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A B ST R A C T

Therecently-�nished Edinburgh UVX quasarsurvey atB < 18 isused togetherwith

othercom pletesam plesto estim atetheshapeand evolution oftheopticallum inosity

function in the redshift range 0:3 < z < 2:2.There is a signi�cantly higher space

density ofquasarsathigh lum inosity and low redshift than previously found in the

PG sam pleofSchm idt& G reen (1983),with theresultthattheshapeofthelum inosity

function atlow redshifts(z < 1)isseen to be consistentwith a single power-law.At

higher redshifts the slope ofthe power-law at high lum inosities appears to steepen

signi�cantly.Theredoesnotappearto beany consistentbreak featurewhich could be

used asa traceroflum inosity evolution in the population.

K ey w ords: Cosm ology,quasars;evolution.

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

O ne ofthe strongestpiecesofevidence foran evolving uni-

verse has long been the observed evolution in com oving

spacedensity ofthequasarpopulation (Schm idt1968).Un-

tilrecently ithad been thoughtthattheshapeofthequasar

opticallum inosity function and its evolution over the red-

shift range 0 < z < 2 was wellunderstood,and attem pts

to explain the physicalcauses ofquasar evolution have re-

lied on attem pting to predictthe observed evolution ofthe

lum inosity function (e.g.Haehnelt & Rees 1993).However

recentstudies(G oldschm idtetal.,1992,Hewettetal.,1993,

Hawkins & V�eron 1993 & 1995) have cast doubt upon the

com pleteness ofthe surveys used to de�ne the lum inosity

function.In thispaperwe presentan analysisofthequasar

lum inosity function and its evolution based on new obser-

vationaldata,and argue that knowledge ofthe lum inosity

function alone is insu�cient to allow us to understand the

physicalcausesofquasarevolution.

The m ost widely-quoted study ofthe lum inosity func-

tion to date has been that ofBoyle et al.(1988,hereafter

BSP),who used the AAT sam ple offaintUVX quasarsto-

getherwith brightersam plessuch asthePalom ar-G reen sur-

vey (Schm idt & G reen,1983) to determ ine the lum inosity

function in four redshift slices from z = 0:3 to z = 2:2.

BSP �ta variety ofm odels to this function and concluded

thatthebest-�tm odelwaspurelum inosity evolution (PLE)

in which the shape ofthe lum inosity function wasparam e-

terised by two power-lawswith atransition between them at

a characteristiclum inosity.Thecharacteristiclum inosity in-

creased with redshift(weterm thisnegativeevolution,asthe

population appearsto havebecom edim m erwith increasing

cosm ic tim e):

d�

dM
(M ;z)=

�
�

[100:4(�+ 1)(M �M � (z)) + 100:4(�+ 1)(M �M � (z))]
(1)

in which � and � are the indices of the power-laws and

M
�
(z)describesthe evolution;

M
�
(z)= M

�

0 � 2:5klog10(1+ z) (2)

W ith the addition oftwo surveysextending to redshiftz <

2:9 (Boyle,Jones & Shanks 1991, Zitelli et al. 1992) the

above m odelhasbeen slightly m odi�ed such thatthere isa

m axim um redshift beyond which no evolution occurs.The

m ost recent param eters ofthis m odelhave been presented

by Boyle (1991) and are;� = � 3:9,� = � 1:5,k = 3:5,

M
�

0 = � 22:4,zm ax = 1:9.

BSP ruled out any need for additionaldensity evolu-

tion for quasars with M B � � 23.PLE can be interpreted

aseitherrepresenting the actualevolution ofindividualob-

jects in which a single population ofquasars form ed at a

single epoch and have been growing dim 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.However

theform erinterpretation,in which lifetim esareoftheorder

oftheHubbletim e,predictsm assiverem nantblack holesin

Seyfertgalaxiesatlow redshift(Cavaliere& Padovani1989).

