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ABSTRACT

Aims. We investigate the dependence of several galaxy propemi¢ise environment and cluster identification techniques.

Methods. We select clusters of galaxies from two catalogues basetde®SDSS: the ROSAT-SDSS Galaxy Cluster Survey, which
is an X-ray selected cluster sample and the MaxBCG Catajaguwehich clusters are optically selected. Based on a vollimi¢ed
sample of galaxies drawn from the spectroscopic DR5 SDS®pnstructed sub-samples of clusters of galaxies with nfae ten
members. Scaling relations as well as segregation of galperties as a function of the normalized clustocentdd eae analyzed.
The properties of galaxies in clusters are compared witbelud field galaxies.

Results. Galaxies in X-ray and MaxBCG selected clusters show sinsilze-luminosity relations. At equal luminosity, late type
galaxies in the field have sizes smaller than cluster gedaofighe same morphological type.

The Faber-Jackson relation for early-type galaxies intehgsis also the same for X-ray selected and MaxBCG clusiéesfound
clear diferences between the dynamical properties of galaxies sterk) the brightest cluster galaxi®&JGs) and field galaxies.
Using several criteria to classify galaxies into morphaagtypes, we reproduce the well know morphological segieg. The
correlation is up ta /roo0 ~ 1. For the whole range of clustocentric distances, X-ragctell clusters present a higher fraction of
early type galaxies than MaxBCG clusters. We also foundtiight galaxies preferentially inhabit the cluster cestéledian sizes

of galaxies, such as the radius that enclose 50% of Petrfigians,, present a behaviour that also depends on the clusterisalect
criteria. For galaxies in X-ray selected clusters, med&lnes ofrso decrease as/'r,qo goes to zero, whereas the opposite is observed
for galaxies in the MaxBCG clusters. Thes&elient behaviours are mainly due to early type galaxies.

The results are discussed in terms of thedent processes thatect the evolution of galaxies infiiérent environments.

Key words. galaxies: clusters — galaxies: fundamental parameters

1. Introduction There are dierent scaling relations between photometric
and structural parameters of galaxies, resulting in wetivkm

relations. One of the most established empirical scalited i(ms
It is well known that galaxies show a wide range of moref disk galaxies is the Tully-Fisher relation (Tully & Fishe

phologies, which can be appreciated in their propertie$ sUut977), which consist of a correlation between Iumlnosnyl an
as colour, luminosity, size, star formation histories, @hich rotational velocity. The analogous relation for spherbgidax-
imply that galaxies form and evolve throughffdrent mech- ies is the correlation between the velocity dispersion df&si
anisms. There have been many studies about the distriand luminosity, known as the Faber-Jackson relatione o
tion of galaxies with respect to their properties. For exan{Faber & Jackson 1976). Other scaling relations for spletoi
ple, the luminosity function has been measured from variogalaxies are: color-magnitude | (Sandagg%Vigvan;hthan
surveys of galaxies and clusters of galaxies and it is fou ), color-velocity dispersion,__(Bernardiet al. 2005
to be well described by the Schechter function (Schechtedius-luminosity [(Sandage & Perelmutér 1990) and the
1976, Loveday et al. 1902, Folkes etlal. 1999, Madgwick ket dormendy relation, which is a correlation between radiud an
2002,/ Cross et al. 2004); the morphological types of gataxisurface bnghtnes@@??) Some of these pregerti
are found to be correlated with the environment, clusters béve been combined to define the so-cafletdamental plane
galaxies belng the best example (Dressler 1980, Dressiér ethat relates the velocity dispersion, théeetive radius and
(1997 01, Coenda ét al. 2006). It is atdb wthe luminosity [(Djorgovski & Davis 1987, Dressler etlal. 798
known that diferent galaxy properties are correlated to eadernardi et all 2003). These empirical relations are cjosel
other. Galaxy sizes are correlated with the luminosity amd-m lated to the physical processes involved in the galaxy ftiona
phological type [(Andredakis etlal. 1995, Mollerth& Heidl scenario and, therefore, are a fundamental tool to undetsta
[2001,| Coenda et al. 2005, Mcintosh etlal. 2005, Truijillo £t ahe formation and evolution of galaxies. These relationsicco
[2006), and have a distribution that may be described bydapend on the environment where galaxies form and evolve,
log-normal function [(Syer et al. 1999, de Jong & Lacey 200troducing departures from scatter in theffelient scaling

Shen et al. 2003, Ferguson et al. 2004). In order to constrain relations. Several authors have investigated the scadiagjons
galaxy formation models and the study of galaxy properties aof galaxies in clusters. Ziegler etal. (1999), La Barberalet

their dependence on environment, we concentrate our stodie (2004), [ Bernardi et al. L(ZQD?IJLD_d_e_LLmd_Qn_dt al.(2007),
several scaling relations and galaxy segregation. LLiu et all (2007) and Bildfell et al/ (2008). von der Lindenegt
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(2007) found that brightest cluster galaxies (BCG) haw The sample
a higher fraction of dark matter and consequently Iargezir he ol p
radii and higher velocity dispersions that non-BCG galaxie® 1+ The cluster sample
IMalumuth & Kirshner (1981, 1985), Oegerle & Hoessel (1993)e use two catalogues of clusters of galaxies based on the
and more recently Bernardi et al. (2007) found that BCG hagtoan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS; York et 00): the ROSAT-
smallerp than the rest of the cluster members. Bernardilet 8DSS Galaxy Cluster Survey of Popesso et al. (2004, hereafte
(2007) also analyze the dynamical madtyf, o rsoo?) and P04), which is a X-ray selected cluster sample and the MaxBGC
found that BCGs show a steeper relation than non-BCG gala@Xatalogue of Koester et al. (2007b, hereafter K07), whicimis
ies. The majority of the works mentioned above do not makepgtically selected cluster sample.
suitable comparison with field galaxies, making it vergfidult The ROSAT-SDSS catalogue [of Popesso kf al. (2004) com-
ti perform a complete comparison of the scaling relationsiises 114 galaxy clusters detected in the ROSAT All Sky
of galaxies as a function of the environment. More recentlgurvey (RASS) lying in the area surveyed by the SDSS by
\Weinmann et al. (2009) and Guo et al. (2009) analyzed sampfashruary 2003. This X-ray-selected catalogue includestets
of galaxies in groups and found that, at fixed stellar mass, tith masses from 8°M, to 10"M, in the redshift range
sizes of central and satellite early type galaxies are aimnil0.002 < z < 0.45. This catalogue provides X-ray properties
while [Bernardi [(2009), analyzing galaxies in clustersorépd  of the clusters derived from the ROSAT data, parameterseof th
a difference at high luminositigstellar masses between centragalaxy luminosity function and the luminosity of each chrst
and satellite galaxies. computed from SDSS data, and the radial distribution of the p
jected galaxy density around clusters. Since the X-ray whse

It is well known that diferent types of galaxies show dif-tions provide a robust method for identifying clusterssthelus-
ferent spatial distributiond_(Oenler 1974, Melnick & Sarte ters constitute a reliable source of information to studiaxa
1977 [ Dressléer 1980). Thesefdrences can be estimated medlroperties and their correlation with the environment.
suring the radial dependence of the galaxy properties as@ fu ~ The optical MaxBGC catalogue provides sky locations, pho-
tion of the clutocentric distance. The segregation of gatax tometric redshift estimates and richness for 13823 claster
in clusters has been quantified splitting galaxies accgrtin Details of the selection algorithm and catalogue properie
different properties, with the morphology the property that hgsblished in Koester et al. (2007ia,b) The MaxBGC selectisn r
been most extensively studied, see for instance Dres980j1 lies on the observation that the galaxy population of riafsel
Whitmore et al.[(1993), Dominguez ei al. (2001), Bivianalet ters is dominated by bright red galaxies tightly clusterad i
(2002), [ Driver et dl. mg)ﬁd dl._(2006)._ Goto ket 4lolour (the ESO ridgeline). Since these galaxies are old, pas-
(2002) found that the morphological segregation tends se dpively evolving stellar populations, thejr— r colours closely
appear for clustocentric distances larger than the viddius. reflect their redshifts. The brightest red galaxy, typicacated
Recently, Martinez et al. (2008) found thatr color is the prop- at the peak of the gaquy density, defines the_ cluster (;eThgez.
erty of galaxies that best predict the normalized clutatedts- KO7 catalogue comprises galaxy clusters with velocity elisp
tance of galaxies among a set of galaxy properties. Simijlarfionso > 400km s* and redshifts 1 < z < 0.3. Each of these
[Skibba et all. [(2008) used the galaxy sample of visual clas§lusters contains between 10 and 198&ridgeline galaxies
fied morphologies and found that much of the morphologighter than GiL. (i-band), within a scaled radiugqo defined
density relation is due to the relation between colour ami deas the mean density of 200 times the mean density of the uni-
sity. The works that have studied the segregation in lumind&rse. SDSS spectroscopic redshifts are available foaat the
ity present some contradictory results. Rood & Turirbs@&)9 brightest galaxy in 39% of the clusterf. The sample is up & 85
Yepes et dl[ (1991), Lobo etldl. (1997). Kashikawa e{ al. 199 complete for clusters with massesl0"*M,. o
[Coenda et al[(2006) found results consistent with a setioega T he sub-samples from P04 and K07 considered in this paper
in luminosity. Nevertheless, Noondn (19€1), Bahdall ()ag&i comprise galaxy clusters in the redshift rangé50< z < 0.14.
more recently Pracy etlal. (2005) found results consistéhtav The upper limit was _taken in order to have a volume limited
lack of segregation in luminosity. The segregation of ofirep- Sample of galaxies with an adequate balance between the num-

