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ABSTRACT

T he recently— nished Edinburgh UV X quasar survey at B < 18 isused together w ith
other com plete sam ples to estin ate the shape and evolution of the optical lum nosity
function in the redshift range 03 < z < 22. There is a signi cantly higher space
density of quasars at high lum nosity and low redshift than previously found in the
PG sampleofSchm idt & G reen (1983),w ith the result that the shape ofthe lum inosiy
finction at low redshifts (z < 1) is seen to be consistent w ith a single power-law . At
higher redshifts the slope of the power-law at high lum inosities appears to stespen
signi cantly. T here does not appear to be any consistent break feature which could be
used as a tracer of lum nosity evolution in the population.
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1 INTRODUCTION

O ne of the strongest pieces of evidence for an evolving uni-
verse has long been the observed evolution in com oving
space density of the quasar population (Schm idt 1968).Un-—
til recently it had been thought that the shape ofthe quasar
optical um inosity finction and its evolution over the red-
shift range 0 < z < 2 was well understood, and attem pts
to explain the physical causes of quasar evolution have re—
lied on attem pting to predict the observed evolution of the
lum inosity function (eg. Haehnelt & Rees 1993). However
recent studies (G oldschm idt et al., 1992, Hewett et al., 1993,
Hawkins & Veron 1993 & 1995) have cast doubt upon the
com pleteness of the surveys used to de ne the lum nosity
function. In this paper we present an analysis of the quasar
Jum inosity function and its evolution based on new obser—
vational data, and argue that know ledge of the lum inosity
function alone is nsu cient to allow us to understand the

physical causes of quasar evolution.

The m ost w idelyquoted study of the um inosity func—
tion to date has been that of Boyle et al. (1988, hereafter
BSP), who used the AAT sam ple of aint UVX quasars to—
getherw ith brighter sam ples such asthe P alom ar< reen sur-
vey (Schm idt & G reen, 1983) to detem ine the lum inosity
function In four redshift slices from z = 03 to z = 22.
BSP t a vardety ofm odels to this finction and conclided
that thebest- t m odelwas pure um inosiy evolution P LE)
In which the shape of the lum hnosity fiinction was param e~
terised by two power-law sw ith a transition between them at
a characteristic um nosity. T he characteristic um inosiy in—
creased w ith redshift we tem thisnegative evolution, asthe
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population appears to have becom e dinm er w ith Increasing
cogm ic tin e) :

d
aM 0 iz) = OO +DM M () 4 100:4(+1M M (2)]
in which and are the indices of the power-aw s and

M (z) describes the evolution;

M (z)=M, 25klbg, 1+ z) @)

W ih the addition of two surveys extending to redshift z <
29 (Boyl, Jones & Shanks 1991, Zitelli et al. 1992) the
above m odelhas been slightly m odi ed such that there is a
m axin um redshift beyond which no evolution occurs. T he
m ost recent param eters of this m odel have been presented
by Boyle (1991) and are; = 39, = 15,k = 35,
M, = 224, Zyax = 19.

BSP ruled out any need for additional density evolu—
tion for quasars with M g 23.PLE can be interpreted
as either representing the actualevolution of individual ob-
fcts n which a singlke population of quasars formed at a
single epoch and have been grow ing din m er ever since, or
as the statistical evolution of the properties of successive
populations. BSP noted that the latter interpretation im —
plies a conspiracy between birth and death rates. H owever
the form er interpretation, in which lifetin es are of the order
ofthe Hubble tin ¢, predicts m assive rem nant black holes in
Seyfert galaxies at low redshift (C avaliere & Padovanil989).

The analysis of BSP relied on brighter quasar surveys,
principally the Palom arG reen survey (Schm idt & G reen
1983), In order to detem ine the m ost lum inous part of
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the um inosity function. H ow ever, doubts have been raised
about the com plteness of this survey W ampler & Ponz
1985) and initial results from the Edinburgh M ulticolour
Survey (G oldschm idt et al. 1992) showed that the Palom ar-
G reen survey under-estin ated by a factor 3 the surface den-
sity of quasars w ith B 16:5. In thispaperwe shall replace
the Palom ar6G reen data w ith data from the Edinburgh sur-
vey.

