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Abstract. We have used the Westerbork array to carry out an unbiasestield survey for H emission features, achieving
anrwms sensitivity of about 18 mJBeam at a velocity resolution of 17 km'sover 1800 defjand betweer-1000 < Vpg < +
6500 km s. The primary data consists of auto-correlation spectrh antefective angular resolution of 4&WHM, although
cross-correlation data were also acquired. The surveypmegicentered approximately on the position of Messier 3lian
Nyquist-sampled over 6880° in R.A.xDec. More than 100 distinct features are detected at higtifiignce in each of the two
velocity regimes (negative and positive LGSR velocitiéis)his paper we present the results for ourdétections of external
galaxies at positive LGSR velocity. We detect 155 exter@ddges in excess ofd8in integrated H flux density. Plausible
optical associations are found within & 3@arch radius for all but one of ouridetections in DSS images, although several
are not previously cataloged or do not have published rétddterminations. Our detection without a DSS assoaiaisoat
low galactic latitude. Twenty-three of our objects are degd in Hi for the first time. We classify almost half of our detectioss a
“confused”, since one or more companions is cataloged wihiadius of 30and a velocity interval of 400 knts. We identify

a handful of instances of significant positiondfsets exceeding 10 kpc of unconfused optical galaxies wighadsociated

H 1 centroid, possibly indicative of severe tidal distorti@msincataloged gas-rich companions. A possible trend isddor an
excess of detected Hlux in unconfused galaxies within our large survey beantirado that detected previously in smaller
telescope beams, both as function of increasing distarttmareasing gas mass. This may be an indication foffas# gaseous
component on 100 kpc scales in the environment of massieigslor a population of uncataloged low mass companions. We
use our galaxy sample to estimate therdlass function from our survey volume. Good agreement isdauith the HIPASS
BGC results, but only after explicit correction for galaxgngity variations with distance.

Key words. Galaxies: distances and redshifts — Galaxies: evolutioalax@es: formation — Galaxies: fundamental parameters
— Galaxies: luminosity function, mass function

1. Introduction negative velocity features (Putman et[al._2002) are prignari

. N . ) associated in some way with the Galaxy and other Local Group
Unbiased wide-field surveys are an indispensible meanssfor ijects, while the positive velocity features are prinyeaisso-
termining the physical content of our extended environmeRiaq with moderately nearby (100 Mpc) external galaxies
The SDSS (Sloan Digital Sky Survey (York et @l. 2D00)) is @y Kilborn et al[2002). A northern hemisphere counteiripar

prime example of the way in which such work is providing,e 1yipaSS survey is now underway in the form of HIJASS
new insights at optical wavelengths into both the nearby anqI Jodrell All Sky Survey, Lang et &L, 2003).
distant universe. At radio frequencies there have been a num ' ’

ber of wide-field surveys for both continuum sources and, to a An interesting component of the negative velocity $ky
lesser extent, emitters and absorbers in specific speictesl | are the so-called compact high velocity clouds, CHVCs (Brau
The HIPASS survey (Barnes et &l_2D01) marks an importafatBurton [L999), which are isolated in position and velocity
milestone in achieving high sensitivity to iHemission over from the more extended high velocityildomplexes down to
more than half of the sky (given it's ongoing extension of theolumn densities below abotdy = 1.5x10*%cm™2. The sug-
Declination coverage from 0 t625°). HIPASS has provided gestion has been made that these objects may be the most dis-
a deep inventory of both negative and positive LGSR (Loctint component of the high velocity cloud phenomenon, per-
Group Standard of Rest) velocity iemission features. Thehaps extending to 100’s of kpc from their host galaxies. A cri
ical prediction of this scenario (De Heij et al._2002) is that

Send offprint requests to: R. Braun, e-mailrbraun@astron.nl a large population of faint CHVCs should be detected in the
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vicinity of M31 (at declination+40°) if enough sensitivity were cross-correlation data simultaneously for the two subyerof
available. While current observational data are condistith seven telescopes which observed the same set of positions on
this scenario, they are severely limited by the modest pothe sky. To this end, electronic tracking was employed durin
source sensitivity available at northern declinationgt{imithe each 60 second integration directed at the sequence oftentr
LeidenyDwingeloo Survey (Hartmann & Burtdn 1997)) whichpositions that was sweeping through the telescope beare at th
is almost an order of magnitude poorer than that of HIPASS é@arth-rotation rate. The two sub-arrays were each compafsed
the south. six telescopes with short relative spacings (betweem 36 and