erties like color, star formation rate, gas content or $tmat pa- Der of clusters, the range in absolute magnitude and the num-
rameters have been much less studied. ber of cluster members. For KO7 clusters, we applied a re-

striction in the richness, selecting clusters withy > 20 in
The identificat ¢ clust f qalaxiesi | order to have cluster masses comparable to those in the P04
€ iaentification of CIUSIETS ot galaxIes IS esample. The sub-samples are labeled as C-P04 and C-KO7 re-
e . DEe8t

whose outcome depends on the selection crit o ef ; ;
X . - pectively. To select cluster members and estimate the-phys
(2004) compiled X-ray clusters in the Sloan Digital Sky SV o properties of clusters, we use the Main Galaxy Sample

(SDSS). Using the same survey. Koester etal. (2007b) appl GS,[Strauss et al. 2002) of the Fifth Data Release (DR5) of

a maxBCG algorithm to identified clusters. This technique Spgg [fadelman-McCarthy et 4l 2007) that is complete down
based on the color-magnitude relation of the early typexgalqog n_(1976) magnitudé: 17.77. At this point, our

ies and the properties of the BCGs. Because we are intereilﬁ samples comprise 54 X-ray galaxy clusters from the P04

in. Compa”ﬂg .the galaxy properti_es O_f clusters selectedh wi ample and 612 from the KO7 sample. We show in panel (a) of
different criteria, the same analysis will be performed on su

) igure[1 the spectroscopic redshift distribution of 114aggl
samples of the catalogues compiled by Popessa et al./(2004) Blusters of the P04 sample (grey solid line), the photormed-
Koester et al.(2007b). shift distribution of 13823 galaxy clusters of the KO7 saenpl
(black solid line), the distributions of those K07 clusterih
This paper is organised as follows: in secfidn 2 we describg, > 20 (dotted line) and the distribution of those K07 clusters
the cluster and galaxy samples; in secfibn 3 we investigate swith spectroscopic redshifts (dashed line). Panel (b) shibe
eral galaxy scaling relations; in sectiah 4 we analyze thaxya redshift distributions of the selected clusters C-P04y(djree)
segregation. We summarise and discuss our results in sEt:tio and C-K07 (black line). We cross-correlated the catalogaes
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Sample o Rooo M Ruir
L [kms?1 [hiMpc] [hiM,] [hIMpc]

P04

0z b _ ko ® ] C-P04T 715 77 7x10% 175

... KO7 (N,,220) ] C-KO7-1 675 167 6x 10 159

— K07 (z4,,)

015 [ Table 1. Mean values of the cluster physical properties of our

cluster samples.

N(z)

0.1

00s clusters for which théof redshift value lay outside the redshift

range we consider in this paper.

Once the members of each cluster are selected, we com-
pute cluster physical properties we are interested in. \We-co
pute the line-of-sight velocity dispersien the virial radius and
mass and theygo. The line-of-sight velocity dispersian is es-
timated using methods described by Beers et al. (1990). Fhe b
weight estimator was applied to clusters with15 members,
whereas the gapper estimator was applied to poorer cluStegs
radiusrogp Was computed using the approximation provided by
[Carlberg et dl.[(1997). In a first step, we determined these pa
rameters using all the cluster members within a 3Mpc prejbct
distance. After this step, we recalculatedndr,g using only
galaxies located insideqo. Virial radis and masses were com-

_ _ . puted following Merchan & Zandivarez (2005). The mean val-
Fig. 1. Panal (a) shows the spectroscopic redshiht distributigias of these parameters are shown in Table 1, where it can be
of the P04 galaxy clusters (grey solid line), the photoroe®d- seen that the sample C-P04 includes on average clustemyslig
shift distribution of the KO7 galaxy clusters (black solitd), the  more massive and larger than the sample C-K07. Figure 2 shows
distributions of those K07 clusters witl,s > 20 (dotted line) the distributions of cluster physical properties of our ps.
and the distribution of those K07 clusters with spectroscigml-  The distributions of the main properties of the 20 coinctden
shifts (dashed line). Panel (b) shows the redshift distidios of  clysters are similar to those of the parent samples.
the selected clusters C-P04 (grey line) and C-K07 (blaalin Through visual inspection we classified clusters based on
their substructure. We only consider in our analysis subptas
of regular clusters, that we label C-P04-I and C-KO7-I, ared w
pick clusters that are included in both of them. If the prtgec exclude systems that have two or more close substructures of
distance between 2 clusters each belonging tofferéint cata- similar size in the plane of the sky afodin the redshift distribu-
logue is< 1Mpc, we consider that they are the same clustdion. In order to compute the physical properties in a reabtn
We found 20 coincidences; in these cases the clusters aye omdy, clusters with fewer than 10 galaxy members withig are
included in the X-ray sub-sample (C-P04). excluded (Girardi et al. 1993). Our final galaxy cluster skEmp

In order to compute cluster properties such as velocity digomprises 49 clusters from C-P04-1 and 209 from C-K07-I. Our
persion, we first identified the cluster members. We use SDS@mple of MaxBCG clusters is an order of magnitude smaller
galaxies from the MGS within a projected radius of 3Mp#han the sample considered lby Bernardi (2009), also based on
centred on the quoted cluster coordinates. From these -galée Koester et all (2007a) catalogue. Thiffetence is mainly
ies we identify cluster members in two steps. First, we use tHU€ to our restriction to select clusters with at least teecsp
friends-of-friendsfof) algorithm developed |ertroscopic members in the redshift rang@®< z < 0.14. The
(1982) with the percolation linking length values accogdto sample of Bernard( (2009) includes clusters with redshpfta
.[(2005). As a result, we get for each field a listutf-s 0.3 and has, on average, fewer than one spectroscopictgpéy-
structures with at least 10 members identifieddfy The second satellite galaxy per cluster.
step consists of eyeball examination of the structuresctide
by fof, a comparison between them and the listed cluster po§i‘-2
tion and redshift to determine which coordinates and régfhi
better the observed galaxy over-density. From the reddisft In order to avoid the use of weights and since we are inter-
tribution of galaxies withifcz— czuste] < 3000km s* we de- ested in bright galaxies, we have constructed a volume lim-
termine the line-of-sight extension of each cluster, aemaxi- ited samples instead of a flux limited sample. Taking into ac-
mum and a minimum redshift for the cluster. We then consider@ount the depth of our sample (< 0.14) and the apparent
cluster members all galaxies in the field that are within tedt magnitude limit of the Main Galaxy Sample of the SDSS, our
shift range.ThOS) technique includesemative sample of galaxies only includes objects with:, < —21.3.
method that provides precise dynamical centres of theastsist The C-P04-1 sample comprises 786 galaxies, while the C-K07-
When these centresftér from those computed all sample has 3041 galaxies. Figlile 3 shows the redshifi-distr
(20074), we adopted thef values. We found that for 40% butions of galaxies of our samples, C-P04-I clusters with th
for the clusters, the angular position given by tbéis differ- grey line and C-K07-1 sample with the black line. Galaxy miagn
ent from the original value, whereas fer17% of the clusters tudes used throughout this paper have been corrected fe-gal
the redshift derived from théof algorithm is a better match to tic extinction followingl Schlegel et al. (1998), absolutegni-
the observed galaxy redshift distribution than those ciimt¢he tudes have been computed assuming= 0.3, Q4 = 0.7 and
original catalogues. Finally, we excluded from our samptese  Ho = 70h km st Mpc™t andK —corrected using the method of