The analysisofBSP relied on brighterquasarsurveys,

principally the Palom ar-G reen survey (Schm idt & G reen

1983), in order to determ ine the m ost lum inous part of
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the lum inosity function.However,doubtshave been raised

about the com pleteness of this survey (W am pler & Ponz

1985) and initial results from the Edinburgh M ulticolour

Survey (G oldschm idtetal.1992)showed thatthePalom ar-

G reen survey under-estim ated by a factor3 thesurfaceden-

sity ofquasarswith B � 16:5.In thispaperweshallreplace

thePalom ar-G reen data with data from theEdinburgh sur-

vey.

Hewettetal.(1993)presented the�rstestim atesofthe

spacedensity ofquasarsfrom therecently com pleted LBQ S

(M orris et al.1991 and references therein),and com pared

those estim ates with those predicted by the PLE m odel.

They found that the PLE m odelover-predicts the num ber

ofquasars at the faint end and under-predictsthe num ber

ofquasarsatthelum inousend ofthelum inosity function in

each redshiftslice.They show thattheslopeofthelum inos-

ity function for lum inous quasars appears to change shape

with redshift,in contradiction to PLE,and arguethatm od-

i�cation ofthe m odelis needed:we shallsee that our new

resultsare in accord with thatconclusion.

Hawkins& V�eron (1993 & 1995)have used variability-

selected sam plesofquasarsto calculatethelum inosity func-

tion in thesam e
ux rangeastheAAT survey and conclude

thatthelattersurvey isincom plete,and thatthecharacter-

istic lum inosity,or \break",detected by BSP is sim ply an

artefactofthisincom pleteness.Ifthelum inosity function is

a single power-law with no break then there is no way of

discrim inating between lum inosity and density evolution.

This paper presents the results from the recently �n-

ished Edinburgh M ulticolour Survey.A brief sum m ary of

this survey is given in section 2,and in section 3 we use

this survey together with fainter UVX surveys to estim ate

the lum inosity function in redshift slices. In section 4 we

testwhetherthedata can beadequately described by either

the BSP m odelor even by any evolving power-law m odel

in which the power-law index rem ains constant:a class of

m odelswhich includesthose ofBSP and Hawkins& V�eron

(1995). Section 5 presents the results of �tting em pirical

m odelsto the data.

2 T H E ED IN B U R G H Q U A SA R SU RV EY

A fulldescription ofthe construction ofthe survey isgiven

by M itchell (1989), G oldschm idt (1993) and M iller et al.

(1997),whatfollowsisa briefsum m ary.

The survey is based on 130 U.K . 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 latitude covering 330 deg
2
.The coordinatesofthe

�eld centresrangefrom 12
h
40

m
to14

h
20

m
(equinox 1950)in

RA atD ec.� 5� (UK ST �elds789 to 794)and from 12h40m

to 14
h
40

m
atD ec.0

�
(UK ST �elds861 to 867).The plates

in each band were taken close together in tim 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 CO SM O S m achine (M acG illivray & Stobie

1984) and only those objects detected on both plates were

included in the�naldataset.Theresulting datasetwascali-

brated with photoelectricand CCD sequencesin every wave-

band in every UK ST �eld (M itchell1989 & G oldschm idt

1993), obtained at the ESO -D anish 1.5 m ., University of

Hawaii88
00
,Steward O bservatory 60

00
& 90

00
and JK T 1 m .

telescopes.

W ethen used thiscalibrated datasettoselectUVX can-

didates.The prim e selection criterion for the UVX quasar

sam plewasu� bcolour,requiring quasarcandidatesto have
u � b < � 0:30 on average,although the exact value varied

slightly from �eld to �eld (see M illeretal.1997).

A m orphologicalcriterion wasalso 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

objects with peculiar colours which would contam inate the

candidate lists.Spectroscopic con�rm ation ofallthe candi-

dateshasbeen carried outatthe INT 2.5 m .,the ESO 1.5

m .and 2.2 m .telescopesand theUK ST,thelatterusing the

FLAIR m ulti�bre spectrograph.