Hewett et al. (1993) presented the rst estim ates ofthe
space density of quasars from the recently com pleted LBQ S
M orris et al. 1991 and references therein), and com pared
those estin ates with those predicted by the PLE m odel
They found that the PLE m odel over-predicts the num ber
of quasars at the faint end and underpredicts the num ber
of quasars at the um inous end of the lum inosity fiinction in
each redshift slice. They show that the slope of the um inos—
ity function for um inous quasars appears to change shape
w ith redshift, in contradiction to PLE, and argue that m od—
i cation of the m odel is needed: we shall see that our new
resuls are in accord w ith that conclusion.

Hawkins & Veron (1993 & 1995) have used variability—
selected sam ples of quasars to calculate the lum inosity func—
tion In the sam e ux range asthe AAT survey and conclude
that the latter survey is Incom plete, and that the character-
istic um inosity, or \break", detected by BSP is sin ply an
artefact of this ncom pleteness. If the lum inosity function is
a single power-law w ith no break then there is no way of
discrin inating between um inosity and density evolution.

This paper presents the results from the recently n-
ished Edinburgh M ulticolour Survey. A brief summ ary of
this survey is given in section 2, and in section 3 we use
this survey together w ith fainter UV X surveys to estin ate
the um inosity function in redshift slices. In section 4 we
test w hether the data can be adequately described by either
the BSP m odel or even by any evolving power-law m odel
In which the powerJdaw index rem ains constant: a class of
m odels which inclides those ofBSP and Hawkins & Veron
(1995). Section 5 presents the results of tting em pirical
m odels to the data.

2 THE EDINBURGH QUASAR SURVEY

A full description of the construction of the survey is given
by M itchell (1989), Goldschm idt (1993) and M iller et al
(1997), what follow s is a brief sum m ary.

The survey is based on 130 U X . Schm idt telescope
(UK ST) plates taken in 13 contiguous elds in ve wave-
bands (the photographic bands u, b, v, r and i) at high
G alactic Jatitude covering 330 deg2 . The coordinates of the

eld centres range from 12" 40" to 14" 20" (equinox 1950) in
RA atDec. 5 (UKST elds789to794) and from 12" 40"
to 14”40 atDec.0 (UKST elds 861 to 867).The plates
In each band were taken close together in tin e so that in—
com pleteness and contam ination due to variability should
be insigni cant.

The plates In each waveband were scanned and m ea—
sured on the COSM OS machine M acG illivray & Stobie
1984) and only those ob cts detected on both plates were
Included In the naldataset.The resulting dataset was cali-
brated w ith photoelectric and CCD sequences in every w ave—
band In every UKST eld (M ichell 1989 & G oldschm idt

1993), obtained at the ESO D anish 1.5 m ., University of
Hawaii 88%, Steward O bservatory 60° & 90® and JKT 1m .
telescopes.

W ethen used this calbrated dataset to select UV X can-
didates. The prin e selection criterion for the UVX quasar
sam plewasu b colur, requiring quasar candidates to have
u b< 030 on average, although the exact value varied
slightly from eld to eld (see M iller et al. 1997).

A m orphological criterion was also Im posed to exclude
any candidates which appeared extended on the UK ST u
plates; the prim e reason for this was to exclude blended
ob ects w ith peculiar colours which would contam inate the
candidate lists. Spectroscopic con m ation of all the candi-
dates has been carried out at the INT 25m ., the ESO 15
m .and 22 m .telescopes and the UK ST, the latter using the
FLA IR muli bre spectrograph.

Spectra have been obtained for a total of 206 quasars,
ofwhich 120 wih 03 z 22 and 15 b 18 fom the
com plete sam ple used in this paper. For the analysis pre—
sented here we transform from the photographic b band to
the standard Johnson B band using an average correction of
0.06 m agnitudes. This was derived from the transform ation
ofBlair& G ilm ore (1982),B = b+ 034 (b v),and assum ing
the average b v = 0:18 for the quasars In the Edinburgh
survey.

T he resulting quasar sam ple should be com plete in the
redshift and m agnitude ranges quoted above. T he low er red—
shift 1im it arises because low redshift quasarsm ay have host
galaxies that are visble and hence appear extended, or they
m ay have redder colours due to the underlying host galaxy.
However this lin it is poorly detem ined and is obviously a
function of quasar lum inosity.

3 THEDIFFERENTIAL LUM INOSITY
FUNCTION

W e use the 120 quasars in the com plte sam ple from the
Edinburgh survey together w ith the AAT sam ple Boyk et
al. 1990), the SA 94 sam ple (La Franca et al. 1992) and the
MBQS sample M itchell et al. 1984) to estim ate the um
nosity fiinction.