We have undertaken a moderately sensitive large-aie® m) and a seventh telescope at a larger separation (of abou
H1 survey both to test for the predicted population of fairit.5 km). The duration of the drift-scan observations vanét
CHVCs near M31 as well as to carry out an unbiased seaiclination from about 4.3 to 6.2 hours. A typical observing
for H1 emission associated with background galaxies. We haagruence consisted of a standard observation of a primary ca
achieved arrms sensitivity of about 18 mJBeam at a ve- ibration source (3C48 or 3C286), a dual sub-array drifasca
locity resolution of 17 kmst over 1800 def and between observation and in some cases a second dual sub-array drift-
-1000 < Vpg < + 6500 kmst. The correspondingms scan observation. Each such session provided the survay dat
column density sensitivity for emission filling the 308800 for a strip of either 680.5 or 60<1 true degrees. Thirty of the
arcsec ffective beam area is about20'%cm 2 over 17 kms!. “double” sessions, lasting some 320 hours, could in priecip
For comparison, the HIPASS survey has achievedsanof provide the complete survey coverage.

about 14 mJfBeam at a velocity resolution of 18 km'syield- In practise, the observations were distributed over some 52
ing a slightly superior flux sensitivity. On the other harftg t sessions in the period 20@®/04 to 200211/16. An efort was
column density sensitivity for emission filling our largezam made to acquire the drift-scan data only after local sunset a
exceeds that of HIPASS by almost an order of magnitude. Singgfore local sunrise to minimize solar interference. Thisw
the linear FWHM diameter of our survey beam varies fromargely successful, with only a few hours of data showing the
about 10 kpc at a distance of 0.7 Mpc to more than 1 Mpgfects of the sun above the horizon. Aficet was also made

at 75 Mpc, it is only at Local Group distances that the condp insure that the drift-scan data was only acquired at moder
tion of beam filling is likely to be achieved. Compared to thgtely high elevations, both to eliminate the possibilityiraér-
Leiden/Dwingeloo Survey, we achieve an order of magnitudglescope shadowing and to optimize the system temperature
improvementin both flux density and brightness sensitiVify  Essentially all observations were done at elevations beiwé
detect more than 100 distinct features at high significanceand 85 deg, for which the system temperature variationstare o
each of the two velocity regimes (negative and positive LGSfrved to be less than 1 K, corresponding to about 3%. Repeat
velocities). In this paper we will describe the survey oliaer coverage of a number of scans was obtained in cases where
tions and data reduction procedures[d, followed by a pre- instrumental failure or severe interference led to a sigaift
sentation of the results for ouridletections of external galax-increase in the noise level.

ies in§[@ and closing with a brief discussion of these results in Data was acquired in two 20 MHz IF bands centered at

§M@. Our results at negative LGSR velocities will be presentqd 16 and 1398 MHz. The 18 MHz spacing of the two bands

Ina companion paper. was chosen to provide a contiguous velocity coverage at a
uniform nominal sensitivity. All auto- and cross-corrébats
were recorded for both linear polarizations in 512 unifgrml
weighted spectral channels across each 20 MHz band. A han-
2.1. Survey Strategy ning smoothing was applied after the fact to minimize thespe

tral side-lobes of interference, yielding a spectral resoh of

Our survey area was d_efmed to have an extent ot360 78.125 kHz, corresponding to about 16.6 and 16.8 #irs
true degrees oriented imv000 X d2000 and centered on the two bands

(2000, 92000 = (10°,35°), about 5south of the M31 nuclear

position. Data were acquired in a drift-scan mode, wherbby t

25 m telescopes of the WSRT array were kept stationary aP2. Data Reduction

specified start position and the sky drifted past at the earth

rotation rate. Each telescope beamwidth is about 35 arcnfife drift-scan data for each sub-array was inspected and

