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Abstract. We study morphology and luminosity segregation of galaixiésose groups. We analyze the two catalogs of groups
which have been identified in the Nearby Optical Galaxy (N@&jple, by means of hierarchical and percolation “frieofds-
friends” methods (HG and PG catalogs, respectively). Irfitisé part of our analysis we consider 387 and 436 groups of HG
and PG, respectively, and compare morphology— (luminesityeighted to unweighted group properties: velocity disjom,
mean pairwise distance, and mean groupcentric distancewirer galaxies. The second part of our analysis is basedmn tw
ensemble systems, one for each catalog, built by suitalshbatng together galaxies of all groups (1584 and 1882 gasax
for HG and PG groups, respectively). We find that earlieretfirighter) galaxies are more clustered and lie closeragtbup
centers, both in position and in velocity, than later-tyfaénfer) galaxies. Spatial segregations are stronger kiveematical
segregations. Theséfects are generally detected at th&—sigma level. Luminosity segregation is shown to be inddpat

of morphology segregation. Our main conclusions are sthemgd by the detection of segregation in both hierarclziodl
percolation catalogs. Our results agree with a continuursegfegation properties of galaxies in systems, from lovesma
groups to massive clusters.
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1. Introduction the rest of the population (e.g., Biviano etlal. 1992; Si@a

. ) Biviano et al[200R2).
Groups and clusters of galaxies are complex systems imglvi

a variety of interacting components (galaxies, X—ray angtt Observational evidence that in galaxy surveys the cluster-
gas, dark matter). Their investigatioffers a rare opportunity ing strength depends on morphology, luminosity, and colors
to link many aspects of astrophysics and cosmology and,(fg., Benoist et al._1996; Hermit et al. 1996, Guzzo et al.
particular, to clarify the interplay between dark and baigo 19917; Norberg et al.”20D1) suggests that segregation phenom
matter. ena in galaxy systems might be connected with the largeescal

As for galaxies, derent populations, i.e. families of galax-Structure formation, perhaps in the context of biased galax
ies with diferent morphology — color — spectral type—Iuminoéermat'OU orin Fhe hierarchical growth of structure viagra
ity, show diferent distributions in projected position and Logational instability.

velocity. These phenomena, known as segregafi@ets, pro-  Ajternatively andor additionally, some environmental ef-
vide a way for exploring the connection between the distribgects could play an important role in segregation phenamen
tions of dark matter and galaxies. (e.g., Whit€_1983; Richstofe 1990; Mss 2001). In factrafte

Segregation phenomena are well studied in galaxy clustefesst stage of violent relaxation, when the dynamics is cilei
Since the first studies (e.g., Oemler_ 1974; Moss & Dicketwy a collective potential (Lynden-Bell ' 1967), galaxy syste
1977, Dressler 1980, Dressler etlal. 1997), a long sequencalaould undergo a secondary relaxation phase, charactdryze
analyses has shown that galaxies of early morphological ty longer time scale. In this second phase, several phydical e
(red color — low star formation rate) are more concentratedfiects could modify member galaxies as regards their interna
regions of higher projected density and lie closer to ths<Cluproperties, as well as their distribution in space and incel
ter center both in position and in velocity than galaxiesadé| ity. Some of these environmentdfects, such as ram pressure
morphological type (blue color — high star formation ratf), stripping (Gunn & Goti 1972) and galaxy harassment (Moore
Biviano et al. [2002) and references therein. Evidenceuimid et al[1995), are lesdfective in group environments, where the
nosity segregation is also found, although only very lumso X-ray temperature and global potential are smaller thatuisc
possibly early—type galaxies, seem really to be segredated ters. On the contrary, galaxy—galaxy interactions, suaicse
tidal encounters or mergers, and dynamical friction shdaeld
Send gfprint requests toM. Girardi particularly significant in poor groups, where the velodtg-
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persion is lower than in clusters (e.g., Sarazin 1986; Rictes As for luminosity segregation in galaxy clusters, low lev-
1990; Makino & Hul1997). els of significance are found both in position and in velacity

In this context, diferences in the segregatiofiexts be- In fact, this kind of segregation concerns only very few lu-
tween groups and clusters would suggest that the system efitinous galaxies or only early—type galaxies (e.g., Biviaho
ronment is fundamental in transforming ga|axies at themsal. 199‘2, Stein 1997, Adami et al. 1998) Biviano et al. 2002)
epoch. On the contrary, noftirence might rather suggest thaf\s for groups, the results are generally obtained by compar-
galaxy properties are influenced by initial conditions attime ing luminosity—weighted and unweighted properties of gala

of galaxy formation, maybe through the hierarchical groafth groups. Ozernoy & Reinhard (1976) found that ttieet of
structures. luminosity weighting is to increase the harmonic radius and

to lower the velocity dispersion in comparison with the un-
weighted values. Further analyses of more recent group cat-
alogs do not come on a common conclusion. Giuricin et al.
(1982) claimed that the virial parameters are largely issen
tive to weighting procedures, suggesting that group gatxi
are in a status of velocity equipartition, while Mezzettiadt
(198%) found that virial radii arefected by weighting. Recent
eyidence for luminosity segregation in space and in vefocit

mes from the study of Magtesyan & Movsesylan (1995, 303
gg?1roups), but with small significancg ©5%).

Unfortunately, observational fiiculties prevented the re-
searchers from giving a precise description of segregation
fects in poor galaxy systems.

The only strongly supportedffect in groups is the spa-
tial segregation of galaxies of féiérent morphological type
(color — spectral type), which is the best knowffeet in clus-
ters. Pioneering investigations were performed by Ozefoy
Reinhard [(1976), Bhavsdr (1981), and de Souza efal. (19
The first systematic results using groups with redshiftrimfa-
tion come f_romthe study of Postman &Ge_ller(1984). Thr_ou In this framework, we analyze the presence of segrega-
the analysis of groups m_the CiA Redshift Survey and.ln ﬂ}ﬁ)n effects in galaxy groups identified in the Nearby Optical
Catalog of Nearby Galaxies they showed that the reI"’m(pml”(‘-ﬁalaxy Catalog (NOG, Giuricin et &l._2000, hereafter G0O0)
between galaxy morphology and local density, as found&b”iwhich samples the Ioéal Universe. The advantage of usin,g
clusters, extends down to groups. The presence of morpiRol G groups is threefold: 1) the amount of morphological in-

cal segregation in groups of the CfA survey was also confirm mation available for nearby galaxies; 2) the presence of

by Mezzetti et al.[{1985) and Giuricin et &l._(1988), who Con}hany low—mass local groups in this all-sky catalog; 3) the

ggted the ][nian grout[)acen.tric disr:qntég %nd lthe me?;fgdairv‘ﬁ%ilability of two alternative catalogs of groups idewtifiin
Istance of the MEMDLErS In €ach Individual group ' the same galaxy catalog using twdfdrent algorithms. On the
ent galaxy populations. Further segregation evidence 80M@ er side, these groupsfEer from the problem plaguing tradi-

from the analysis of the groups identified in the Southern Smﬁnal catalogs, i.e. the poor statistics available folhegroup.