0.6 |

N(z)

02

. The galaxy sample
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lated galaxies. They found aftBrence between the input magni-

] [ ] tude and the model magnitude returned by the SDSS photomet-
r C-PO4-1 r 1 ric pipeline, as a function of magnitude. Their results ara-c
03 0 e-kor-t 4 03 - 71 sistent with a separate analysis performed by Hyde & Beinard

~ 1~ f 1 (2009). Finally, we have estimated the rest-frame radiysn
S o2f 1 Soz2f . r-band interpolating the observed radii in the adja¢drend as
z 1% ] inHyde & Bernardil(2009).
01 . 01 3 Since the aim of this work is to analyze scaling relations
3 ] f ] and segregation of fierent types of galaxies in clusters and its
o L P T s A e AR comparison with field galaxies, we adopt several criterielas-
14 | (3;5) [h-'jf] 155 %00 400 601? 800 10001200 sify galaxies. Shimasaku et|al. (2001) found that the cotnaen
8k ° olkms™] tion index shows a strong correlation with morphologicalety
0.8 ——— 0.6 T These authors conclude thatis perhaps the best parameter to
I ] I ] classify the morphology of galaxies. They also found thédxa
ies with Rsp < 2” show a weaker correlation betwe€nand
the morphological type. To separate galaxies into earlylated
types, we use the-band concentration index defined as the ra-
tio between the radii that enclose 90% and 50% of the Petrosia
flux, C = rgo/rso. Typically, early-type galaxies have > 2.5,
while for late-typesC < 2.5 (Strateva et al. 2001). We also use
o L7z ol -~ _1  the color to discriminate between early and late type gakaxi
1 2 3 1 2 3 The corresponding threshold%(g — r) = 0.8 — 0.03(M; + 20)
Ry [1-"Mpc] Rao [17"Mpe] (see Blanton & Berlind (2007)). Other indicator of galaxpéyis
the mono-parametric spectral classification based on tienei
Fig. 2. Distributions of cluster physical properties. The soli@€mplate expansion of galaxy's spectrum eclass. This param

grey lines show the C-P04-I sample while the dashed histograCter ranges from about0.35 for early-type galaxies 0.9
correspond to the C-KO7-1 sample. for late-type galaxied (Yip et &l. 20004); the separationeisat
eclass= —0.1. Finally, we use the Sérsic index taken from

[Blanton et al. [(2005a). The distribution afshows a bimodal

[Blanton et al.[(2003)KCORRECTVersion 4.1). All magnitudes distribution (see for instance Ball et/gl. (2008) and Drigeal.
are in the AB system. (2006)). Then separation is set at.®, the value that divides

Among the available data for each object in the MGS, w8 equal parts the two distributions and corresponds toatbje
have selected for our analyses parameters that are retediifd t With approximately equal bulge and disk components. In &gur
ferent physical properties of galaxies: luminosity, s@mnfation 4 we show the distributions of galaxy parameters. We can see
rate, light distribution inside the galaxies and the domirsael- that clusters of the C-P04-I sample (on average, slightlyemo
lar populations. In particular, the galaxy parameters weelia- massive than C-KO07-1) have a higher fraction of red galaxies
cused our study on are the Petrosiasband absolute magni- than those taken from the C-K07-1 sample (89% and 85% re-
tudeMos, and the radius that encloses 50% of the Petrosian flERectively).
rso. We have chosen Petrosian quantities that are not correctedWe are also interested in the study of the brightest cluster
for the dfects of seeing. In order to reduce thEeet of the PS galaxies and the comparison with early-type galaxies irh bot
on galaxy sizes, we excluded galaxies with < 2, i.e. Q5” clusters and in the field. We identify the spectroscopicliggt
greater than the average seeing in SDSS. This is a conseglaster galaxy BCGg) in our sample. Thé8CGs in not neces-
tive threshold, since the PSF in SDSS is known quite acdyratearily the true BCG due to the following reasons: i) As a con-
(Shen et all._ 2003). Hyde & Berndrdi (2009) analysed resglusglequence of the finite fiber size of the SDSS spectrograph, any
from the size-luminosity relation in the SDSS Petrogidrand two fibers on the same plate need to be spaced at leést&bt.
in different redshift ranges. As expected, they found that the #f-the case of a fiber collision, objects are selected at nandp
fect of seeing increases as a function of redshift. Howéveryr  The MSG is limited at the bright end by the fiber magnitude lim-
redshift range (@5 < z < 0.14), these residuals are close to 0. its (r = 14.5), to avoid saturation and excessive cross-talk in the

Our sample consists of bright galaxies in crowded field3pectrograph. These twéfects together cause the spectroscopic
where SDSS reductions tend to overestimate the sky leved. TRample to become incomplete.
results in underestimates of magnitudes and half-lightisafbr In figure[3 we show the distributions &CGs parameters.
large half-light radii galaxies_(Adelman-McCarthy et|aD0®, We find thatBCG;s are larger and have lower surface brightness
Bernardi et all 2007, Hyde & Bernardi 2009). In order to cothat nonBCGs, in agreement with von der Linden et 07).
rect the magnitudes and sizes by sky level, we have fittecesuryn addition, BCGs have higher velocity dispersion than non-
to SDSS simulations (DR6 documentation) and we used thé88Gs. In general, we find thaBCGs have colors, concentra-
fits to correct the SDSS reductions. Briefly, SDSS quantified ttion andeclassparameters typical of normal early-type galaxies.
sky dfect by adding simulated galaxies (with exponential or deespite thaBCG;s are usually in the centre of the cluster poten-
Vaucouleurs) profiles to SDSS images. The simulated galaxi&l well, we find that the 25% hawgr,g > 0.5. Nevertheless, it
ranged from apparent magnitude= 12 tor = 19 in half- is probable that a fraction of theB& Gs with larger /rog0 are not
magnitude steps, with a one-to-one mapping fromo Sérsic the actual BCG. It is also possible that some of the cluster ce
half-light radius|(Sérsic 1963, 1968) determined usirggrtirean tres are wrong. Finally, we do not findftérences between the
observed relation between these quantities for MGS with exean properties dCGs in the C-P04-1 and C-K07-1 samples.
ponential and de Vaucouleurs profiles. Axis ratios of 0.5 &nd  To perform a suitable comparisson between cluster and field,
were used, with random position angle for the non-circutaus  we construct a set of comparison samples. These were drawn
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Fig. 5. Distributions of BCGs (dashed histograms) amehn — BCGs galaxy properties of the samples C-P04-I (left panels) and
C-KO07-1 (right panels).
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Fig. 3. Redshift distributions of galaxies in our samples. Grey  °Zoz o oz % o5 1 °0 2 4 6
line: C-P04-I sample, black line: C-K07-I sample. eclass fracDeV, "

Fig. 4. Distributions of galaxy properties of our samples. Grey
line: C-P04-I sample, black line: C-K0O7-1 sample.

from MGS and consist of galaxies selected at random havimg th

same redshift distribution as C-P04-I and C-KO07-1. Thisgero

dure excludes the cluster members. For each cluster catlog

we have two types of samples: i) F-P04-T (52560 galaxies) and

F-KO7-T (51706 galaxies) that reproduce the corresponiting

tal redshift distribution of galaxies in clusters and iiPP4-E,

F-P04-L, F-KO7-E and F-KO7-L that reproduce the redshsgt dilate type galaxy population of C-P04-I and C-KO7-I, respec-
tributions and concentration index distributions of thdyand tively.
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3. Scaling relations

: ; P p C-P04-1

3.1. Luminosity-size relation early non-BCGs _ BCGs early field
In this section we use theband concentration indeR to split @ 048:005 055008 0425+ 0.008
galaxies into early and late types, as explained in se€fidn 2 b |'3'5i 0.3 —41+06 |'3'1?.i|0?'07
In Figure[® we show the correlation between luminosity ard th Oair 07 Oaé%f 0005
Petrosian half-light radiug€y « L*). We plot the median val- g 311 21794004
ues of log(sp) versusM?? for the C-P04-1 sample (top panels) ATGE —
and the C-K0O7-1 sample (bottom panels). Error bars were ob- er;1r|y n-on-BCGs 5CGs carly field
tained by the bootstrap re-sampling technique. Slopes aral z T 0411002 0551008 0180+ 0003
points in this work correspond to a least-square lineaession. b -294+02 _42+07 —-091+003
The dotted lines show the 95% confidence bands of the linear late late field
regressions . Galaxies in X-ray and MaxBCG selected clsister @ 040+008 030+ 001
show similar size-luminosity relations. Early and latedyalax- b -28+06 -1.88+0.08

ies (red and blue lines respectively) show cledfedences, late
type galaxies being larger than early types for fixed lumie®  apje 2. parameter of the fits log() = —0.4aM, + b, see figure
If clusters and field galaxies are compared, we can see ind-i
and Tabl€R that late type galaxies in the field (cyan lines) a—
smaller than galaxies in clusters for a fix luminosity.