W e transform the photographicm agnitudesin the AAT
survey to the standard Johnson system B using the em pir-
ically determ ined relation n BSP, B = yar 0:d.This is
not the sam e as the transfom ation used for the Edinburgh
survey because of the non-standard photographicm agnitude
system used for the AAT survey.

The lum mnosity fiinction can be estim ated using the
sum of the Inverse of the com oving volum e of the universe
searched to nd each obfct In the survey (Schm idt 1968),
w here the available volum e is calculated from them inim um
and m axin um redshifts at which an ob fct could have been
detected by a given survey, given is lum inosity and the

ux lin it of the survey (nhote, however, that this m ethod
assum es that locally the com oving space density of quasars
is uniform , and hence, if binned over large redshift ranges,
strong evolution leads to a bias in the estim ate of the lu—
m Inosity function). W e use the coherent m ethod of Avni
& Bahcall (1980) to m axin ise the Inform ation in the com —
bined sam ples. In calculating the absolute m agnitudes of
the quasars we use K —corrections as de ned by Schm idt &
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Figure 1. The di erential lum inosity function using the Edin—
burgh, AAT,M BQ S and SA 94 surveys, forgp;h = 0:5.

Green (1983), ie. assum ing a featureless powerJaw slope
wih a spectralindex = 0:5.W e com pared this approx—
In ation to the K -corrections tabulated by C ristiani & V io
(1990) and found that there was no signi cant di erence in
the estim ated lum inosity function due to the di erence in
K —correction w ithin the redshift range used in this paper.

T he above m ethod has been used to construct the dif-
ferential um nosity finction for the surveys Fig. 1). The
redshift slices have been chosen to be the sam e as those used
In BSP.The st in pression is that the lum inosity function
changes shape as a function of redshift, in direct contrast
to the PLE m odel, and that the lum inosity function in the
Jow est redshift slice looks like a featureless power-law w ith
no break at all forM g 23.W e Investigate the evolving
shape of the lum inosity function in the follow ing sections.
W e assum e the Hubble constant Hgo = 50km st Mpc1 ,
zero cogm ological constant, and the deceleration param eter
o = 0:5 unless otherw ise stated.

4 COMPARISON W ITH PURE LUM INOSITY
EVOLUTION M ODELS

In order to assess w hether the observed lum inosity fiinction
agrees w ith the PLE m odelwe carry out two tests. The 1rst
isa non-param etric test, com paring the observed cum ulative
distrbution in lum inosity w ith that predicted by PLE using
the one-din ensional one-sam ple K olm ogorov-Sm imov test
(eg. Conover 1980) to test the null hypothesis that both
the observed and m odel distributions are drawn from the
sam e parent population.

4.1 Com parison w ith the standard m odel

W e bin the data Into redshift slices as above and calculate
the observed cum ulative distrdbution in absolite m agnitude
(note that we cannot sinply com pare observed and pre—
dicted cum ulative um inosity functions as the K S test re—
quires that each data point have equalweight, which is not
true for the volum e-w eighted lum inosity function). T he the—
oretical cum ulative distribution is calculated from the PLE
m odelof BSP for each ob fct w ith absolute m agnitude M g
and redshift z;
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Figure 2. The observed cum ulative distributions in absolute
m agnitude from the Edinburgh survey and the predicted distri-
butions from the PLE m odelofB SP

z2 Ms 0 0 dv 0
N KMp)= d(MB;Z)(MB;Z)EdMBdZG)

z1 M B pright

where the redshift lim its z; ;z; are detem ined by both the
Iim its of the redshift slices and the distance lim its for de—
tection given the apparent m agnitude lim its (pboth bright
and faint) of the survey, and M 5 prignht is the lum inosity
corresponding to the bright ux Im it atz. ™ ,: ;z) is de—
temm Ined from the m odel param eters, and M ]: ;z) is the
e ective area searched to nd that ob Fct.

W e use three di erent subsets of the combined Edin-

burgh and AAT surveys;

A ) The whole of both surveys.

B) The data from both surveys brighter than the absolute
m agniude corresponding to the BSP break in each redshift
slice. T his absolute m agnitude was calculated from equation
(2) wih z taken to be the upper redshift lim it of each red-
shift slice. Under the null hypothesis that we are testing,
using this m ethod should m ean that the data used has the
sam e shape distrbution, regardless of redshift, if PLE is an
adequate description of the data.