Spectra have been obtained for a totalof206 quasars,

ofwhich 120 with 0:3 � z � 2:2 and 15 � b� 18 form the

com plete sam ple used in this paper.For the analysis pre-

sented here we transform from the photographic b band to

thestandard Johnson B band using an averagecorrection of

0.06 m agnitudes.Thiswasderived from thetransform ation

ofBlair& G ilm ore(1982),B = b+ 0:34(b� v),and assum ing
the average b� v = 0:18 for the quasars in the Edinburgh

survey.

The resulting quasarsam ple should be com plete in the

redshiftand m agnituderangesquoted above.Thelowerred-

shiftlim itarisesbecauselow redshiftquasarsm ay havehost

galaxiesthatarevisibleand henceappearextended,orthey

m ay havereddercoloursdueto the underlying hostgalaxy.

Howeverthis lim it is poorly determ ined and is obviously a

function ofquasarlum inosity.

3 T H E D IFFER EN T IA L LU M IN O SIT Y

FU N C T IO N

W e use the 120 quasars in the com plete sam ple from the

Edinburgh survey togetherwith the AAT sam ple (Boyle et

al.1990),the SA94 sam ple (La Franca etal.1992)and the

M BQ S sam ple (M itchellet al.1984) to estim ate the lum i-

nosity function.

W etransform thephotographicm agnitudesin theAAT

survey to the standard Johnson system B using the em pir-

ically determ ined relation in BSP,B = bA A T � 0:1.This is

notthe sam e asthe transform ation used forthe Edinburgh

surveybecauseofthenon-standard photographicm agnitude

system used forthe AAT survey.

The lum inosity function can be estim ated using the

sum ofthe inverse ofthe com oving volum e ofthe universe

searched to �nd each object in the survey (Schm idt1968),

wheretheavailable volum eiscalculated from them inim um

and m axim um redshiftsatwhich an objectcould havebeen

detected by a given survey,given its lum inosity and the


ux lim it of the survey (note,however,that this m ethod

assum esthatlocally the com oving space density ofquasars

is uniform ,and hence,ifbinned over large redshift ranges,

strong evolution leads to a bias in the estim ate ofthe lu-

m inosity function). W e use the coherent m ethod of Avni

& Bahcall(1980) to m axim 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 &

c
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The UVX quasarlum inosity function and itsevolution 3

Figure 1. The di�erentiallum inosity function using the Edin-

burgh,A AT,M BQ S and SA 94 surveys,forq0;h = 0:5.

G reen (1983), i.e. assum ing a featureless power-law slope

with a spectralindex � = � 0:5.W e com pared thisapprox-

im ation to the K -corrections tabulated by Cristiani& Vio

(1990)and found thatthere wasno signi�cantdi�erence in

the estim ated lum inosity function due to the di�erence in

K -correction within the redshiftrange used in thispaper.

The above m ethod hasbeen used to constructthe dif-

ferentiallum inosity function for the surveys (Fig.1).The

redshiftsliceshavebeen chosen to bethesam easthoseused

in BSP.The �rstim pression isthatthelum inosity function

changes shape as a function ofredshift,in direct contrast

to the PLE m odel,and thatthe lum inosity function in the

lowest redshift slice looks like a featureless power-law with

no break atallforM B � � 23.W e investigate the evolving

shape ofthe lum inosity function in the following sections.

W e assum e the Hubble constant H 0 = 50km s
�1

M pc
�1
,

zero cosm ologicalconstant,and the deceleration param eter

q0 = 0:5 unlessotherwise stated.

4 C O M PA R ISO N W IT H P U R E LU M IN O SIT Y

EV O LU T IO N M O D ELS

In orderto assesswhethertheobserved lum inosity function

agreeswith thePLE m odelwecarry outtwo tests.The�rst

isanon-param etrictest,com paringtheobserved cum ulative

distribution in lum inosity with thatpredicted by PLE using

the one-dim ensionalone-sam ple K olm ogorov-Sm irnov test

(e.g.Conover 1980) to test the nullhypothesis that both

the observed and m odeldistributions are drawn from the

sam e parentpopulation.