Redshift Survey (Maia & da Cosia.I390). In view of this problem, we have devoted sonfiog to com-
Recent works support the existence of morphology S&§ining the data of many groups.

regation phenomena, too. Mahdavi et 1. (1999) analyzed 20 The paper is organized as follows. We describe the data

well sampled groups finding that galaxies offéifent spec- sample and compute the main physical group quantities in

tral types are segregated in space. Tran etlal. (2001) mag®t. 2. We devote Sect. 3 and Sect. 4 to the detection and anal

a deep analysis of six X—ray detected groups finding thadis of the segregatiorfects. We discuss our results and draw

bulge—dominated galaxies decreases with increasing Sadwlr conclusions in Sect. 5.

similar to the morphology-radius relation observed in €lus ynless otherwise stated, we give errors at the 68% confi-
ters. Carlberg et al[(200Lb) analyzed 200 groups at in- dence level (hereafter c.l.).

termediate redShiftZ( = 01- 055) identified within the A Hubble constant of 10Bkm 3*1 Mpcfl is used through_
CNOC2 (Canadian Network for Observational Cosmologygit.

field galaxy redshift survey) and found the presence of color

gradients, i.e. the galaxies are redder toward the grougecen )

in the most massive groups. Dominguez el (2002) analyZe Data sample and group properties

the 2dF Group Catalog and found that the fraction related\t% ana|yze the ga|axy |Oose_gr0ups identified in the NOG cat-
low star—formation galaxies depends on the local density afllog by G00. NOG is a complete apparent—magnitude catalog
the group—centric radius in the most massivel0) groups.  (corrected total blue magnitude$14), with an upper distance
Kinematical segregation of galaxies offfiérent morpho- limit (cz<6000 km s?), and collects~ 7000 optical galax-
logical types is found in galaxy clusters (e.g., StBin_199i&s, basically extracted from the Lyon—Meudon Extrag&dact
Biviano et al.[2002), but it is a smalleffect with respect to Database (LEDA,; c.f. Paturel et &1.-.1997). NOG covers about
spatial segregation. In fact, the modfdient population seems2/3 of the sky [b] > 20°), and is quasi-complete in redshift
to be the 10% of galaxies with strong emission lines — ELGY97%). Almost all NOG galaxies (98%) have a morpholog-
which have considerably larger global velocity disperdtoam ical classification as taken from LEDA, and parameterized by
other galaxy populations (de Theije & KatgErt 1P99; Biviand (the morphological-type code system of RC3 catalog — de
et al.[199F). The question is still open for groups: galaxies Vaucouleurs et al. 1991) with one decimal figure.
different spectral types seem tdtdr in the value of of velocity GO0 identified NOG groups by means of both the hierarchi-
anisotropy, but not in the value of the global velocity digien cal and the percolation “friends—of—friends” methods. &r-p
(Mahdavi et al_'1999). ticular, they employed two variants of the percolation roetth
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which gave very similar catalogs of groups. Here we use teent unbound density fluctuations), whereas the richerpgrou
P2 catalog obtained with the variant where both the distaralenost always correspond to real systems (e.g., Ramella et a
link parameter and the velocity link parameter scale with di1989; Ramella et al._ 1995; Mahdavi etlal. 1997; Nolthenius et
tance (Huchra & Geller_1982), which is the most frequentigl.[1997; Diaferio et al."1999). Throughout the paper we wappl
used method of group identification in the literature. As fayur analysis to these statistically more reliable groups, t
the hierarchical method, GOO basically followed the praced We take from GOO the data available for galaxy positions,
adopted by Gourgoulhon et &l.{1992). redshifts (in the Local Group rest frame), corrected totakb
The final hierarchical and percolation catalogs contain 4a%agnitudes, and morphologies. For each group, we compute
and 513 groups with at least three members, respectivelg{hehe main physical quantities.
after HG and PG). The HG and PG catalogs turn out to be sub- We calculate the mean group velocity v by using the bi-
stantially consistent as far as the distribution of memfers weight estimator (Beers et dl._1990). We also compute the
groups is concerned (see GO0 for more details). biweight group center by the mean of member positions, ,
The availability of these two alternative samples of groupg. we perform the biweight mean-estimator of member fight
identified in the same galaxy catalog is of great advantageascensions and declinations, separately. The group silaeris
our study. In fact, owing to the small number of galaxies fagiven by Rynax, Which is the (projected) distance of the most
each group, one must rely on members as assigned by distant galaxy from the group center.
group-selection algorithm, rather than using refined m#tho  The main property of a galaxy system is the LOS veloc-
to reject interlopers as performed in clusters or very waihs ity dispersiong. In fact, the virial radiuR i, which defines
pled groups (e.g., 12 groups of Zablifl& Mulchaey[1998a; the region where the matter overdensity-id78 (for a CDM
20 groups of Mahdavi et al._1999). In particular, the resulf,, = 1 cosmology), scales wittr,, and the mass in the viri-
ing group properties may depend on the choice of the grouglized regionM (< Ryi) scales witho (e.g., Carlberg et al.
selection algorithm and its free parameters (e.g., Pisaal. e [[997; Girardi et al._1998; Antonuccio-Delogu etlal. 2002 W
1992; Frederic 1995; Ramella etlal. 1897). In fact, in theds estimateo, by using the biweight estimator for groups with
the NOG catalog, although the HG and PG groups have a large 15 and the gapper estimator for groups witk 15 (Beers
overlap in their members, the survivingldgrence in member- et al.[T99D). We apply the relativistic correction and theals
ship leads to dferences in their main properties (cf. TaBle torrection for velocity errors (Danese etlal._1980). In igart
and Fig[l). In this context, our conclusions regardingegar lar, for each galaxy, we assume a typical velocity error of 30
tion effects, where the main properties are used in an explikih s based on the average errors estimated in the RC3 cata-
way or in rescaling parameters (cf. Sects. 3 and 4, respdgfiv log from optical and radio spectroscopy (de Vaucouleurs.et a
will be strengthened by their detection in both hierarchécal [1997).
percolation catalogs. We remove from our analysis groufis wi  As for R,;;, we adopt the definition by Girardi et al. {1998),
cz < 1000 km s , because when the velocity becomes lowecovered by using the observational King-modified galaxy
its random component dominates and the velocity is no long#istribution of nearby clusters:
a reliable indication of the distance. In this way we rejecsm
galaxies associated with the Virgo cluster too, i.e. thengs Rvir = [2- 07v/(1000 km §%)] h™* Mpc. 1)