(C) The whole of the Edinburgh survey alone.

Figure 2 show s the observed and m odeldistributions for
case C, ie. for the Edinburgh survey alone. Tabl 1 shows
the probabilities that the nullhypothesis is true in each red-
shift slice for each ofthe three cases outlined above. In cases
B and C the probability that them odeldescribes the data In
the low est redsh ift slice isunacceptable at a signi cance level
0f0:1% .W ealso nd that ifwe carry out a two-din ensional
K S test (Peacock 1983) just on the Edinburgh sam ple over
the entire range of redshifts, we obtain a probability of 2%
that the PLE m odeldescribes the data adequately. T his re—
“ection of the PLE m odel is not found when testing case A,
a re ection ofthe fact that it is the high lum inosity quasars
which are responsible for the e ect. This is not surprising:
the PLE m odelwas developed to t the ainter AAT data,
which we continue to use In this analysis, plus the brighter
data of Schm idt & G reen (1983), which we have previously
argued is signi cantly lncom plete (G oldschm idtetal., 1992)
and which we have replaced by the Edinburgh quasar sur-
vey.W e should therefore expect to see the m ost signi cant
di erences between the m odel and the Edinburgh data.
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Table 1. The K S probabilities of the three subsets of the data
de ned in the text being consistent w ith the PLE m odel of B SP

redshift case A case B case C
03 =z 077 0:10 0:001 0:001
07 =z 12 08 0:17 021
12 =z 17 095 0:42 027
177 =z 22 0:38 0:65 0:80

4.2 Com parison w ith general pow er-law m odels

W e can extend our analysis to test whether the data can be

tted by any evolving pow er-law m odel in which the power—
law index rem ains constant.Both the PLE m odel, at m agni-
tudesm ore lum inous than the BSP break, and the Hawkins
& Veron m odel are exam ples of this class of m odel. In this
section we t a single power-law m odel to the data in each
redshift slice, but only at um inosities higher than the B SP
break um inosity.W e then test the nullhypothesisthat these
bright-end power-Jaw indices in each redshift slice have the
sam e valie.

T he best- t values for the indices are calculated using

m axinum lkelihood assum ing a single power-law t to the
data m ore lum inous than the BSP break in each redshift
slice,

d Mg)= 10" VM 2 gM g @)

where * is the estin ate of the index of the power law . The
faintest absolute m agnitude in each redshift slice used to t
the m odel to the data is calculated by taking a com oving
space density = 10°*Mpc?® (@ = 05) and nding the
corresponding absoluite m agnitude in the BSP m odel at dif-
ferent redshifts. Under the null hypothesis this should give
a constant index for all redshifts. T he answer should not be
overly dependent on the value of chosen, although too low
a value will result in too little relevant data being used to

t the m odel, thereby reducing the statistical signi cance.
Too high a valuew ill result in som e ofthe data from the at
part of the lum inosity function being used, again underesti-
m ating the true signi cance.

E rrorson * are calculated by assum ing a 2 distribution
for S Smoax = 2log (L=Lp ax) where L is the lkelihood
fiunction.Forqgy = 05 the best- t power-law index increases
from ~ = 2:{7 in the lowest redshift slice to ~ = 4: in the
highest slice Fig.3).A sihglk value for * is ruled out at a
signi cance level of 0:1% . For o = 0: the index increases
from ~ = 26 to * = 36 and a sihglk valie for * is unac-
ceptable at a signi cance levelof 2% .

The evidence presented in this section shows clearly
that the high-lum inosity part of the lum inosity finction
does not evolve according to the expectations of pure u-
m Inosity evolution. T he slope of the lum inosity fiinction at
M < 26 displays signi cant steepening w ith redshift.

5 THE QUASAR LUM INOSITY FUNCTION
AT LOW AND HIGH REDSHIFTS

T he analysis in the previous section showed that the power—
law index changed w ith redshift for quasars m ore lum inous
than thebreak .W e have also previously rem arked that there
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Figure 3.M aximum lkelihood estim ates of the power-law index
of the lum inosity function at absolute m agnitudes m ore lum inous
than the BSP break, forgy = 0:5.

appears to be no evidence fora break In the um inosity func-
tion at low redshift.In this section we t a single power-law

m odel to all the quasars brighter than Mg = 23 in the
Iowest redshift bin with 03 z 0:7;
d Ms;z)= @+ 2z) 10" P aM 5 dz ®)

using m axin um lkelhood as above. The best t to these
param etersare = 26 02and = 91 290.