4.1 C om parison w ith the standard m odel

W e bin the data into redshift slices as above and calculate

theobserved cum ulativedistribution in absolutem agnitude

(note that we cannot sim ply com pare observed and pre-

dicted cum ulative lum inosity functions as the K S test re-

quiresthateach data pointhave equalweight,which isnot

trueforthevolum e-weighted lum inosity function).Thethe-

oreticalcum ulative distribution iscalculated from the PLE

m odelofBSP foreach objectwith absolute m agnitude M B

and redshiftz;

Figure 2. The observed cum ulative distributions in absolute

m agnitude from the Edinburgh survey and the predicted distri-

butions from the PLE m odelofBSP

N (< M B )=

Z z2

z1

Z M B

M B �brigh t

d�(M
0

B ;z)
(M
0

B ;z)
dV

dz
dM

0

B dz(3)

where the redshift lim its z1;z2 are determ ined by both the

lim its ofthe redshift slices and the distance lim its for de-

tection given the apparent m agnitude lim its (both bright

and faint) ofthe survey,and M B �bright is the lum inosity

corresponding to the bright
ux lim itatz.�(M
0

B ;z)isde-

term ined from the m odelparam eters,and 
(M
0

B ;z) is the

e�ective area searched to �nd thatobject.

W e use three di�erent subsets ofthe com bined Edin-

burgh and AAT surveys;

(A)The whole ofboth surveys.

(B)The data from both surveysbrighterthan the absolute

m agnitudecorresponding to theBSP break in each redshift

slice.Thisabsolutem agnitudewascalculated from equation

(2)with z taken to be the upperredshiftlim itofeach red-

shift slice.Under the nullhypothesis that we are testing,

using thism ethod should m ean thatthe data used has the

sam e shape distribution,regardlessofredshift,ifPLE isan

adequate description ofthe data.

(C)The whole ofthe Edinburgh survey alone.

Figure2showstheobserved and m odeldistributionsfor

case C,i.e.for the Edinburgh survey alone.Table 1 shows

theprobabilitiesthatthenullhypothesisistruein each red-

shiftsliceforeach ofthethreecasesoutlined above.In cases

B and C theprobability thatthem odeldescribesthedatain

thelowestredshiftsliceisunacceptableatasigni�cancelevel

of0:1% .W ealso �nd thatifwecarry outa two-dim ensional

K S test(Peacock 1983) juston the Edinburgh sam ple over

the entire range ofredshifts,we obtain a probability of2%

thatthePLE m odeldescribesthedata adequately.Thisre-

jection ofthePLE m odelisnotfound when testing case A,

a re
ection ofthefactthatitisthehigh lum inosity quasars

which are responsible for the e�ect.This is not surprising:

the PLE m odelwas developed to �tthe fainter AAT data,

which we continue to use in thisanalysis,plusthe brighter

data ofSchm idt& G reen (1983),which we have previously

argued issigni�cantly incom plete(G oldschm idtetal.,1992)

and which we have replaced by the Edinburgh quasar sur-

vey.W e should therefore expectto see the m ost signi�cant

di�erencesbetween the m odeland the Edinburgh data.

c
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4 P.Goldschm idt& L.M iller

Table 1.The K S probabilities ofthe three subsets ofthe data

de�ned in the text being consistent with the PLE m odelofBSP

redshift case A case B case C

0:3 � z � 0:7 0:10 0:001 0:001

0:7 � z � 1:2 0:78 0:17 0:21

1:2 � z � 1:7 0:95 0:42 0:27

1:7 � z � 2:2 0:38 0:65 0:80

4.2 C om parison w ith generalpow er-law m odels

W ecan extend ouranalysisto testwhetherthedata can be

�tted by any evolving power-law m odelin which thepower-

law index rem ainsconstant.Both thePLE m odel,atm agni-

tudesm orelum inousthan theBSP break,and theHawkins

& V�eron m odelare exam plesofthisclass ofm odel.In this

section we �ta single power-law m odelto the data in each

redshiftslice,butonly atlum inositieshigherthan the BSP

break lum inosity.W ethen testthenullhypothesisthatthese

bright-end power-law indicesin each redshiftslice have the

sam e value.