For early type galaxies (magenta lines), thetences be-
tween field and cluster galaxies are also present, althdahgp, founde = 0.6 for early-type galaxies, while BCGs follow a
are smaller. Thefeect is stronger for MaxBCG clusters. Finally,steeper relation. It should be noted that the slopes raguttom
in the common range of luminositRCGs (black lines) tend to our work are typically shallower than the slopes found in the
be larger and show a steeper Iag] - Mp-l relation than non- different works mentioned above. Partially, thes®edénces in
BCG early type galaxies in clusters. ExceptREGs, early type slopes could be the result of thefidgrent methods used to per-
galaxies in clusters and in the field show the previously regob form the photometry. While the works mentioned above used
curvature in the size-luminosity relation (Bernardi €{2z007). de Vaucouleurs, isophotal or Sérsic models, we used Ratros

For these samples of galaxies, linear fits exclude the gghtmagnitudes and sizes. In addition, the sample selectiosesau
luminosity bin. variations in the value of the slopes; for example the us@boh

We compare our results of thes, — M%! relation of spectroscopic data can introduce importaffedences in the re-
BCGs with other studies. von der Linden et al. (2007) perfeatm sults, as has been demonstrated by Coenda et al.l (2006 n@&eyo
isophotal photometry from the C4 cluster catalogue (M#eal. the diferencesin the slopes, it should be noted that BCGs always

) and they found a slope = 0.65 + 0.02 for BCGs and follow a steeper relation than galaxies in control samples.
@ = 0.63+0.02 for a control sampleé. Liu et al. (2007) derived the
luminosity-size relation for 85 BCGs from the same cataég
performing isophotal photometry down to four isophotalitam
(22, 23, 24 and 2fay arcsec?); they found that the luminosity- It is known that velocity dispersion and luminosity are waait-
size relation become steeper as the isophotal limit becomekated for early-type galaxies (< o#), a relation known as
fainter for both BCGs and control sample galaxies. The slop@ber-Jackson (Faber & Jackson 1976). Fiflire 7 shows the me-
varies between.63+0.04 and 088+0.04 for BCGs and between dian values of logr as function ofM®! for early-type galax-
0.58 + 0.04 and 074 + 0.04 for the control sample. Althoughies in clusters (red lines), control sample (magenta lirzes)
these authors used a similar photometry to von der Lindell etRCGs (black lines). Tablél13 gives the parameters of the fits,
(2007), the dierence in the slopes could be related to the diivhere we can appreciate that there are rftetinces between
ferences in the brightness of the samples. Bernardi et@0D7(2 fits corresponding to both cluster samples. Where we do see
fitted a de Vaucouleurs model to SDSS images from the C4 catelear diference is between galaxies in clusters (bBDGs
alogue and used the half-light radius of their best-fittingdm and nonBCGs) and field galaxies, the latter being dynamically
els to study the luminosity-size relation. These authotsiéb cooler (show lower mean velocity dispersions). Thedelyl®!
a slopea = 0.89./Lauer et &l.[(2007) used surface photome&lso presents a departure from linearity for the brightést b
try in HST images for 219 early type galaxies and also fittadhere bright early type galaxies show a lower velocity dispe
a de Vaucouleurs model; they foumd = 1.18 + 0.06. Once sion than that expected from the linear relation that fitdateer
again, the photometry used in the last two works is simildr bmagnitude binsBCGs show a logr-MP? relation flatter than
the results are very flerent. Again, a suitable explanation ighat of non-BCG galaxies. Nevertheless, the mean velodsty d
the diference in the construction of the samples. On the othagrsion that corresponds to the brightest luminosity binaf-
hands[_ Guo et al[ (2009) used 911 central galaxies from SDBSG galaxies is consistent with the values expectedfd6s.
DR4 Group catalogué (Yang et al. 2007). This catalogue is coFherefore, the flattening of the lagM??! relation observed for
structed using the New York University Value-Addes GalaxBCG;s (see also Bernardi etlal. (2007)) could be a general prop-
Catalog [(Blanton et al. 2005h). Guo et al. (2009) fitted asi8ér erty of early type galaxies regardless of its nature as tigiatarst
luminosity profile to each galaxy using GALFIT_(Peng et akluster galaxy. Liu et all (2007) ahd von der Linden étlal0@0
[2002), and found a slope = 1.02 + 0.03 over the luminos- found that BCGs have a Faber-Jackson relation steeperttatin t
ity range—19 to—24. For galaxies brighter thar22, these au- of early-type galaxies. On the contrary, Bernardi etlal.0@)0
thors founda = 0.82 + 0.06.I3), using spectrofound a shallower relation for BCGs, consistent with our find
scopic SDSS galaxies and also Sérsic luminosity profimsd ings.
a = 0.65. Recently, Hyde & Bernardi (2009) used early-type In Figure[T we found that early-type arBICGs galaxies
BCGs identified in the SDSS MaxBCGS and C4 catalogs ahdve, on average, the same velocity dispersions at a given lu

< Dynamical relations




Please give a shorter version wiguthorrunning andor \titilerunning priorto \maketitle 7

1 (@) (b) .
= L 1 4
2.
E, - — -
~ 08 -+ -
= i 1 i
aD
L L 1 L S
i . BCGs N 1 o
0.6 . early non—BCGs N 1 o late non—-BCGs —
. o early field 1 late field i
1 I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1
T I LIl T I LI I T LIl I LI I LI LI I LI I LI I LI I LI
1 — —_ —]

log(rs,) [Kpe]
o
I

0.6 -

-23.5 -23 -225 -22 -R156-235 -23 -22%56 -22 -21.5
M01—5log(h) MO-1—5log(h)

Fig. 6. The luminosity size relation: Median of lagg) versusM®! for the C-P04-1 sample (top panels) and the C-K07-1 sample
(bottom panels). Error bars were obtained by the bootseegampling technique. Dotted lines show the 95% confideand$of
the linear regression. The red and magenta lines show te@r liregression of noBCG; early types in cluster and field respectively.
The blue and cyan lines correspond to late types in clustéfiald respectively. Black lines show the linear fits BCGs.

minosity. We also found tha8CGs have larger sizes than early early non-BCGs BCGs early field

type galaxies. Therefore, aftérent trend of dynamical masses C-P04-I F-P0O4-E

as a function of luminosity between these two types of gakaxi B 40£08 42 267+0.05
b -01+03 0+1 -1.03+0.06

should be expected. In Figuré 8 we show the median value of
log(rseo?) as a function of the luminosity for early-type3GGs C-KO7-I F-KO7-E

and control-sample galaxies. Again, the brightest bins:sinde- 39+02 7£3 261+0.05

parture from linearity and were excluded from the linear fitsr 00+01 10+07 -111+0.06

the three samples we plot a linear regression that confirin tha

BCG; have, on average, higher dynamical masses than eamfgble 3. Parameters of the fits log] = —%M + b, see figure
type galaxies of the same magnitude (the fitting parameters g,

given in Table€4). It should be noted that thesfatences are

more significant for MaxBCG clusters (C-K07-I) than for Xyra

clusters (C-P04-I). Field galaxies in control samples sloover

dynamical masses than non-BCGs in clusters. clustocentric distance: a higher fraction of early typeagis
are found in the inner regions of clusters. In addition, tfoeynd