A and B, the cloud W' and the Southern Extension SE as 'deFﬁe use of an isothermal distribution leads to a similar @alu

tified by GOO in accordance with Binggeli et al. (1987) anﬁ o S :
Binggeli et al. [1993). Moreover, we remove the more dista Gf- ourRyi; with the Ryoo definition by Carlberg et al. 1957).
Another important group quantity is the projected radius

parts of Virgo (M and W clouds), as well as all groups identifie SR . . ) .

by GO0 as known clusters (cf. their Tables 5 and 7). Obviousggr’nwzlgt]iésntg\;'gﬁgtl/ﬁig?:nn;zg'?erad'T:ir?:ed ';ﬁ:g;?fﬁ: ]l.r;g;e

we do not consider groups where the correction for Obsen@frafdi et al[ T998): 9. y @ '

tional velocity errors (cf. below) leads to a negative vailfithe ' '

velocity dispersion of member galaxies. Our final samplés, H 3r Ryo?

and PG, contain 387 and 436 groups with at least three mef(< Rmad = = - —=—, (2)

bers for a total of 2017 and 2262 galaxies, respectivelyh®f t _ o

HG groups, 350 comprise < 10 members (in particular 155Where_ the factor 8/2 is the deprOje_ctlon factor gdequa}te.for

haven = 3 members), 31 groups comprise 40 < 20 mem- spherical systems, and the mass is t_hat contained within the

bers, and 6 groups have> 20 members. Of the PG groupsSa@mpled region, i.e. foR < Rmax. This approach to mass

394 comprisen < 10 members (in particular 185 hane= 3 €stimate is similar to that computed in pther group ce_ltalogs

members), 36 groups comprise ¥0n < 20 members, and 6 (e_.g._, Ramella et dl. 2002, a_nd refs_. therein), see alsodbiga

groups haver > 20 members. Giuricin (ZQO()) fqr rela-ted discussions.
Out of the above groups, 148 and 168 groups have5 The radiugRy is defined as:

members for a total of 1216 and 1375 galaxies (HG5 a = n(n- 1)/ZRF1

PG5, respectively). The physical reality of very poor greup ¥ A

has often been discussed in the literature. In particuter, t o

efficiency of the percolation algorithm has been repeatedifhereR; are the projected mutual galaxy distances, ansl

checked, showing that an appreciable fraction of the poothe number of group members within the sampled region. The

groups, those witlm < 5 members, might be false (i.e. reprevalue ofRy depends on the relative galaxy distribution, and the

3)
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Table 1. Group properties

Sample Ngrours Neas N z oy Ry M Riax/Ruir
kms1l h?*Mpc ht10® Mg

HG 387 2017 4 0012 83 061°% 0501 348

HG5 148 1216 6 0010 10§ 06500 0792 3.8

PG 43 2262 4 0012 138  047°9% 0992 161

PG5 168 1375 6 0010 167 05300 1593 181

extension of the sampled region, i.e. the region occupigtidy
galaxies used in the computation.

Table[d lists the median values (and 90% confidence inter- <0
vals) of the above group properties for the HG and PG catalogs
The confidence intervals are computed following the proce-
duré' described by Kendall & Stuailf (1979, eq. 32.23) and first
proposed by Thompsoh (1936). Values for groups with 5 5
are shown, too.

Median values ofRy are comparable to typical values
quoted in the literature (cf. Table 4 of Tucker et[al._2000, —
note that their deprojectd®), corresponds ta/4 x Ry).

As for o, the HG value is- 2/3 of the PG value (cf. also
Pisani et al._1992 for a similar result). Indeed, it has begp s
gested that the drawback of percolation methods is the-inclu
sion in the catalogs of possible non—physical systems,dike
long galaxy filament aligned close to the line of sight, which I R B HH 0.0
give large velocity-dispersion estimates, while the dragkof 200 400
hierarchical methods is the splitting of galaxy clustets war- o, / km s!
ious subunits, which give small velocity—dispersion eaties
(e.g., Gourgoulhon et al._1992). The resultingfetience in
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L Nappper . ; o . Fig. 1. Histograms ofr,—values for rich § > 5) groups in the
the distribution of velocity—dispersion estimates is imatl in HG and PG catalogs (top and bottom panels, respectivelg). Th

Fig.d. Our value of PGr, lies within the range of values re-f int vertical | indicate th tion bet e
ported by Tucker et al[{2Z000), which are computed for perc&‘—In vertical lines indicate the separation between trartjas

lation catalogs, and that of HG, is comparable with results Ofthe distribution.
for the hierarchical catalog of Tully (1987).

Note that NOG groups are sampled well outsilg, in
agreement with the conclusion of Girardi & Giuricin {2000
about groups by Garcia(1993). This characteristic is commo
in traditional catalogs of loose groups and in fact, Cadbetr
al. (2001h) introduced a variant of the friends—of—friealg®-
rithm in such a way as to consider only central, possiblyaldri " (vi— VP, 12
ized regions of CNOC groups. In Sect. 4 we will consider only,, = [Ziﬂ(vr: —whion A] , (5)
central group regions, too. iz | n-1

hich accounts for the measurement errors (see, e.g., Banes
t al [T98D).