The best-�tvalues for the indices are calculated using

m axim um likelihood assum ing a single power-law �tto the

data m ore lum inous than the BSP break in each redshift

slice,

d�(M B )= �
�
10

0:4(�̂�1)M B dM B (4)

where �̂ isthe estim ate ofthe index ofthe powerlaw.The

faintestabsolutem agnitudein each redshiftslice used to �t

the m odelto the data is calculated by taking a com oving

space density � = 10
�6:4

M pc
�3

(q0 = 0:5) and �nding the

corresponding absolute m agnitudein theBSP m odelatdif-

ferent redshifts.Underthe nullhypothesisthis should give

a constantindex forallredshifts.The answershould notbe

overly dependenton thevalueof� chosen,although too low

a value willresult in too little relevant data being used to

�t the m odel,thereby reducing the statisticalsigni�cance.

Too high a valuewillresultin som eofthedata from the
at

partofthelum inosity function being used,again underesti-

m ating the true signi�cance.

Errorson �̂ arecalculated byassum inga�
2
distribution

for S � Sm ax = � 2log(L=Lm ax) where L is the likelihood

function.Forq0 = 0:5 thebest-�tpower-law index increases

from �̂ = 2:7 in the lowest redshift slice to �̂ = 4:1 in the

highest slice (Fig.3).A single value for �̂ is ruled out at a

signi�cance levelof0:1% .For q0 = 0:1 the index increases

from �̂ = 2:6 to �̂ = 3:6 and a single value for �̂ is unac-

ceptable ata signi�cance levelof2% .

The evidence presented in this section shows clearly

that the high-lum inosity part of the lum inosity function

does not evolve according to the expectations of pure lu-

m inosity evolution.The slope ofthe lum inosity function at

M B
<� � 26 displayssigni�cantsteepening with redshift.

5 T H E Q U A SA R LU M IN O SIT Y FU N C T IO N

A T LO W A N D H IG H R ED SH IFT S

Theanalysisin theprevioussection showed thatthepower-

law index changed with redshiftforquasarsm ore lum inous

than thebreak.W ehavealsopreviously rem arked thatthere

Figure 3.M axim um likelihood estim atesofthe power-law index

ofthe lum inosity function atabsolute m agnitudesm orelum inous

than the BSP break,forq0 = 0:5.

appearstobenoevidenceforabreak in thelum inosity func-

tion atlow redshift.In thissection we�ta singlepower-law

m odelto allthe quasars brighter than M B = � 23 in the

lowestredshiftbin with 0:3 � z � 0:7;

d�(M B ;z)= �
�
(1+ z)
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�0:4(�+ 1)M B dM B dz (5)

using m axim um likelihood as above.The best �t to these

param etersare � = � 2:6� 0:2 and 
 = 9:1� 2:0.

To test the goodness-of-�t ofthe single power-law we

could use a binned chi-squared test.This is not the m ost

e�cient way of testing the m odel as chi-squared cannot

cope with incom plete bins. W e prefer instead to use a

K olm ogorov-Sm irnov test to estim ate goodness-of-�t, fol-

lowing previous work such as Boyle et al.(1988 & 1991).

This procedure su�ers from the problem that the slope of

thepower-law isafreeparam eterin them odel,and thevalue

oftheslope hasbeen found by �tting to thedata.Thusthe

signi�cance levelat which the m odelcan be rejected is ac-

tually an overestim ate:strictly speaking,in thisapplication

theK S testcan only ruleoutm odels,butthefactthatthere

isa valuefora singlepower-law m odelwhich does�tshould

indicateto usthatthereisno justi�cation forthepursuitof

a m ore com plicated m odelat low redshifts.This is indeed

the resultwe obtain.The K S testshows thatthism odelis

acceptable,with a signi�cance levelforrejection of17% .