; that theg — r colour is the property most predictive of the clus-
4. Galaxy segregation tocentric distance of galaxies. Skibba €t al. (2008) use8SD
Using the C-P04-1 and C-K07-l samplés, Martinez et al. 800galaxies with data from the Galaxy Zdo (Bamford et al. 2008)

found that galaxy properties show a clear dependence on #mal found that for fixed morphology, the environmental depen

o™
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Fig. 7. Faber-Jackson Relation: Linear fits of log(versusM®! for non— BCG;s early-types (red lines)BCG; (black lines) and
control samples (magenta lines). The panels correspoie testme cases as in Figlie 6.

early non-BCGs BCGs early field catalogue. The characteristics of these samples make thiem s
C-PO4-I F-PO4-E able for an unbiased analysis of the properties of galaxidsta

a -043+003 -05+01 -0.464+ 0.005 dependence on the cluster environment.

b -42+07 —6+2 —50+01 As we explained in sectidn 2.2, we have adopted several cri-
C-KO7-I F-KO7-E teria to classify galaxies into morphological classes pesy We

a -040+001 -046+ 005 -0.425x0.005 have used in our analysis the following parameters:gher

b -35+03 -5+1 -41+0.1

Table 4. Parameters of the fits loggo?) = aM; + b, see figure

8.

colour, the concentration indéX, the eclassparameter and the
Sersic index. Although they are not independent, they are dom-
inated by diferent physical properties of galaxies.

Figure[® shows the fraction of early type galaxies as a func-
tion of the clustocentric radius. For both cluster sampletear
dependence af/rygo with g — r, C andeclassis found (panels
a) to ¢)). The correlation is up W'ro00 ~ 1, for larger clusto-

dence of colour remains strong. Blanton & Berlind (2007)fou centric distances we do not see any tendency. For the Sefsic i
that the relation between galaxy colors and the distance fr@ dexn (panel d)) we only observe a dependence for the C-KO7-I
centre of groups has a residual relationship on the clugteri sample. The comparison between the two cluster samplesshow
galaxies at small scales:(300h~* Kpc). In this work we are that the X-ray selected clusters always present a highetidra
interested in the study of the segregation of several ptigger of early type galaxies in the whole range of clustocentrg: di
of bright galaxies in clusters as a functionrgf,go and its de- tances. As it was pointed out previously, the X-ray sampk ha
pendence on the cluster identification techniques. Coenala ea slightly higher fraction of massive clusters than the M&xB
(2006) found that these type of analysis can produdierdi sample. In order to test if thisfiérence in the mass distributions
ent results depending on whether redshift-confirmed mesnbean be responsible for the higher fraction of early typexjaka

or galaxies in projection are considered. Although we aflg orin C-P04-| than in C-KO7-l sample, we constructed a new sub-
considering bright galaxies, our analysis is based on coefir sample (C-K07-M) that consists of galaxies selected atoand
members in volume limited galaxy samples identified with twivom C-KO7-1 having the same parent-cluster mass distidbut
different criteria and galaxies extracted from the same galaxy C-P04-1. As can be appreciated in figlre 9, the fractions of
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Fig. 8.Correlation between dynamical masg,- and luminosity for early-types (red line8®CG; (black lines) and control samples
(magenta lines), as in Figuré 7.

early type galaxies as a function i0fryoo for C-K07-M (dotted sample, although the saméext is observed for field galaxies
lines) are indistinguishable from those correspondindieo@- (horizontal dashed lines in figurell1). For smaller clustoce
KO7-1 sample, indicating that our finding of a higher fractiof distances, median sizes shouféient behaviour: for galaxies in
early type galaxies in X-ray than in MaxBCG clusters is indghe C-P04-1 sample, median values gf decrease ag'rooo goes
pendent of the dynamical mass distribution. to zero, whereas the opposite behaviour is observed foxigala
In panel (a) of figurd 10 we show the fraction of galaxin the C-KO7-1 sample. Panel (b) in Figurel 11 shows the median
ies brighter thanMi®! < -225 as a function of the normal- value of ther—band surface brightnesso, computed insideso,
ized clustocentric distance. Analogously to the morphiclalg as a function of /raq0. For both cluster samplesgso decreases as
segregation, we can see a clear dependence of this fraciionf200 goes to zero. Field galaxies have lower surface brightness
r/ra00 < 1, in the sense that galaxies brightdf! < -225 (black horizontal line) than cluster members.
preferentially inhabit the cluster centres. This trendtisrgger Figure[I2 repeats the previous analysis using only early typ
for the C-KO7-I sample. Alternatively, in panel (b) we shdvet galaxies. In the left panels we show this relation for the@2-P
median values oM as a functiorr/rag0. We observe the de- | sample while C-K07-1 sample are shown in the right panels.
pendence between the medisti! andr/roo for the C-KO7-1 \We have also evaluated the influenceB@Gs in our results, re-
sample. This ffect is not observed for C-P04-I sample. The digeating the analysis withoBCG; (dotted lines). Analogously to
persion observed in mean values\f* (especially for C-P04- Figure[11, the sizes of early type galaxies increase wheso
sample) is due to the natural spread of the luminosity fencti decreases in the C-K07-1 sample. Nevertheless, this teyden
As discussed in sectidn 3.1, the study of galaxy sizes adidappears wheBCG; are excluded. On the other hand, the me-
their relation to the luminosity helps to understand theagyl dian values ofsg decrease ag'rooo0 goes to zero for the C-P04-|
formation and evolution. Here we study a possible deperalersample; this ffect is stronger wheBCG; are excluded. These
of galaxy sizersp, as a function of /rog0. Panel (a) in Figure results clearly show an importantfidirence between clusters
[T shows the median value nf versus the normalized clusto-identified with diferent criteria. As can be appreciated in fig-
centric distance, for the C-P04-1 sample (grey line) andtfier ure 3, a higher fraction of early type galaxies is observedfe
C-K07-1 sample (black line). For clustocentric distancagér X-ray selected clusters. Consequently, thffedent behaviour
than 08, mean sizes of galaxies remain almost constant, beiolgserved in FigurE—12, could be the result of thedences in
slightly larger for galaxies in X-ray clusters than in thexNBG the population of early type galaxies between the two sasnple
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e Fig. 10. Panel (a): Fraction of galaxies brighter thfl <
—22.5 as a function of /ryg0. The grey line shows the C-P04-|
sample while the black line corresponds to the C-K07-1 sempl
The horizontal dashed lines show the median values of tire-cor
sponding field samples in the same colors as their cluster-cou
terparts. Panel (b): Median valuesl‘fsz’f)-l versug /rogo. The hor-
i%z?&)ntal lines show the median values of the correspondig) fie
mples.

Fig. 9. Fraction of early type galaxies as a function of the no
malized clustocentric radius. Early type galaxies arecseteac-
cording to several parameterg:£ r)%! in panel (a)C in panel
(b), eclassin panel (c) anch in panel (d). The solid grey lines
show the C-P04-1 sample, whereas the solid black lines sh
the C-KO7-1 sample. The dotted black lines show the C-K07-
sample.

For instance, a higher fraction of elliptical galaxies ie #arly

type population of the X-ray selected clusters with respect - i ]
the MaxBCG sample could produce dfdrent behaviour in the g4 W ]
mean sizes as a function pfrgo. In order to test this possibil- S ]

ity, we repeated the analysis of Figlire 12 selecting eaghg ty «f C-PO4-1 b
galaxies withc > 3.1. This new threshold includes a third of the [ e oot (@
early type galaxies previously analyzed, and it will mos#ject as | ; ; ;

elliptical galaxies. For this sub-sample of early type gis,

we find the same trend observed in Figliré 12, confirming that
there is a dependence of the mean sizes of early type galaxies
on the cluster selection criterion. Based on a sample of 228 e
liptical galaxies in 24 clusters, Cypriano et al. (2006)rfduhat
elliptical galaxies in the inner regions of clusters areidgjly

5% smaller than those in the outer regions. These authars int 202 ®
preted these results in terms of the tidal stripping of stiaas R R T
lead to changes in the whole structure of galaxies in theraent 0 08 /rae 1o ?
regions of clusters.

