50.4 8779 24
261 14:33:55.29 + 03:50:02.6 8739 24
263 14:33:30.74 + 03:41:08.3 8418 50
264 14:33:51.41 + 03:40:45.8 8702 27
266 14:34:50.57 + 03:38:41.8 8537 82
267 14:34:08.23 + 03:54:05.4 8616 22
268 14:33:17.49 + 03:54:11.9 8942 57
269 14:33:48.30 + 03:57:24.4 8810 30
271 14:33:34.49 + 03:55:52.4 25531 40
282 14:33:38.23 + 03:41:46.0 9797 35
283 14:33:41.87 + 03:41:38.0 26220 73
284 14:33:11.88 + 03:48:20.9 25784 60
286 14:33:09.26 + 03:34:29.3 9227 90
288 14:34:05.29 + 03:39:26.9 8792 131
329 14:33:00.51 + 03:47:25.7 8864 45
*331 14:32:41.70 + 03:46:30.9 8406 64
337 14:32:49.92 + 03:40:23.8 45093 97
347 14:32:35.39 + 03:16:51.8 13853 125
*352 14:31:27.52 + 03:25:03.9 16064 122
360 14:32:21.32 + 03:24:49.7 12834 78
361 14:32:09.13 + 03:25:52.3 32321 88
*363 14:31:53.07 + 03:22:47.8 1497 50
*366 14:32:29.21 + 03:27:24.3 8556 50

N03{183 07:10:50.36 + 50:10:03.1
214 07:12:25.68 + 50:39:37.1 6480 59
227 07:12:43.63 + 50:03:41.7 5487 34
235 07:12:04.49 + 50:35:31.5 5132 48
236 07:12:03.86 + 50:27:50.6 5818 95
237 07:11:29.04 + 50:40:01.7 14797 99
238 07:11:22.59 + 50:31:49.2 6206 68
*240 07:10:35.10 + 50:47:40.9 5816 50
241 07:09:52.71 + 50:27:00.3 5686 24
247 07:11:59.72 + 50:15:04.5 5777 103
249 07:11:33.59 + 50:14:53.0 6035 24
253 07:11:04.66 + 50:08:11.7 4846 39
255 07:10:49.07 + 50:14:48.3 23195 122
257 07:10:38.62 + 50:10:37.3 5648 33
258 07:10:44.98 + 50:04:52.4 5713 28
259 07:10:34.10 + 50:07:07.0 6490 23
261 07:10:25.87 + 49:56:29.9 18076 122



Table 3| Continued

Cluster G alaxy RA(2000) DEC(2000) VH error

262 07:10:02.59 + 50:17:41.2 18411 43
263 07:09:42.51 + 50:03:55.9 19451 122
265 07:09:28.36 + 50:09:08.4 4887 34
266 07:11:52.00 + 49:49:33.3 18621 36
267 07:11:41.78 + 49:51:43.5 6164 22
268 07:11:37.50 + 49:45:56.5 18589 47
269 07:11:28.52 + 49:33:37.8 5865 122
270 07:11:16.31 + 49:48:15.0 18398 40
271 07:11:08.92 + 49:53:59.3 6296 77
273 07:10:53.95 + 49:54:11.1 6393 19
274 07:10:34.75 + 49:52:22.2 6174 26
275 07:09:51.01 + 49:52:03.4 5427 50
276 07:09:30.18 + 49:39:11.8 18580 50
278 07:08:38.73 + 50:35:01.0 13336 119
*279 07:08:34.23 + 50:37:51.4 6164 50
286 07:09:20.48 + 50:02:48.9 18005 45
*300 07:09:17.82 + 49:52:16.1 4919 50
*301 07:09:15.87 + 49:49:12.9 4710 50