Conversely,at redshifts 1:7 < z < 2:2 it is clear that

thelum inosity function cannotbeparam eterised asa single

power-law.Thedatacan be�tted by eitheradualpower-law

m odelasdescribed previouslyoravarietyofotherfunctional

form s.For exam ple,we can �t a Schechter function with

uniform lum inosity evolution to the data at 1:7 � z � 2:2,

where the m odelisparam eterised as;

d�

dM B

(M B ;z)=

�
�
10

�0:4(�+ 1)(M B �M
�
(z))

exp[� 10�0:4(M B �M
�
(z))

] (6)

where M
�
(z)= M 0 � 2:5
 log10(1+ z).The best-�tvalues

ofthe param eters are � = � 1:7 � 0:3,M 0 = � 23:7 � 0:4

and 
 = 2:5� 0:3.The �tisacceptable,with a signi�cance

levelforrejection of10% .Thesinglepower-law m odelwhich

�ts the data at low redshifts (as described above) can be

rejected ata signi�cance level< 0:1% in the redshiftrange

1:7 � z � 2:2.

c
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6 D ISC U SSIO N

From theaboveanalysiswereach thefollowing conclusions.

(i) The shape ofthe quasar lum inosity function changes

shapewith redshift,in am annerthatcannotbedescribed as

purelum inosity evolution.Speci�cally,theslopeofthelum i-

nosity function at high lum inosities is signi�cantly steeper

atredshiftsz � 2 than itisatz � 0:5.

(ii) At redshifts z <� 1 the lum inosity function m ay be

described by a single power-law,and there is no evidence

forany feature in thelum inosity function thatm ay beused

asa traceroflum inosity evolution.Conversely,atz > 1 the

lum inosity function cannotbe described by a single power-

law,as previously found by BSP,and there is a break in

the lum inosity function at M B � � 26:5. The lum inosity

function athigh redshift m ay be described by a num berof

functionalform s such as the two-power law m odelofBSP

orindeed by a Schechterfunction.

The consequence ofthese conclusions are that it can-

notbe shown thatthe quasarpopulation experienceslum i-

nosity evolution.Itm ay be thatquasarsare long-lived and

thatthey do indeed dim with cosm ic epoch in a lum inosity-

dependentm annerso asto producethe observed evolution.

But it is equally possible that quasars are short-lived phe-

nom ena and thatthe observed evolution isa m ore com plex

m ixture oflum inosity-dependentdensity evolution.In fact,

recentm odels (G oldschm idt1993,Percival,M iller & G old-

schm idt1997)suggestthatsuch evolution m ightbeexpected

ifquasars are short-lived sym ptom sofgalaxy m ergers in a

CD M -type (\bottom -up") universe.In this case,it is only

possible to m ake progress in understanding quasar evolu-

tion by constructing a speci�c m odelsuch as the one just

described and then com paring the predictionsofthe m odel

with the observed lum inosity function.Itisnotpossible to

deducem odel-independentconclusionsaboutwhetherornot

quasarsundergo lum inosity evolution from consideration of

the observed lum inosity function alone.

O nepieceofinform ation which m ustbea powerfulclue

to thetypeofm odelthatisrequired,however,istheobser-

vation thattheam ountofdensity evolution isgreatestatin-

term ediatelum inosities(M B � � 26),and appearsto beless
at higher quasar lum inosities.Extrapolation ofthis result

would indicate thatatM B � � 29 the com oving space den-
sity ofquasarsm ay haverem ained roughly unchanged since

z = 2!The existing data are too noisy athigh lum inosities

and low redshifts to dem onstrate this unam biguously,and

we m ust await larger-area surveysto provide better statis-

ticalevidence forthe m ostlum inousquasars.
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