To test the goodnessof- t of the sihgle powerlaw we
could use a binned chisguared test. This is not the m ost
e cient way of testing the m odel as chisquared cannot
cope with incom plte bins. W e prefer instead to use a
K olm ogorov-Sm imov test to estim ate goodness-of- t, fol-
low Ing previous work such as Boyle et al. (1988 & 1991).
This procedure su ers from the problem that the slope of
thepower-aw isa free param eter in them odel, and the value
of the slope hasbeen found by tting to the data. T hus the
signi cance level at which the m odel can be refcted is ac—
tually an overestin ate: strictly speaking, in this application
the K S test can only rule outm odels, but the fact that there
is a value for a single power-aw m odelwhich does t should
indicate to us that there isno justi cation for the pursuit of
a more com plicated m odel at low redshifts. This is indeed
the result we obtain. The K S test show s that thism odel is
acceptable, w ith a signi cance level for refction of 17% .

Conversely, at redshifts 17 < z < 22 it is clear that
the um inosity flinction cannot be param eterised as a single
power-law . T he data can be tted by either a dualpow er-law
m odelasdescribed previously or a variety ofother fuinctional
form s. For exam ple, we can t a Schechter function w ith
uniform lum inosity evolution to the data at 1:7 z 22,
w here the m odel is param eterised as;

d_ ™ ;7)) =
dM s B

10 0:4(+1)M™M 5 M (z))exp[ 10 0:4M 5 M (z))] (6)

whereM (z)=Mg, 25 lglO(@l+ z).Thebest- t values
of the param eters are = 177 03, My = 2357 04
and = 25 0:3.The t isacceptable, wih a signi cance

Jevel for reection 0f10% . T he single pow erJaw m odelw hich

ts the data at low redshifts (as described above) can be
reected at a signi cance level< 0:1% in the redshift range
17 =z 22.
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6 DISCUSSION
From the above analysis we reach the follow ing conclusions.

(i) The shape of the quasar lum inosity function changes
shapew ith redshift, in a m annerthat cannot be described as
pure lum nosity evolution. Speci cally, the slope ofthe lum i
nosity function at high um nosities is signi cantly steeper
at redshiftsz 2 than itisatz 05.

(i) At redshifts z < 1 the lum inosity function m ay be
described by a single power-law, and there is no evidence
for any feature in the um inosity function that m ay be used
as a tracer of lum nosity evolution. Conversely, at z > 1 the
Jum inosity function cannot be describbed by a single power—
law , as previously found by BSP, and there is a break in
the lum inosity function at M g 26:5. The um inosiy
function at high redshift m ay be described by a num ber of
functional form s such as the twopower law m odel of B SP
or indeed by a Schechter function.

The consequence of these conclusions are that it can—
not be shown that the quasar population experiences lum i~
nosity evolution. It m ay be that quasars are long-lived and
that they do iIndeed dim w ith cosam ic gpoch in a um inosiy—
dependent m anner so as to produce the observed evolution.
But it is equally possble that quasars are short-lived phe—
nom ena and that the observed evolution is a m ore com plex
m xture of lum nosity-dependent density evolution. In fact,
recent m odels (G oldschm idt 1993, Percival, M iller & G old—
schm idt 1997) suggest that such evolution m ight be expected
if quasars are short-lived sym ptom s of galaxy m ergers In a
CDM —type (\bottom -up") universe. In this case, it is only
possible to m ake progress in understanding quasar evolu—
tion by constructing a speci ¢ m odel such as the one just
described and then com paring the predictions of the m odel
w ith the observed lum inosity finction. It is not possble to
deducem odel-independent conclusions about w hether ornot
quasars undergo lum inosity evolution from consideration of
the observed lum inosity fiinction alone.

O ne piece of inform ation which m ust be a powerfilclie
to the type ofm odel that is required, how ever, is the cbser-
vation that the am ount ofdensity evolution is greatest at in—
termm ediate Jum inosities M g 26), and appears to be less
at higher quasar lum inosities. E xtrapolation of this result
would indicate that at M g 29 the com oving space den—
sity of quasarsm ay have rem ained roughly unchanged since
z = 2! The existing data are too noisy at high lum inosities
and low redshifts to dem onstrate this unam biguously, and
we must awai largerarea surveys to provide better statis—
tical evidence for the m ost um Inous quasars.
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