S49{140 01:56:22.89 + 05:37:37.3
232 01:58:45.97 + 05:31:30.9 6715 122
234 01:58:46.81 + 05:47:21.1 28341 56
*253 01:57:22.60 + 05:42:42.6 4263 122
261 01:58:07.32 + 05:20:16.7 31936 122
300 01:57:03.63 + 05:27:42.9 8454 113
304 01:56:52.10 + 05:46:29.0 5378 40
309 01:56:36.80 + 05:48:14.7 5655 81
311 01:56:42.87 + 05:41:16.4 5154 53
322 01:56:19.03 + 05:39:07.3 6421 76
326 01:56:11.99 + 05:35:18.6 5253 42
326 01:56:11.99 + 05:35:18.6 5349 53
355 01:56:02.38 + 05:00:04.0 9930 122
357 01:55:27.56 + 05:21:31.9 36395 122
379 01:55:19.26 + 05:27:58.6 21073 122
385 01:54:42.42 + 05:25:34.4 47490 93
398 01:55:06.94 + 05:22:24.7 5551 95
399 01:55:02.54 + 05:08:19.0 25329 108
402 01:54:41.82 + 05:05:41.0 47620 103
405 01:53:55.53 + 05:18:37.1 43495 113

S34-111 01:07:27.71 + 32:23:59.7



Table 3| Continued

Cluster G alaxy RA(2000) DEC(2000) VH error

241 01:07:46.16 + 32:41:34.2 5434 31
244 01:09:42.48 + 32:27:04.9 5081 56
259 01:08:53.69 + 32:30:51.9 5051 35
261 01:08:15.85 + 32:29:56.3 5661 75
265 01:08:12.94 + 32:27:12.4 4846 26
271 01:07:24.98 + 32:24:45.1 5212 28
274 01:09:59.37 + 32:22:05.8 5247 27
286 01:09:33.28 + 32:10:23.2 5606 31
288 01:09:14.03 + 32:09:04.7 4757 47
293 01:08:55.26 + 32:19:30.4 4735 59
295 01:08:58.94 + 32:14:25.8 4514 93
296 01:08:52.33 + 32:05:59.0 10617 70
298 01:08:18.79 + 32:13:35.2 5315 92
299 01:08:43.92 + 32:06:06.4 5718 87
300 01:08:17.26 + 32:05:24.1 4652 69
304 01:07:47.17 + 32:18:35.6 5534 25
305 01:07:31.30 + 32:21:42.7 5709 31
306 01:07:33.06 + 32:23:27.5 4824 33
311 01:07:32.60 + 32:05:34.0 14851 35
318 01:09:13.50 + 31:58:45.8 5255 25
357 01:07:05.78 + 32:47:42.2 5045 35
358 01:06:51.44 + 32:42:04.4 5945 48
359 01:06:57.05 + 32:37:20.3 19986 32
360 01:07:15.68 + 32:31:12.9 5492 31
361 01:07:17.60 + 32:28:58.8 4465 34
364 01:06:53.76 + 32:34:42.7 5558 116
375 01:05:56.00 + 32:24:43.7 4830 29
391 01:07:27.22 + 32:19:11.5 5156 27
392 01:07:25.01 + 32:17:33.8 4313 29
395 01:07:11.55 + 32:10:13.4 4821 52
401 01:07:05.92 + 32:20:53.0 5965 28
402 01:06:58.21 + 32:18:30.4 5581 25

S49-128 02:41:04.23 + 08:43:48.5
248 02:41:55.63 + 08:59:48.3 6103 90
250 02:42:07.22 + 08:57:08.0 21256 45
270 02:42:45.29 + 08:53:14.6 21780 64
271 02:42:44.55 + 08:50:28.7 21178 57
276 02:42:26.84 + 08:49:52.1 21296 46
281 02:41:50.03 + 08:52:45.0 6625 35
289 02:41:16.28 + 08:45:38.1 6421 90