Figure[I3 is the analogous of Figurd 12 for late-type galax: .
ies. Although galaxies in X-ray selected clusters show a te%'g' 11.Panel (a) shows the median valuesgfversusr/raoo

cency on averagio to be smaler towarcs th clustr centergC,bSTIC) he e vaesob vercus i The o
this behaviour is not statistically significant. P

samples, as in Figufe1l0.
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5. Discussion and conclusions . .
SDSS. In order to select a fair sample of clusters of galaxges

We have compiled two catalogues of massive clusters of galasse thefof algorithm and an eyeball examination of each over-
ies based on samples that make use @edeént identification density identified byfof. Throughout the visual inspection, we
techniques: the P04 sample that comprises bright X-raygaleclassified the clusters based on their substructure. Weammly
clusters and the KO7 sample, constructed according to thye prsider in our analysis regular clusters and we exclude system
erties of early-type galaxies. We selected sub-samplesalakg that have two or more close substructures of similar siz&én t
clusters in the redshift ranged® < z < 0.14. For both samples, plane of the sky andr in the redshift distribution. In addition,
member galaxies are brighter thdf! = —21.3 and were iden- we have determined new positions in the plane of the sky and in
tified from a spectroscopic volume-limited sample of the BR3he line of sight. We found that for 40% of the clusters, the
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Fig. 13.Median values of s as a function of /rpg for late-type
Fig. 12. Median values ofso as a function of /ro0 for early-  9alaxies, analogously to figurel12.

type galaxies. In the left panels we show this relation fa th

C-P04-I sample while C-KO7-I clusters are shown on the right
panels. Early type galaxies were selected according toraeve —

parametersi(—r)°!in (a) and (b)C in (c) and (d), aneclass

in (e) and (f). Dotted lines show the same relation but exolgd —

the BCGs.

angular position given byof is better than the original value,
whereas for~ 17% of the clusters, the redshift given fof is
a better match to the observed mean redshift distributian th

the original value. Our final sample comprises 49 X-ray getéc —
clusters with 786 galaxies and 209 MaxBCG clusters with 3041

galaxies. We have determined the following physical proger
of clusters: the line-of-sight velocity dispersion the virial ra-

dius and mass ardgo. -

We have analyzed fierent scaling relations between pho-
tometric and dynamical parameters. Bright galaxies wepe se
arated in early and late types according to several critévia

have also studed the segregation of galaxies analysifigrdi —

ent properties as a function of the normalized clustocenis-
tances. The main results are:

— Galaxies in X-ray and MaxBCG selected clusters show sim-

ilar size-luminosity relations.
— We found that each galaxy type has #&elient luminosity-

size relation. This implies a filerent mass-luminosity rela- —

tion andor a diferent star formation history.

— For each luminosity bin, late type galaxies in the field have
sizes smaller than their cluster counterpart. -

— The same #ect is observed for early type galaxies, although
the diferences are smaller. The strongéeet corresponds
to galaxies in MaxBCG clusters.

— At fixed luminosity, BCGs tend to be larger and show a

steeper logko) - M2! relation than non-BCG early type —

galaxies in clusters.

The Faber-Jackson relation for early-type galaxies intehgs

is the same in X-ray and MaxBCG clusters.

We found a clear dierence between galaxies in clusters
(bothBCGs and non-BCG) and in the field, showing the later
lower values of the velocity dispersion at fixed luminosity.
The logo-M?21 relation presents, at the bright end, a depar-
ture from linearity. Bright early type galaxies show a lower
velocity dispersion than the expected from the linear i@tat

at lower magnitudes.

BCGs show a flatter logr-M%! relation than non-BCG
galaxies. Nevertheless, the velocity dispersion of thgHuri

est non-BCG galaxies are consistent with the values ex-
pected foBCGs.

At fixed luminosity,BCGs have, on average, higher dynam-
ical masses than early-type galaxies in clusters. THerdi
ence is more significant for MaxBCG clusters than for X-ray
selected clusters.

At fixed luminosity, field early type galaxies in the control
samples show lower dynamical masses than non-BCG early
type galaxies in clusters.

Using several criteria to classify galaxies into morphatay
classes, we found the well know morphological segregation
for both samples of clusters. The correlation is up/t@g ~

1; for larger clustocentric distances we do not see any trend
For the whole range of clustocentric distances, X-ray se-
lected clusters have a higher fraction of early type gakxie
than MaxBCG clusters.

Within r/ry00 ~ 1 we found a dependence of the fraction
of galaxies brighter tham®! < —225 as a function of the
normalized clustocentric distance. Bright galaxies peafe
tially inhabit the cluster centers. This tendency is stemg
for MaxBCG clusters.

For clustocentric distances larger tha8,0mean sizes of
galaxies remain almost constant, being slightly larger for

— Non-BCGs early type galaxies in clusters and in the field galaxiesin X-ray selected clusters than in the MaxBCG sam-

show the known curvature in the size-luminosity relation.

ple.
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Table A.1. C-P04-I cluster sample.

« (J2000.00) 6 (J2000.00)  z Pia Myir Roir Ro00
[hmdg [ kms?]  [hMe]  [h*Mpc]  [h~*Mpc]
0 41 501 —918 68 0056 69882  0558x10%° 1.638 1729
119377 +1453352 0129 77890 050210 1.185 1927
7 36 250 +3925584 0117 60519 048210 1.887 1497
7 53 190 +2922268 0061 68922  0606x10'° 1.829 1705
89402 +3455343 0082 52846  0323x10 1.656 1308
8 10 226 +42 16 08 0064 54875 029210 1.391 1358
8 22 100 +47 5582 0130 67455  0671x10'° 2114 1669
8 25 276 +47 7106 0126 79206 0952105 2.175 1960
8 28 67 +44 45482 0145 57757  0187x101 0.803 1429
8 45 290 +44 34282 0054 33169  0545x104 0.710 Q821
91392 +47 43264 0052 40898  0120x10'° 1.032 1012
953415 +142 425 0098 40363  0165x10'° 1.454 0999
10 23 411 +49 8 56 0144 61810 05310 1.997 1529
10 54 55 +54 50506 0072 44867 019210 1.368 1110
10 58 263 +56 47319 0136 59787  03310'® 1.330 1479
11 13 227 +232326 0075 43197 Q170x10'® 1.304 1069
11 15 322 +54 2656 0070 62867  0334x10' 1.213 1556
11 21 362 +48 3500 0112 72802  0541x10' 1.462 1801
11 33173 +66 22455 0115 84757  0934x10'° 1.865 2097
11 44 82 +545227 0103 58683  0370x10' 1541 1452
11 44 408 +67 24400 0117 45355  0221x10' 1.542 1122
12 0 245 +319516 0133 85809  0119x10 2.310 2123
12 17 408 +339410 0077 92214 Q11310 1.903 2282
12 58 411 -145248 0084 74078 Q76910 2.010 1833
13 2 507 -230223 0083 68106  0534x10' 1.650 1685
13 3 565 +673137 0106 65969 035810 1179 1632
139170 -136454 0083 51951 023810 1.264 1285
13 26 178 +013325 0082 50104 Q24210 1.382 1240
13 30 499 -152221 0087 65917  0480x10 1.585 1631
13 32 389 +541995 0101 81168  0927x10' 2.018 2008
13 36 65 +59 12266 0071 93440 012310 2.017 2312
13 42 283 +214 452 0077 75226  0686x10' 1.738 1861
13 53 08 +59 212 0079 75536  Q579%10° 1.454 1869
14 14 474 -023568 0140 61245  044810'° 1712 1515
14 24 404 +2 44 467 0055 55859  0208x10'° 0.954 1382
14 25 229 +6311226 0139 105231  0198x10 2.557 2604
15 12 511 -128473 0122 81248  0895x10'5 1.943 2010
15 16 340 -056557 0118 53958  0385x10'® 1.897 1335
1529 121 +52 50398 0074 69440 0522105 1.553 1718
16 1 221 +5354191 0106 49124  0284x10' 1.686 1216
16 11 177 +36 57382 0067 52983  0275x10' 1.406 1311
16 56 203 +39 16599 0062 44023  0140x10'5 1.034 1089
16 59 454 +3236580 0101 51265 025710 1.403 1268
17 2 426 +343407 0099 106016 0161x10® 2.059 2623
17 12 476 +643475 0080 103759 0167x10 2.223 2567
17 18 99 +56 39590 0113 67601  0565¢10'° 1772 1673
21 24 563 -656 474 0118 80990 010210 2.224 2004
21 57 258 —747 406 0058 64963 049810 1.692 1607

22 16 155 -9 20 236 0.084 48835 0218x10'° 1311 1208
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Table A.2. Analogous to tablEAl1, for C-K07-I cluster sample.