FWHM at an observing frequency of 1410 MHz. The fourteedt®gged in Classic AIPS using the SPFLG utility. Any question

telescopes of the array were split into two sub-arrays oéise\able features appearing in the (time,frequency) displagach

telescopes each. The two sub-arrays were pointed at decliigto-correlation baseline were critically compared ansotite

tions dfset from one another by 15 arcmin, in order to achieviét independent estimates (7 telescopes and 2 polarizptinats

Nyquist-sampled declination coverage of the survey area'igre available. Any features which were not reproduceden th

half the time that would otherwise be required. The recordéther simultaneous spectra (from telescopes seperated by a

data were averaged over 60 sec, corresponding to an anglildeh as 2 km) were flagged. This allowed quifieetive dis-

drift of about 15 arcmin of right ascension, to yield Nyquistcrimination against interference.

sampling in the scan direction of the telescope beam. Absolute flux calibration of both the auto- and cross-
Although the primary objective of the survey was acquiseorrelation data was provided by the observed mean cross-

tion of auto-correlation data, it was also desirable to &eqgucorrelation cofficient measured for the standard calibration

2. Observations and Data Reduction
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sources (3C48 or 3C286) of known flux density. The measured 5
ratio of flux density to correlation céiécient averaged over C
all 14 telescopes and 2 polarizations was 800 JyBeam. -
Although there are variations (typically less than abo#)0 _ o5 [
amongst the 28 independent receiver systems, the average gg {
of the system (at this frequency) has remained constaneat tj§ 5
quoted value over a period of several years to better tham-5 p§ 20 L

cent. The calibrator observation of each observing sesgisn £ [ = % 'n; Yy : wd ]
used both to determine the average gain value appropriate fg .2 R Nt e Ry s

the auto-correlations as well as providing phase and gain s@ 5
lutions appropriate for the calibration of the cross-clatien C i i 5 .
drift-scan data in that session. - P

Two different methods were employed to generate data- ;o L. I R SR S
cubes of the auto-correlation data. The first method emplaye 0 2000 4000 6000
local robust average of a 30 minute sliding window to estamat Vg, (km/s)
the band-pass as a function of time and a 850 ¥rsiding o _ ) _ )
window to estimate the continuum level as a function of fr&i9- 1. Variation ofrms fluctuation level with heliocentric ve-
quency. Only those values between the first and third qaartilOCity Over the survey velocity coverage.
were included in these averages, making them moderately ro-
bust to outliers, including Hemission features, in the data.
This method could be applied blindly and produced the mdsmpaign it was established that there were systematie vari
uniform noise characteristics in the resulting cube. Adsitc ations in the bandpass shape at the level of about 1:1000
was well-suited for the automated detection of faint sogircéVhich were closely correlated with small variations in ambi
However, moderately bright sources of Bimission that were €Nt temperature in the vicinity of the IF system electromios
extended either spatially or in velocity produced localineg- timescales of 0.5 to 5 hours. Steps were taken to stabilze th
ative artifacts. The best results under these circumstamese airflow and ambient temperature which led to a substantial im
obtained with the more complicated procedure outlinedvseloProvement in baseline stability. Even so, the remaining-fluc
1) a quadratic baseline in time was fit to the entire driftrsd tuations are still a limiting factor to the final auto-coatbn
4to 6 hour duration) and divided out after masking out any |§€nsitivity, at least in the upper one third of each 20 MHzchan
calized regions of emission, 2) a constaffiset was determined Where they were most severe.
and divided out of each frequency spectrum after masking out The drift-scan data were resampled in frequency to convert
any regions of line emission (including the extended emissifrom the fixed geocentric frequencies of each observing date
from the Galaxy), 3) a quadratic baseline in frequency was & heliocentric radial velocities at each observed pasitiéy
and subtracted from the lower half (the first 10 MHz) of eackaussian smoothing with 1800 true arcsec FWHM was applied
frequency spectrum after masking out any regions of linessemin RA before combining the 120 drift-scans into a data-cuive f
sion, 4) an alternative baseline solution (primarily fa tipper €ach 20 MHz band. A spatial resampling was then carried out
10 MHz of each band) was derived from a boxcar smootht@iconvert from the rectangulas(s) of the acquired data to a
spectrum with 6 MHz box-width and subtracted from each fr@rojected &, 6) geometry. Finally, a spatial convolution with a
quency spectrum after masking out any regions of line em&00x900 arcsec FWHM Gaussian with PA0°was applied to
sion, 5) a cubic baseline in time was fit and subtracted outifroduce the desired degree of spatial correlation in diselt.
each drift-scan after masking out any localized regionsrige The average primary beam of the WSRT array at an
sion, 6) all unflagged data for each position and frequencg webserving frequency of 1400 MHz has been determined
averaged, 7) the entire process (steps (1) through (6) abowéh a holographic measurement (and can be found depicted
was repeated using an updated mask to isolate regions of sig-http//www.astron.nwsrfwsrtGuid¢gWSRT21BEAM.P5).
nificant emission from the baseline determination. The central positive lobe has an area of 1535 aréraimd is