To check for possible luminosity segregation, we use the
luminosity-weighted velocity dispersion:

_ _ where |; is the apparent galaxy blue Iluminosity; the
3. Detection of segregation groupcentric-distance—weighted velocity dispersion:

To detect possible segregatiofiexts in velocity we compare D (v — VPR-1 12
several estimates of velocity dispersions (cf. also Biwiahal. Odw = [Ziﬂ(v' - V¥ i n__ A] (6)

1992). The unweighted velocity dispersion is defined as: P Ri_l n-1
N (vi— VP 12 where R, is the projected galaxy distance from its group—
CuE\T a1 , (4) center; and the luminosity—groupcentric-distance—weidyize-

locity dispersion:
where vy is the velocity of the i-th galaxy corrected for cos-
mological éfects, v= Y, vi/n, andA is the correction term P VRIRT 1/2
L For the median of an ordered distribution Kfvalues the con- ™ — [ S liR? n-1 A} ’
fidence intervalsx,, and xn-r.1), corresponding to a probability
P(Xn < X < Xn-r+1)) = 1 — @, can be obtained from * @ = where the #ects of luminosity— and groupcentric-distance—
2N N (N) weighting are coupled.

(7)
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Moreover, we introduce the morphology-weighted velocisy d Table[2 lists each comparison between weighted and un-

persionorw: weighted quantities and gives the percent significance @f th
. _ 2 difference according to tH&- andW-test Ps andPyy, respec-
S SLvi-VPki n N ®) tively).
Yt ki n-1 ’ From a quantitative point of view: the typical amount of

the diference between weighted and unweighted quantities is
small, at most 7% (in the case ofgy VvS. oy). Thus, any
segregation féect has a little relevance in the computation of

lobal group quantities. On the contrary, we stress thateas

ards the connection between galaxy evolution and environ-
ment, the rble of the above segregatidreets is very impor-
tant and could help to clarify many points. This explains the
attempt of the next Section and previous analyses to stack to
rg?—: her many groups.

wherek; is a weight related to the galaxy morpholody= 4
for early—type galaxies ankl = 1 for late—type galaxies, i.e.
galaxies withT < 0 and with 0< T < 10. The choice of
a factor of four of dfference in the weights is suggested b
the typical diference inM/Lg ratios for early— and late—type
galaxies (e.g., Bahcall et al._ 1995).

To detect possible spatial segregatidieets, we consider
the (projected) mean distance of members from the cente
the group:

R= Zn: R/n, 9) 4. Analysis of segregation

i=1 4.1. Ensemble groups

and the (projected) mean pairwise separation of the membe'r_fere we analyze the behavior of relations between intexgsti

— 2isjRj galaxy properties. Unfortunately, owing to the small nuntdfe

Rj = n(n—1)/2’ (10) group members, we cannot address this question by analyzing
. ) N each individual group. Therefore, we build two ensemble sys
and the respective weighted quantities: tems, one for each examined catalog, HG and PG, by combin-
n n ing together galaxies of all groups. The procedure of stagki
Rw = Z iR/ Z li, (11) groups of various sizes and masses into an ensemble system
i=1 i=1 requires that individual galaxy quantities are properbisd.

N N The magnitudes are normalized to the magnitude of the
5 D _ third-ranked galaxyms in each group by usingh— ms (cf. also
Rrw = , 12 L ;
™ ; kiR/ ; ki (12) Biviano et al[1992). Here the median valuenef corresponds
to a blue corrected absolute magnitudé&tf ~ —19.5+5logh.
= YisililjRy We use this normalization to take into account possiblegsias

Rijw = W (13) introduced by the intrinsic nature of the NOG group catalog.

In fact, members of more distant groups identified in an appar
— Yisj kikiRj ent magnitude galaxy survey are, on average, more integic
Rijtw= W (4 juminous.

The rest frame LOS velocities are normalized to the global

We use the&SignandWilcoxon Signed-rankests (hereafter value of velocity dispersion of each group. For each galagy w
referred to asS- andW-tests, e.g. Siegel 1956) to compareonsider the absolute quantity— \/o. Note that the stan-
weighed and unweighted estimates of each quantity we cofiad estimater, strongly correlates with the robust estimate
pute below.S- andW-tests are nonparametric tests which inFy (at the> 99.9% c.l.); thus the results are ndfected by the
vestigate the median flierence between pairs of scores fromarticular choice of velocity—dispersion estimate.
two matched sample of a certain size. TWetest difers from In studies of galaxy clusters, projected groupcentric-
the S-test in that the magnitude of scoreTdiences within distancesR are generally rescaled wit,;;, whose estimate is
pairs is taken into account, rather than simply the directib proportional too, (cf. Sect. 2). However, the question is less
such diferences. obvious for galaxy groups.

We find that each weighted quantity is smaller than the Mahdavi et al.[(1999) pointed out that, in the case of poor
respective unweighted quantity. TI8 andW-tests recover systems, the possible source of errors on the observdiional
a strong significant dierence with the exception afry, estimated?; could be much larger than in the case of clusters.
for which only a partial significance is generally found (cfin fact, uncertainties typical of groups, such as their dyical
Table[2). These results agree with the scenario where earlistatus and galaxy distribution, add to large uncertaintieése
type (brighter) galaxies are more clustered and lie clastré estimate of velocity dispersions, connected to the smatitver
group center both in position and in velocity than lateretymf group members.

(fainter) galaxies. Moreover, galaxies which are closeh® t  Moreover, owing to their dferent nature, distance and ve-
group center move slowly. locity variables are treated infterent ways in the group iden-

These results are confirmed when only statistically motification algorithms. Thus, if the use of, to rescale velocities
reliable groups are considerad® 5 members, HG5 and PG5is fully self-consistent, the use of a quantity proportidoar,
samples). might be not the best choice for rescaling distances.
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Table 2. Comparison of weighted and unweighted group properties

HG: 387 systems HG5: 148 systems PG: 436 system PG5: 168msyste

X=Y Ps Pw Ps Pw Ps Pw Ps Pw
ow—0u  >99.9 >999 >999  >999 >999 >99.9 >999  >99.9
Cav-ou  >99.9  >99.9 982 98.8 999 >99.9 982  >99.9
Caw—ou  >99.9  >99.9 >99.9  >999 >99.9 >99.9 996  >99.9
TTwo 83.8 950 97.4 990 928 967 971 96.0

Rw—R >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9
Rrv—R_ >99.9 >99,9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9
Rim—Ri >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9
RijtwRj >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9 >99.9