« (J2000.00) 6 (J2000.00)  z Pia Myir Roir R200
[hmdg [ kms?]  [hMe] [h~*Mpc] [Mpc]
15 58 184 +27 16 120 0090 107073 0221x10% 2.766 2649
1510 17 +3328242 0110 84446  (0841x10'° 1.691 2089
13 25 167 +57 3712 0116 74753 Q77210 1.980 1850
10 19 556 +40 59233 0092 89902  0747x10'° 1325 2224
16 42 386 +27 26240 0104 98357  0145x106 2.151 2434
14 28 308 +56 48 187 0106 77622  0875x10'° 2.081 1921
10 27 468 +1032269 0109 67364 0438105 1.383 1667
15 39 506 +3042360 0097 75173  0647x10' 1.642 1860
14 35 200 +5510581 0140 91040  0121x10 2.095 2253
8 54 151 +293306 0085 67067 040910 1.305 1659
14 58 444 +47 32240 0085 60392  0450x10'° 1.767 1494
81898 +54 35391 0118 43881  0216x10' 1.607 1086
12 33 139 +67 7120 0105 100066  0202x10 2.888 2476
91301 +5539 166 0116 97965  0547x10'° 0.817 2424
8 54 515 +050503 0108 68518  0525¢10'° 1.604 1695
15 24 118 +2951220 0114 121920 0215x10 2.072 3017
15 24 320 4294338 0112 110042 0203x10 2.404 2723
15 47 415 +3319530 0114 51823  0285¢10'° 1519 1282
9 23 269 +839 25 0129 84489  0996x10'° 2.001 2091
11 53 512 +1526 359 0113 74888  0551x10' 1.409 1853
16 20 311 +2953276 0097 85398  0103x10° 2.030 2113
16 3198 +2527 133 0088 58284  (0271x10'° 1.143 1442
14 54 371 +54 25232 0100 63037 042310 1525 1560
21 30 270 -0 0 245 0135 55500  0317x10'° 1.478 1373
15 19 337 +420168 0103 66420 0361x10'° 1173 1643
21 49 46 -810494 0133 88013 085710 1.586 2178
85071 +2932521 0104 73039  Q707x10' 1.899 1807
8 54 575 +3524 518 0146 127175  0245x10 2.170 3147
14 29 211 +236299 0138 71615  0493x10'° 1.379 1772
11 40 339 +10 21410 0105 41245 (014310 1.201 1021
11 13 485 -024306 0100 56171 036910 1677 1390
16 47 406 +2955181 0099 100414 0103x10 1.470 2485
97 568 +524829 0099 73291 046210 1.232 1813
10 9 343 +44 42 385 0146 108056 0161x10' 1.974 2674
10 8 04 +38 159 0112 57480 Q397x10'° 1.725 1422
10 35 489 +365586 0123 46289 016910 1.134 1145
14 7 465 +140119 0135 65833 045810 1515 1629
11 20 247 +47 9263 0112 60514  0425¢10'° 1.664 1497
10 41 346 -03653 0135 79310 075310 1.717 1962
225192 -8 44 53 0054 47932  0131x10'° 0.817 1186
0 28 225 +1352235 0141 57878  0496x10'° 2.125 1432
12 12 525 +6 3482 0137 58040  0353x10% 1.502 1436
12 47 200 +0 8 391 0089 77999  0680x10'° 1.604 1930
14 47 333 +332384 0087 31485  0901x10 1.303 Q779
15 29 13 +3046 206 0105 64703  0413x10' 1.414 1601
8 29 294 +399277 0092 65936  0417x10'° 1.376 1632
1133 -957346 0150 77620  (Q765x10'° 1.820 1921
13 21 540 +57 32215 0118 37997  0121x10' 1.201 Q940
20 51 422 -0480 0108 46859  0180x10° 1177 1159
21 26 369 -639130 0124 51326  0291x10'® 1.584 1270
12 4 83 +419332 0136 73757  0654x10'° 1724 1825
15 16 461 -054 29 0118 87776  0118x10 2.204 2172
10 58 15 +412 478 0129 91945  (0867x10'° 1471 2275
11 21 264 +53 44568 0104 69449  0536¢10'° 1.592 1718
8 14 527 +657428 0110 57506  0283x10' 1.225 1423
12 48 400 +623730 0104 64081  0294x10'5 1.025 1586
16 45 379 +27 18450 0101 51166 018810 1.029 1266
915578 +529 06 0142 62491 Q445101 1.633 1546
10 20 153 +3918 133 0147 44584 016910 1.218 1103
2147 85 -753308 0130 76177  0447x10' 1.104 1885
21 41 162 -82392 0129 82661  Q702x10% 1474 2045
15 10 89 +259488 0093 57104  0320x10'° 1.408 1413
11 46 168 +111117 0112 39707 Q147x10' 1.337 Q983
22 58 26 +14 9486 0094 43307  0103x10' 0.785 1072
15 43 124 +552 62 0106 83513  (0932x10%° 1.916 2066
11 42 175 +1017 308 0117 43571  Q134x10'® 1.013 1078
96376 +101952 0134 76270 078210 1.928 1887

11 44 538 +51 16 12 0129 80440 0881x10'° 1953 1990
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Table A.2. continued.

@ (J2000.00) 6 (J2000.00)  z o Mir Rir R200
[hmg 1 kms]  [hMe] [h~*Mpc] [h~*Mpc]
12 55 588 +62 8 485 0105 65323 Q30310 1.018 1616
02176 -055314 0111 62397  0375¢10'° 1.382 1544
12 1519 -241258 0110 34744 (0823104 0.978 0860
10 29 251 +37 37480 0108 30495  0108x10' 1.666 Q755
16 47 449 +2910552 0134 107776 017910 2.205 2667
15 23 365 +311174 0074 90939  0120x10' 2.082 2250
22 9 562 -750506 0116 55593  0355x10'° 1.647 1376
11 53 589 +939299 0103 76607  0557x10 1.360 1896
7 59 394 +4150240 0132 64749  0477x10 1.631 1602
15 39 560 -211478 0150 94181 Q129106 2.088 2330
11 43 455 +46 20564 0114 49634  0290x10'° 1.689 1228
14 29 144 +3359236 0130 91926  0147x10® 2.500 2275
11 48 599 +5136544 0131 88370  0114x10 2.095 2187
15 16 395 +247 128 0111 46611 Q17310 1.140 1153
14 14 123 +6 52 30 0109 63974 046910 1.642 1583
21 40 10 -85535 0132 70970  0653x10'° 1.860 1756
10 49 378 +338514 0151 75996  0816x10 2.025 1880
23 49 287 +1514 67 0114 64535  (0361x10'° 1.243 1597
11 44 14 -145277 0106 64710  0400x10'® 1.370 1601
13 40 578 +3 9533 0115 48352  0270x10%° 1.653 1196
16 7 334 +2313181 0088 42068 013210 1.069 1041
15 42 344 +41 49131 0141 70191  0616x10'° 1.793 1737
14 30 336 +24 4034 0134 87370 012310 2.306 2162
10 30 174 +41 8287 0091 48352  0180x10' 1.105 1196
8 54 101 +2334332 0112 48169 0222105 1.372 1192
7 53 252 +3416325 0139 41075 015Ix10'° 1.286 1016
8 39 167 +822509 0132 81542  0996x10' 2.148 2018
16 34 48 +4055599 0136 59123 032310 1326 1463
10 31 357 +353158 0122 92883  0130x10' 2.161 2298
951 142 +816 516 0142 73742 Q72910 1921 1825
10 24 371 +50 13289 0156 48780 037810 2.275 1207
10 36 527 +44 52350 0124 76393 059310 1.457 1890
13 56 448 +44 54119 0126 71758  Q711x10'° 1.981 1776
10 16 228 +3338175 0129 84743  0110x10'6 2.203 2097
14 8 67 +633349 0112 60125  0385¢10' 1528 1488
11 27 303 +09 194 0131 51761  0194x10% 1.039 1281
8 44 473 +27 41208 0085 48387  Q160x10'° 0.983 1197
11 12 67 +3040419 0074 62397  0326x10'° 1.202 1544
21 50 361 -753280 0122 6397  0351x10'5 1.229 1583
13 14 247 +62 19458 0135 58022  0341x10' 1452 1436
11 43 40 +111365 0153 67973 036310 1.128 1682
12 27 323 +49 28440 0119 56016  0261x10'° 1194 1386
103294 +53 19127 0135 55749  0330x10' 1520 1379
9 24 308 +756 560 0105 42320 Q13710'° 1.096 1047
11 4 248 +48 36 428 0111 58189 033710 1.425 1440
14 37 500 +48 36 306 0122 78247  Q76%10' 1.801 1936
8 43 339 +3855563 0121 48442 021810 1.330 1199
13 21 189 -043437 0108 62717  0271x10'5 0.987 1552
12 1 390 +58138 0104 80622  0897x10'® 1.980 1995
10 45 585 +126560 0105 37580  0143x10' 1451 0930
10 45 15 +58 5 60 0116 51204  (0226x10% 1.239 1267
16 24 568 +28 33414 0145 88774  Q724x10'5 1.317 2197
9 46 86 +346 408 0119 54597 Q31710 1523 1351
16 47 462 4291095 0134 65571  0600x10%5 2.001 1622
11 37 182 +57 8 28 0117 56011  0201x10'®  0.9acommentay20 1386
13 48 131 +57 4138 0127 109014 019310 2.323 2697
0 45 498 -051 14 0105 56744  (0311x10% 1.386 1404
12145 +151235 0109 52912 Q17910 0.915 1309
14 27 245 +554511 0131 71357  0624x10' 1757 1766
10 7 513 +623022 0137 56011 018710 0.853 1386
16 41 406 +220544 0151 85087 091310 1.807 2105
13 23 361 +4 42 403 0134 79457  0724x10'5 1.643 1966
856 08 +48 29103 0124 66877  0421x10'° 1.351 1655
15 21 157 +325121 0111 82747  (0826x10'° 1729 2047
13 59 208 +49 26 514 0106 55387  028%10'® 1353 1370
9 26 597 +54 22361 0125 67339  0276x10' 0.872 1666
15 36 298 -157482 0145 71622 061910 1.730 1772