Table 3| Continued

Cluster G alaxy RA(2000) DEC(2000) VH error

290 02:41:06.12 + 08:44:16.5 6365 37
291 02:41:07.19 + 08:44:06.7 6563 27
343 02:41:53.87 + 08:34:00.0 6020 27
344 02:41:47.69 + 08:23:04.6 6469 26
346 02:41:12.81 + 08:43:09.1 6044 27
349 02:41:08.91 + 08:30:09.9 20911 59
351 02:41:10.05 + 08:26:31.9 6504 27
355 02:41:08.29 + 08:12:59.1 6492 24
406 02:40:38.30 + 08:50:53.7 6097 34
422 02:40:55.15 + 08:35:44.9 5649 71
423 02:41:01.08 + 08:31:56.4 18531 125
431 02:40:17.51 + 08:43:11.0 6252 39
440 02:39:35.97 + 08:27:51.7 12340 31

M K W 2 10:30:14.33 -03:12:24.2
234 10:30:17.36 -03:36:13.2 18340 99
236 10:30:56.27 -03:30:34.1 11747 33
251 10:28:03.42 -03:40:32.8 10791 16
252 10:27:54.83 -03:33:30.2 9036 62
253 10:28:41.82 -03:37:29.0 20925 73
264 10:31:23.44 -03:08:01.1 12059 23
*275 10:31:39.29 -03:16:00.5 28683 113
281 10:31:42.92 -03:24:51.8 18444 103
287 10:30:28.40 -03:11:43.5 11353 29
*288 10:30:21.39 -03:05:52.6 10618 59
291 10:30:14.60 -03:12:09.8 11346 31
292 10:29:54.97 -03:14:07.5 11294 119
295 10:30:14.76 -03:15:40.5 11437 28
298 10:29:55.82 -03:20:50.3 18489 30
305 10:29:33.90 -03:10:56.4 11628 56
*306 10:30:57.53 -03:17:35.9 6407 81
307 10:31:07.16 -03:14:33.4 29313 108
*308 10:31:00.07 -03:11:05.5 12102 122
309 10:30:41.68 -03:10:59.5 10575 40
310 10:30:44.68 -03:10:12.8 38152 80
317 10:30:26.03 -03:25:29.0 11554 45
*318 10:31:06.29 -03:25:24.0 11470 113
320 10:28:07.14 -03:16:43.5 19902 33
321 10:28:06.80 -03:19:18.2 17844 39
323 10:28:27.83 -03:14:34.2 10510 23
*328 10:28:00.97 -03:20:58.9 10474 44
329 10:27:49.78 -03:20:14.6 9033 50



Table 3| Continued

Cluster G alaxy RA(2000) DEC(2000) VH error

339 10:27:36.76 -03:03:59.1 15231 31
346 10:28:53.66 -03:15:07.3 39602 69
348 10:29:00.22 -03:12:58.1 38045 101
351 10:29:15.89 -03:25:37.7 13120 122
*371 10:30:46.91 -02:45:16.9 9006 49
373 10:30:28.90 -02:38:13.4 24727 122
379 10:30:13.00 -02:51:37.8 29785 122
*381 10:30:03.43 -02:49:11.3 8809 44
383 10:29:23.80 -02:52:09.6 15222 35
*387 10:30:46.64 -02:56:18.0 15860 44
396 10:29:00.84 -02:57:43.9 11187 27

� Em ission-LineRedshift



4000 4500 5000 5500
0

1000

2000

3000

4000

IC 4508 (N67−310)

(A)

6000 7000 8000 9000 10000
0

1000

2000

3000

Wavelength (Angstroms)

(B)

Fig. 1.| Exam ple spectra from the ARC 3.5-m DIS spectrograph ofthe galaxy IC 4508 in the

poorclusterN67-310.Thecontinuum shapeisdistorted becauseofthetransm ission ofthedichroic
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m easured velocitieswithin 0.5 M pcoftheopticalclustercenter.
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Fig. 4.| Velocity histogram s for allpoor clusters with � 10 m easured velocities. Allgalaxies

within 1 M pcand 2000 km sec� 1 oftheclusterm ean velocity are plotted.
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