To further investigate the question, we consider threeiposs . HG
ble alternative factors for rescalii®y i.e. using: 1)R.ir, 2) Ry, CrrrrTTTmm
and 3) no rescaling at all. We start from the theoretical-pre;j
udice that halo scale—invariance implies that the exigtesfc -
very different kinds of galaxy distributions for low— and high— £ 05
oy groups is an indication of a non—corrected scaling factor. |
Thus we consider the ensemble systems constructed from low—
and high-e, groups (according to the median valuecaf in
Table[1) and we compare the two cumulative distributions of
normalized groupcentric-distances through the Kolmogero
Smirnov test K—Stest, e.g. Ledermdn_1982): they are always 4
different, but the smallest amount offérence is found when
usingRy (according to the statistic D of tHe-Stest). e
Thus, we choose to rescale groupcentric-distancesRyith 5
However, we have verified that our main results are stilldvali
in the case of the other two choices of normalization. 1
Fig. @ shows the behavior of magnitude, and PRI FEETS I R
morphological-type vs. projected groupcentric distance. 06 1 15 2 05 1 15
To be conservative, hereafter we consider only the group R/R, R/Ry
region within oneRy;,, which contains enough galaxies to wor
with a large statistical data—base70-80% of the whole sam-

rpeli, ;;i\}j%_l?hr:(sj rlf dggiisg(?(lnar)r(leess (f)(:]r dtsrfog?g ir;j/ Pf(ércgglog?(‘)up—centric distanc®/Ry, respectively from top to bottom.
P Y- P " gints are biweight mean values with 68% bootstrap error—

and HG respectively, and thus is not too much larger than tEe

L o . ars. The dashed vertical lines indicatex Ry, the external
virialized region, i.e. where secondary relaxation—psses of . . . .
. . limit for following analyses, which correspondst02—3xRy;
some importance might operate.

and contains- 70-80% of all galaxies. This plot is shown to
provide a first look at the original data: note that relatioms
4.2. Segregation effects volving magnitudes should be properly corrected (cf. FAys.

We consider the resulting relations for the two ensemb?endz and Sect. 4.2).

groups, HG and PG: the groupcentric-distance—magnitlae re
tion (R-M); the groupcentric-distance—morphological type reorrelation, the fiects of variation by a thirdvariable upon the
lation (R-T); the velocity—magnitude relatio’vV¢M); and the relation between th& andy variables are eliminated. In prac-
velocity—morphologicaltype relatioWET). We analyze segre- tice, the correlation between the two interesting propsris
gation dfects in the framework of the Kendall rank correlatiofound with the third variable kept constant. Thus we also-com
analysis, which is completely nonparametric (Kendall 348 pute the Kendall partial correlation daieient, Kyy,, which is
also Siegel 1956). a measure of the correlation between two data getady, in-
For each interesting relatior vs. y, we compute the dependently of their correlation with a third data g¢Kendall
Kendall codficient, Ky, and the respective significance of thd948,; cf. eq. 9.13 of Siegel 1956):
correlation Pyy. Koo — KoK
When analyzing a correlation, there is always the possibi;, , = A S
ity that this correlation is due to the association betwesrhe \/(1 - K2)(1-K2)
of the two physical properties and a third property conrgbcte
to the selectionféects of the catalog. Statistically, this problemvhere, as for the third variable, we consider both the group
may be attacked by methods of partial correlation. In plartidistance ¢ Vv), and the number of group—members (richness
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n). In fact, the distance is connected with the selectiontionc

i ; ld o g
of the group catalog, which is based on an apparent magnitude r T ]
complete galaxy sample. Moreover, in such very poor systems 1.2 |- + .
(n > 3) the normalized magnituda — mg strongly correlates > ® ¢ Tt q) PP ]
with n, which in its turn is slightly correlated with both size and ! 5 + ¢ B
velocity dispersion (cf. Tabld 1). \0_8 b T éé %;

For both the HG and PG catalogs, Tddle 3 shows the results™ + &) ]
for the ensemble groups constructed as described in Séct. 4. 06 T 7
For each interesting relationvs. y, we give the Kendall co- 04 ?} H ‘HG I }??1 H H(‘} R i
efficient, Ky, and the Kendall partial correlation ddieient, L | ‘ ‘ ‘:
which takes into account thefect of the third variablel,y,v 12 | + @ .
and K. We also list the respective significance of the cor- o - 5 6 ® I ® cbé ]
relations,P. The value ofP,y is recovered form the fact that - T @ ? i o]
the sampling distributi [ i indistinguish- o [ ‘%Q T CP ]
pling distribution oK,y is practically indistinguish 08 To }i
able from the normal distribution (Kendall'1948; cf. eq.®.1 - T .
of Siegel[1956). Since the sampling distribution K, is 0.6 - T E
unknown, to comput®,, v and Px,, we adopt the bootstrap 04 EoL XPG L. h P(% T
method performing 1000 bootstrap resamplings for eacleeorr -4 -2 0 2 -5 0 5 10
lation. m—Img T

The Kendall co#icients of theR-T andV-T correlations
show no decrease when the wnorariables are taken into ac-
count Kyy,v ~ Kyyn ~ Kxy). Therefore theR-T andV-T rela-
tions are not biased by systematiteets.

As for theR-M andV-M relations, we find thaK,,v ~
Kyy, While K,y n is systematically smaller thdfy,y although still

Fig. 3. Groupcentric-distance vs. magnitude, and morphologi-
cal type:R-M andR-T relations in the left and right panels,
respectively. Points are biweight mean values for all gsoup
(filled circles) and rictn > 5 groups only (open circles). Error
bars are 68% bootstrap estimates. For the sake of clanity, er

giving significant correlation. Thus, we conclude that Rie bars are shown for one sample only. Observational resudts ar

M andV—M correlations are due to a combination of a tru?ormahzed point by point with results from simulated greup

physical €fect and a spurious one. The spurious one is due ﬁ;‘ text).
our stacking of groups with ferent richness.