11 21 354 +3523247 0103 59123  0395¢10'® 1.619 1463
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Table A.2. continued.

@ (J2000.00) 6 (J2000.00)  z o Mir Rir R200
[hmg 1 kms]  [hMe] [h~*Mpc] [h~*Mpc]
11 48 204 +10 21 83 0113 99927  0158x10™° 2.269 2473
10 48 88 +3128311 0115 62388 030210 1112 1544
14 23 499 +614 323 0113 46377  0224x10'5 1.495 1148
14 48 184 +331444 0124 74107 0522101 1.362 1834
8170 +17 58451 0144 45409  Q109x10'® 0.756 1124
11 13 337 +3722278 0102 55672  0300x10'° 1.386 1378
9 40 301 +228354 0151 86554  0813x10' 1.556 2142
91184 +5816 80 0097 83935  0547x10 1.113 2077
14 42 585 +5510552 0105 43571  Q111x10'® 0.840 1078
8 44 365 +2921126 0099 50537 Q171x10'° 0.960 1250
10 38 18 +41 46 257 0124 56773 028910 1.285 1405
14 52 336 +5055221 0131 56011  0313x10' 1.430 1386
14 6 250 +6 35 31 0113 47741  023%10% 1.501 1181
12 16 491 -37552 0111 43564  0134x10'° 1.012 1078
23 6 189 +14 9407 0112 47507  0236x10' 1.500 1175
142 256 -1016 116 0112 50775  0250x10'° 1.391 1256
14 17 542 +43 23172 0105 43073 016810 1.296 1066
13 23 486 +1 6 482 0108 66818 036910 1.187 1653
844 211 +51 24212 0097 49613  0186x10' 1.081 1228
11 51 107 -31412 0091 21272 026810 0.850 0526
10 19 357 +14 2265 0146 63106  0544x10'° 1.959 1561
12 13 585 +63 13160 0133 54144  Q170x10'® 0.831 1340
16 20 82 +423029 0135 65863  0524x10' 1.732 1630
10 17 177 +840577 0104 52225  0215x10' 1131 1292
11 37 367 +32 26406 0103 51052  0174x10'° 0.959 1263
8 28 09 +28 15518 0093 41811  0136x10'° 1119 1035
9 16 267 +555152 0134 75405  0637x10 1.606 1866
10 9 352 +7 9 508 0099 42558  0131x10° 1.038 1053
11 40 93 +3223204 0131 81831 08510 1.825 2025
23 47 551 +14 54522 0105 42417  0205x10'° 1.630 1050
10 28 287 +938586 0106 58190 038210 1.619 1440
05211 +155848 0117 54107  0430x10' 2.106 1339
9 6 499 +4 46 458 0126 72716  Q475¢10'° 1.288 1799
10 11 583 +3334152 0127 63129 0349105 1.255 1562
9 39 95 +374016 0148 83521 058810 1.208 2067
10 43 520 +13421 0117 41959  0140x10'° 1.137 1038
13 11 226 +48 30 454 0140 80727  Q970x10'® 2134 1997
35593 -09594 0110 62376  0256x10% 0.944 1543
12 10 522 +1555350 0107 55389 026210 1.227 1371
12 19 93 +6331422 0107 61117  0405x10' 1.554 1512
10 27 265 +3752376 0107 40363  0163x10'° 1.435 0999
9 50 533 +28 48155 0113 81078  0837x10' 1.827 2006
12 11 98 +610498 0138 55920  0240x10' 1.101 1384
10 25 Q7 +49 51335 0135 112042 (0153106 1.743 2772
14 33 391 +612234 0113 61808  0446x10'° 1.675 1529
11 41 151 +1043 156 0105 63626  0436x10° 1.545 1574
9 53 526 +12 15554 0129 52113  0286x10' 1.508 1289
10 28 451 +375238 0107 54102  0421x10'5 2.062 1339
10 10 453 +334337 0135 66431  0685¢10'° 2.224 1644
10 21 169 +121301 0129 53706  0341x10' 1.695 1329
9 46 381 +294222 0112 25332 047310 1.057 0627
13 2 591 +51 18565 0121 55446  0284x10' 1323 1372
119165 +14 42310 0129 52518  033%10'° 1.760 1299
8 25 484 +56 0482 0138 64850  0350x10'® 1.195 1605
13 48 199 +57 45346 0127 54144 032310 1.582 1340
22 56 283 -032539 0110 43058  0123x10' 0.948 1065
7 59 418 +28 46556 0139 50343 Q17710 0.999 1246
14 32 228 +47 6382 0109 31113  0698x10™ 1.034 Q770
11 15 165 +5342 425 0105 90325  0106x10' 1.867 2235
23 14 587 +145244 0083 51716 021210 1.135 1280
10 11 114 +841319 0097 38505  0140x10' 1.357 Q953
15 27 02 +2941330 0113 68954 0512105 1.543 1706
15 51 374 +4533162 0124 69377  0441x10'5 1314 1717
11 19 494 +5515378 0106 53754  0251x10' 1.245 1330
86 330 +29 28556 0128 45829  0204x10' 1.390 1134
8 20 558 +752127 0110 55819 028710 1321 1381
14 14 98 -0 8 269 0139 109189  0190x10'® 2.280 2702
11 21 538 +041550 0102 65486 042210 1.410 1620

11 20 198 +47 4 545 0112 57208 0359%10'° 1570 1416
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Table A.2. continued.

« (3J2000.00) 6 (J2000.00) z Ioa Mir Roir R200
[hmg 1 kms]  [hMe] [h~*Mpc] [h~*Mpc]
10 48 587 +5453229 0145 67272 Q55710 1.765 1665
14 59 85 +47 19430 0089 67750  0660x10'° 2.062 1676
10 27 497 +340437 0074 81940  0960x10' 2.051 2027

21 29 582 -0 19 476 0135 32362 0126x10'° 1721 Q801
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