The rationale for each step noted above was the folowingpderately well-fit by a Gaussian with 2235 arcsec FWHM.
step (1) was intended to compensate for long timescale-vafeak sidelobe levels are about 0.1%. The same sequence of
tions in the basic bandpass shape, step (2) for the possibie spatial smoothings described above, first a 900” box-ca’in R
tributions of bright continuum sources to the system tempetto simulate the drift-scan, then a 1800” Gaussian in RA and
ture as function of time, steps (3) and (4) for residual aorrethen a 90&1800” Gaussian ind, §) was applied to a digital
tions to the bandpass shape on short timescales (where it weggesentation of the primary beam. This allowed estimatio
found empirically that the two ffierent methods gave somethe dfective beam size for the survey, which can be approxi-
what superior results in the two halves of the band) and steated by a Gaussian of 3022810 arcsec at PA 90°, as well
(5) for residual corrections to the bandpass shape on ieterras the beam dilution factor needed to preserve the absaiute fl
diate timescales. scale in units of JBeam.

Although the survey strategy was designed to provide the The resultingrms fluctuation level as function of he-
most stable possible bandpass response, this proved tdid®entric velocity is shown in Figldl as determined from
somewhat disappointing. During the course of the observiagfit to the peak of the histogram in each velocity chan-



http://www.astron.nl/wsrt/wsrtGuide/WSRT21BEAM.PS

4 Braun, Thilker & Walterbos: Background galaxies in the VWSRde-field survey

nel. The dfective velocity coverage extends from aboues will be unresolved with ourfiective FWHM beamsize of
-1000 < Vpa < 6500 kmst. An increased noise 3020<2810 arcsec, corresponding tox@B kpc at the nearest
level is seen for-200 < Vupg <150 kms! due galaxy distance of 5 Mpc. This assumption was tested by com-
to intermediate velocity emission features associatedh wiparing the peak with the integrated flux of a Gaussian fit to an
the Galaxy. Slightly elevated noise levels are also seen forage of integrated IHfor each source. While some sources
1700 < Vyg <2600 kmstand5500< Vyg <6500kmst  show clear signs of confusion from nearby companions (which
due to the problems of spectral baseline stability in theenppwill be discussed in detail below), there were no instandes o
third of each 20 MHz band as noted above. A small velocityur having significantly resolved single galaxies with our-s
range near 1500 kntsalso has a slightly higher noise due tovey beam. The associated error in flux density was determined
a significant degree of data flagging at this velocity that waser a velocity interval of 1.5W,q (where Wy is the velocity
made necessary by recurring interference. width of the emission profile at 20% of the peak intensity) to-
gether with the actualwus fluctuation level associated with this
velocity interval.

Only the 155 candidates with an integrated flux density ex-
An overview of the survey sky coverage, together with an-indieeding 8 times the associated error where retained. @pectr
cation of some of the galaxy detections, is given in Bg. 2kPeof each detection are shown in FIg. 3 for the single spatial
H1 brightness at a velocity resolution of 42 km$WHM is  pixel with the maximum integrated Hsignal. The source cen-
shown in the figure for the velocity interval 25& Vue < troid positions were determined from either a Gaussian or a
1500 kms™. The first contour in the figure corresponds to agyarabolic fit to the peak in images of integratedlide strength
proximately 4~ at this velocity resolution. The total solid angleyver the full velocity extent of each detection. The positib
observed is 1800 dégTheRMS fluctuation level varies Sllghtly accuracy is dependent on the Signa|_to_noise ratiO, and-is e
with recession VelOCity (aS shown in F 1) The pOSitiOhS @ected to be rough|y HWHMS/n)' |mp|y|ng about 3 arcmin