To support the above analysis, we also make Monte Carlo

simulations performing a random dHe of galaxy velocities, IS charagterl_ze(_j_byasmall correla_tlon ftment (K_XY’” - 0‘93'
.04), still significant. Morphological segregation in velyc

magnitudes, and morphological types within each individu . anifi . ith the f hat this i
group. This procedure, which leaves unchanged global gr p_T) IS not significant, in agreement with the fact that this s

properties and modifies the group internal structure, shdet the falnt_est segregatlon_detected n Sec_t. 3. ) )

stroy any physical segregatiofiects and reveal the presence of 1 he interesting relations are better visualized in i@ a
spurious correlations. We construct the “simulated” ertslesn 2 fOr both all and ricin > 5 groups. There, to take into ac-
group by combining together the galaxies of groups regyltifUnt the spurious component in tReM andV-M relations,
from Monte Carlo simulations. In particular, we perform 15/€ Show our results rescaled to those of the corresponding si
Monte Carlo simulations for each group in order to consider4at€d group, i.e. we normalize the (y-axis) values obtafoe

large & 20000) number of galaxies and thus stabilize the ri1€ real ensemble-group to the values obtained for the corre
sulting Kendall cofficient, K$™. No significant correlation is sponding simulated-group with the same binning procedure.

found forR-T andV—T relations. When consideririg-M and O the sake of homogeneity, we apply the same procedure to
V—M, the simulated group shows a significant correlation, ch&f=1 andV-T relations.

acterized by eK,S(‘ym smaller than the cdicient of the original

dataKyy. Moreover, when using only groups with a fixed numg 3 segregation and group richness

ber of members =3, 4, 5, and 6 (groups with > 6 are stati-

cally poorly represented) the corresponding Monte Cartaisi We analyze separately groups withc 5 and those witim > 5

lated groups show no correlation at all. Thus, in agreeméht wmembers. Tablelsl 4 ad 5 show the results of the correlation
Kendall partial correlation analysis, we conclude tRav and  analysis.

V-M correlations are partially spurious due to our stacking of The analysis of rich groups confirms the correlations found

groups with diferent richness. for the whole sample. In particular, theT correlation is now
Hereafter, to take into accounts the richnesat, we con- significant in the case of the HG catalog.
sider as really physical meaningful tKgy,, codficient. As for poor groups, they show fainter spatial segregation

Having addressed the problem of possible biases, we @iiects than rich groups and no kinematical segregatfitates
give our results about segregatiofiegts, which are similar at all (cf. also Fig[b). This result could be due 1) to the dilu
for both the HG and PG catalogs. Spatial correlations, in Itien effect of a significant number of spurious groups or 2) to
minosity or morphology R—-M, R-T), are the strongest onesome physical dierence between poor and rich groups. The
(Kyyn = 0.06-013). Luminosity segregation in velocitytM) most relevant dierence is probably the,, which is, on aver-
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Table 3. Results for ensemble groups

Sample XVS.y NGALS nyy ny ny,T/a ny.T/ ny.m ny.n
HG Groups R-M 1584  0.19>99.9 0.19>99.9 0.13>99.9
R-T 1558 0.07>99.9 0.07>99.9 0.09>99.9
V-M 1584 0.06>99.9 0.05>99.9 0.04, 9%
V-T 1558 0.02, 84 0.02, 930 0.02, 81
PG Groups R-M 1882 0.16>99.9 0.16>99.9 0.09>99.9
R-T 1856 0.06>99.9 0.06>99.9 0.06>99.9
V-M 1882 0.06>99.9 0.06>99.9 0.03, 938
V-T 1856 -0.01, 671 -0.01, 690 0.00, 54

Table 5. Rich (n > 5) groups

Sample XVS-y NGALS ny,n- ny,n ny,n,rrkm’i: ny,n,rrkmg ny,n,T: ny,n,T

HG R-M 1007 0.13>99.9 0.12>99.9
R-T 993 0.10>99.9 0.09>99.9
V-M 1007 0.06, 99 0.05, 997
V-T 993 0.05, 9% 0.05, 98

PG R-M 1177 0.09>99.9 0.08>99.9
R-T 1163 0.10>99.9 0.09>99.9
V-M 1177 0.03, 92 0.03, 931
V-T 1163 0.00, 5% -0.01, 647

Table 4. Poor f < 5) groups

1 4 VY T { T 1T { T T T { T ‘,{ T T { T T T { T T T L
12| + ] Sample xvs.y Neas  Kyyn, Puyn
> T T ] HG R-M 577 0.10>99.9
< L ¢ 13 T oo
JtE éb? + M??‘M ? = R-T 565  0.07, 99
[N 1o ] V-M 577 0.0, 57
> r T I 1 vV-T 565 -0.02, 767
06 I I ] PG RM 705 006, 94
©  HG T Hc R-T 693 0.04, 99
0.4 ~—t++—+F+——++—+ V-M 705 0.02, 7B

V-T 693 0.01, 65

$$???é?éi

4.4. Luminosity vs. morphology effects

V5
o
o

It is well known that galaxies of éierent morphological types
PC have diferent luminosity functions (e.g., Sandage ef al. 1985;
ogb b b Lo e L L Marzke et al.[1998). In particular, very late—type galaxies
-4 -2 0 2 -5 0 5 . . . X
T strongly difer from other types having typically fainter mag-
° nitudes (e.g., Sandage etlal. 1085; San@agel 2000). In oy cas
Fig. 4. Velocity vs. magnitude, and morphological type:M morphological typel and normalized magnitude — ms cor-
and V-T relations in the left and right panels, respectivelyelate at the 98% and 9% c.l. for HG and PG, respectively.
Points are biweight mean values for all groups (filled cskle  The problem of the independence of morphology and lu-
and richn > 5 groups only (open circles). Error bars are 68%inosity segregations can be addressed by methods oflpartia
bootstrap estimates. For the sake of clarity, error barsteven correlation (cf. Sect. 4.2). Thus, for the four relationsisid-
for one sample only. Observational results are normalipéatp ered in Tabl€ls we estimate the Kendall partial rank coricatat
by point with results from simulated groups (cf. text). codficient considering thefeect of luminosity (morphology)in
the relations involving morphology (luminosity). Talfle iSts
the values 0Ky nm-m, andK,yn T, and the respective c.l.: they
age, smaller in poor than in rich groups (cf. Table 1). Howevere similar to or just slightly smaller than the values ofreer
segregation féects are poorly or not dependent ey (cf. spondingK,y,. We conclude that morphology and luminosity
Sect. 4.5); thus we are inclined to believe in the first hypothegregations are two independefii¢ets.
esis. Moreover, we consider early— and late—type galaxies sepa-
Hereafter, we consider only more reliable, rich> 5 rately (cf. TabldB). Th&-M correlation is significant for both
groups. early— and late—type samples. The same is true fontlid

©
™
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Fig.5. Values of Kendall-correlation cfiicientsK,y,, for poor  Fig. 6. Values of Kendall-correlation cfiicients Ky, as a
(n < 5) and rich 6 > 5) groups fi = 3 and 6 are the medianfunction of o, (here the median values in each quatrtile, cf.
values for poor and rich groups, respectively). The redaolts Fig.[l). The results for all four relations are shov®&:M (cir-

all four relations are showrR-M (circles),R-T (pentagons), cles),R-T (pentagons)y/—M (squares), an®¥/—T (triangles).
V-M (squares), an¥—T (triangles). Larger symbols indicateLarger symbols indicate a correlation with significanc80%.

a correlation with significance 90%.

Table 6. Luminosity vs. morphology segregation 5. Summary & Discussion

XVS.y  Noas  Kyyni Payn Neas  Kiyns Pxyn We analy_ze~2_x400 Io_ose grom:p_s identified in the:, NOG_ cata-
HG Early—Types HG Late-Types log by using hierarchical and “friends—of-friends” peatdn

R-M 267 0.0, 9% 726 0.13>99.9 catalogs by GOO.

V-M 267 0.07, 9@ 726  0.05, 98 Analyzing both catalogs we find similar results: earlier—
PG Early-Types PG Late-Types type (brighter) galaxies are more clustered and lie cloger t

R-M 344 0.08, 9% 819  0.08>99.9 the group centers, both in position and in velocity, thaerat

V-M 344 0.10, 99 819 -001, 635 type (fainter) galaxies. Spatial segregations are stnotigen

kinematical segregations. Thed®eets are generally detected

at the> 3—sigma level, with the exception of morphological

segregation in velocity (cf. Sects. 3 and 4.2). The signifiea

of the last €ect is generally lower than 99% in the compari-
correlation in the HG case, but not in the PG case, where oan between weighted and unweighted properties (cf. Sgct. 3

the early—type sample shows a significeaM correlation. and it is confirmed only for the HG rich ensemble—group (cf.
Sect. 4.3).
Our main results are confirmed by the analysis of statisti-
4.5. Segregation and velocity dispersion cally more reliable~ 2 x 150 rich groups (with at least five

) ) o o members, cf. Sect. 4.3). Results for poorer groups arelggssi
The price to be paid for the large gain in statistics when Ugfuted by spurious systems.

ing the above ensemble groups is that we average away possi-The evidence of spatial morphology—segregation confirms
ble distinctive behaviors. In particular, in the NOG samfie  previous results recovered by using directly morphologida
value of velocity dispersion ranges from very lan-systems or morphological indicators such as spectral types andrgolo
up to systems witlry ~ 350-500 km's* (cf. Fig.[l). (e.g., Postman & Gelldr_1984; Mahdavi et @l,_1999; Tran et
We consider the four quartiles of the distributionef— al.[2001; Carlberg et al._2001b; Dominguez ef’al.2002). The
values, i.e. each witk 37 and~ 42 groups for HG5 and PG5, other kinds of segregation we detect are still poorly aresdyz
respectively. The related ensemble systems contain 18484 debated questions for groups, but are studied in the xbnte
galaxies for HG5 and 223—-371 galaxies for PG5. Hig. 6 showbgalaxy clusters.
the resulting Kendall cdicient for these ensemble systems. Recent observationalfferts to increase the number of
No systematic, general evidence of a connection between segmbers of a few loose groups suggest that they are quasi—
regation properties and velocity dispersion is shown. virialized system, at least in their central regions, analxsh
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Fig.7. Fraction of diferent morphological-types as a funcFig.8. V-M relation of rich groups for all galaxies (filled cir-
tion of distance from the group center: ellipticals (open cicles) and only for early—type galaxies (open circles). tam-
cles), lenticulars (filled circles), and spiralsregulars (stars). pared to theV—M relation of clusters (stars, Biviano et al.
Points are biweight mean values with 68% Poissonian err@392). Points are biweight mean values with 68% bootstrap
bars. Results for rich > 5 groups are shown. Whitmore et alerror-bars. Observational results for groups are noreliz
1993 data for ellipticals (dashed line), lenticulars @dine), point by point with results from simulated groups as in Elg. 3
and spiralsirregulars (dotted line) are also shown for a qualand then rescaled to the average value obtained from simula-
tative comparison only (see text). tions.

the energy—equipartition status, maybe due to dynamiial fr

continuum of properties with respect to clusters, e.g.areg tion or galaxy merging, while fainter galaxies still lie ihet
ing the density profile of galaxy distribution, the behawidr velocity—equipartition status generated by violent rat&n.
velocity dispersion profiles, and the presence of substrast NOG groups show a less sharp increase in the region of bright
(Mahdavi et al 1999; Zabludb& Mulchaey1998¢. 1998b). In galaxies with respect to clusters. A somewhat better agree-
this context, it is worth to attempt a more detailed comjparis ment is obtained when considering only early—type galaxies
between our results for groups and those obtained for chistayhich might better represent the typical morphologicalteah

In Fig.[d we plot the relative fraction of elliptical§ (< of those clusters. Another explanation is that the remowing
-3.5), lenticulars £3.5 < T < 0), and spiralsirregulars late-type galaxies reduces the number of possible non—eremb
(T > 0) for ensemble systems constructed from rich grougalaxies highlighting better the true physical relatiomeper
(n = 5). The qualitative behavior resembles that already fousdmples for groups would be needed to verify the flatness of
for clusters (e.g. Whitmore et al._1993): the fractions dipel the relation at faint magnitudes.
ticals and lenticulars decline with radius and the fractidn In NOG groups we find that luminosity segregation is found
late—type galaxies increases. For the sake of completeveessndependent of morphological segregation in agreemert wit
also plot cluster data by Whitmore et al. which correspond the results from clusters (e.g., Adami etal. 11998; Biviahale
~ 2R, (i.e.~ 1 and 23 Ry for PG and HG, respectively, cf.2002). In clusters luminosity segregation is evident onlydi-
Sect. 4.1). Due to the flierent depth of the catalogs, the possiipticals and possibly lenticulars (e.g., Stein 1997; Bivb et al.
ble inconsistencies in the morphological classificatigteda, [Z002). In groups we do not reach a definitive conclusion since
and the degree of uncertainty in the normalization radiud@ve we find that spatial luminosity segregation concerns batlyea
not attempt a more quantitative comparison. and late—type galaxies, while kinematical luminosity segr

In agreement with cluster studies (e.g., Biviano €t al. 3002ion seems confined to early—type galaxies (in the case of PG
we find significant evidence of both spatial and kinematicgroups, cf. Sect. 4.4).
segregation of galaxies of fiterent luminosity, and luminos-  Recent results suggest that morphological segregation in
ity segregation seems to be related only to the most lumin@pmace characterizes only massive groups, above some-thresh
galaxies. Fig[d8 directly compares theM relation for NOG old value. In fact, Carlberg et al. {2001b) found the presenc
groups to that for clusters by Biviano et al. (1992) who founaf a color gradient only in groups witlr, > 150 km st |
that theV—M relation first rapidly increases and then flatterend Dominguez et all {2002) detected spectral-type sagreg
out at faint magnitudes. According to Biviano et al., thinidd  tion only in groups with masa{ > 10'3% h™! M, . Additional
can be explained if galaxies brighter them have achieved support to this idea is given by our analysis in Sect. 4.5,reshe
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the R-T relation is strengthened with increasing velocity disAntonuccio-Delogu, V., Becciani, U., van Kampen, E., et2002,
persion (cf. pentagons in Figl. 6). However, no systematin; g MNRAS, 332, 7
eral evidence of a connection between segregation pregerahcall, N. A., Lubin, L. M., & Dorman, V. 1995, ApJ, 447, L81

and velocity dispersion is shown and the question merits figeers. T. C., Flynn, K., & Gebhardt, K. 1990, AJ, 100, 32
ther investigations. Benoist C., Maurogordato S., da Costa L. N., Cappi A., Seh®R.,

1996, ApJ, 472, 452
To sum up, as regards coarse aspects of morphology %’Plgvsar S.P. 1981, ApJ, 246, L5

luminosity segregation, our results are consistent witlora ¢ Binggeli, B., Popescu, C. C., & Tammann, G. A. 1993, A&AS, 98
tinuum of properties of galaxies in systems, from low—mass 275

groups to massive clusters. This result is in agreementtivith Binggeli, B., Tammann, G. A., & Sandage, A. 1987, AJ, 94, 251
early study by Postman & Gelleér (1884) on morphological seginney, J., & Tremaine, S. 1987, Galactic Dynamics (Priocétniv.
regation and, e.g., more recent results by Lewis ef’al_(R001 Press)

who found that environmental influences on galaxy star fdgiviano, A., Katgert, P., Mazure, et al. 1997, A&A, 321, 84

mation are not restricted to cluster cores, but dfective in Biviano, A., Katgert, P., Thomas, T., & Adami, C. 2002, A&AGB, 8
groups, t0o. Biviano, A., Girardi, M., Giuricin, G., Mardirossian, F., &ezzetti,

. M. 1992, ApJ, 396, 35
Our results suggest that the segregatifiacts we analyze Carlberg, R. G., Yee, H. K. C., & Ellingson, E., et al. 1997,JA478,

are mainly connected with the initial conditions at the tiofe 445

galaxy formation. Alternatively, the mechanisms whichunfl cariberg, R. G., Yee, H. K. C., Morris, S. L., et al. 2001a, AR52,
ence galaxy luminosity and morphology should actin a simila 427

way in groups and in clusters, or, at least, in the subunitefo Carlberg, R. G., Yee, H. K. C., Morris, S. L., et al. 2001b, ABS3,
ing clusters in the context of the hierarchical scenario. 736

In this framework, it is also worth discussing our resulf@anese, L., de Zotti, G., &di Tullio, G. 1980, A&A, 82, 322
in connection to those coming from large—scale analysesesi 9¢ Souza, R. E., Capelato, H. V., Arakaki, L., & Logullo, C829
. . . ApJ, 263, 557
a large fraction of galaxies is located in groups 40%, cf.

R I | 12) Spatial . h de Theije, P. A. M. & Katgert, P. 1999, A&A, 341, 371
amella et al. 2002). Spatial segregation phenomena are Vaucouleurs, G., de Vaucouleurs, A., Corwin, et al. 1991ird

erally studied through the galaxy—galaxy correlation fiore Reference Catalogue of Bright Galaxies (Berlin Heideldeegv
analysis. This kind of analysis is fully independent and €om  vork: Springer-Verlag) (RC3)

plementary to our work, which concerns very small scales. Asaferio, A., Kaufmann, G., Colberg, J. M., & White, S. D. M. 1999,
for NOG catalog, Giuricin et al[(2001) analyzed the redshif = MNRAS, 307, 537

space two—point correlation function of galaxies, findingtt- Dominguez, M., Zandivarez, A. A., Martinez, H. J., et a02,
on scales between 3 and 10-2h ! Mpc - the strength of ~ MNRAS, 335, 825

clustering is stronger for earlier and, independently,fare Dressler, A. 1980, ApJ, 236, 351

luminous galaxies, in agreement with most recent Iitemtlj:fress'?r' A., Oemler, A. Jr,, Couch, W. J., etal. 1997, A, &77
cf. Giuricin et al. and refs. therein). The projected clatien rederic, J. J. 1995, ApJS, 97, 275
(cf. : : - 1 he proj Garcia, A. M. 1993, A&AS, 100, 47

function overcomes the problem of distortions of the clustegiiardi M.. & Giuricin 2000 ApJ, 540, 45

ing pattern induced by peculiar motions and allows to penforgirardi, M., Giuricin, G., Mardirossian, F., Mezzetti, M, Boschin
analysis down to smaller scales 0.5 h™* Mpc ). In par- W. 1998, ApJ, 505, 74

ticular, very recent studies of the 2dF Galaxy Redshift 8yrvGiuricin, G., P., Mardirossian, & F., Mezzetti, M. 1982, A255, 361
show that the strength of the clustering of luminous gakxi&iuricin, G., Mardirossian, F., Mezzetti, M., Pisani, A., Ramella,
increases with the galaxy luminosity and that luminositd an M. 1988, A&A, 192, 95

spectral-type segregations are independgatts (Norberg et Giuricin, G., Marinoni, C., Ceriani, L., & Pisani, A. 2000,p4, 543,
al.[2001{2002). Thus, segregation phenomena, qualitafive 178 (G0O)

. . juricin, G., Samurovic, S., Girardi, M., Mezzetti, M., & &finoni,
agreement with those detected in our study, are presenbouﬂ C. 2001, ApJ, 554, 857

very large scales. T_his C(_)uld be another piece of eViqencedHurgoulhon, E. Chamaraux, P., & Fouqué, P. 1992, A&A, Zi6

favor of a mostly primordial origin for spatial segregatiefa Gunn, J. E. & Gott, J. R. |. 1972, ApJ, 176, 1

fects. Guzzo, L., Strauss, M. A., Fisher, K. B., Giovanelli, R., &ytes, M.
P. 1997, ApJ, 489, 37
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