bright continuum sources (brighter than a few Jy) displajdre gws in bothe ands for the lowest significance detections.
ual fluctuations in excess of the nominal noise level. The re-

sulting noise distribution is not entirely Gaussian, andtffiis

reason we consider it necessary to adopt a conservativaficut3. 1. Galaxy properties
in our blind extraction of reliable Hdetections. Rosenberg & i , i
Schneider[2002) have shown from their extensive simuiatio] ' Properties of our kiselected detections are summarized
involving insertion of artificial sources into surveys ofstype N TableLl. In addition to the position of therk¢entroid and

- i i i 1
that an asymptotic completeness level is reached at a sigﬁ%tle%ml‘_ted flu>$ den5|tyl,:_H| in llm'?s of Jy-kdm SI' we ta%ulhate
to-noise ratio of about 8 (in terms of integrated signalrsjth the heliocentric recession velocity,¥, and velocity width at

relative to the error in the integral), while below this sidpto- ﬁO%bOf the peak b(;lghtness,éé\lgh? mteglratled_ fluxhden3|ty
noise ratio the completeness drops dramatically. as been converted to an bhass by first calculating the reces-

Candidate H detections in our combined data-cubes werdon VElocity in t_he Local Group Standard of Rest framess#
determined by two dierent methods. In the first instance, thé Ve + 30013"” (E(l)s b, th_en assuming a Hubble constant,
SAD source finding algorithm within Classic AIPS was used ta° ~ 75km s Mpc—to derive the dlstanc®2 = Viesr/Ho
extract all local peaks in excess of 3 times the local RMSlleV8 Mp.c,.and finally using M, = 2'356’(1059 Fri under the
in datacubes having Nyquist-sampled velocity resolutafrs  S'MPlifying assumption of negligible Hopacity.

5, 10, 20 and 50 times the basic velocity channel seperation Seven of our detections have recession velocities that lie
of 8.4 kms?. A reduced list of emission candidates having Bear the transition in our velocity coverage from the loveer t
detected peak in excess of i at least two dierent velocity the upper band of 20 MHz width, at4 ~ 2800 kms™.
channels or two dierent velocity smoothings was extracted fo¥Vhile our velocity coverage is complete across this transi-
further analysis. The aim of this procedure was to reliably rtion, the spectral baseline extent is severely impairectich
cover significant detections spanning a wide range in oleser@bjects. Consequently, there is a large systematic uncgrta
linewidth. A complimentary list of candidates was detereain in the integrated flux density, recession velocity and vigfoc
from visual inspection of subsequent channel maps as wellvggth of these detections. Two of our detections (UGC 11864
subsequent postion—velocity projections using the KVIEgY d ahd UGCA 020) lie at the edge of our nominal sky coverage, so
play program (Gooch 1995) for the data-cubes at velocity rd§at they are not properly sampled and also have large uncer-
olutions of 2, 5, 10, 20 and 50 times the basic velocity chanrf@inties in their properties. We indicate these large uaatfes
seperation of 8.4 knt. Candidate features were rejected Y @ “:" suffix in Table[l and do not use our measured proper-
their response in our data-cubes before spatial smoothémg wties for these sources in the subsequent analysis.

inconsistent with the telescope beam response in eitloe, The spatial distribution of our Hdetections derived from
implying the time variable signature of interference. Thegs the distance calculated as above is shown in[fig. 4, botiméor t
erties of some 500 candidate detections were then estinmatedntire depth of our survey (about 80 Mpc) and out to 20 Mpc.
detail. In particular, the integrated line strength wagdeatned A moderate galaxy concentration out to about 15 Mpc is fol-
for each candidate by extracting the single spectrum from dawed by an apparent void over much of our surveyed field out
spatially smoothed data-cubes with the highest total flune deo about 45 Mpc, which in turn is followed by an substantial
sity. The underlying assumption is that essentially albgal increase in detected number density out to about 80 Mpc. A

3. Results
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Table 1. Properties of H detected Galaxies
Name R.A. (J2000) Dec. (J2000) nY Wy St 6Sn  log(My) Optical ID Noté¢ Offset Comp
(hms) ¢"") (kms™) Qy kmsh)  (Mo) 0
1) (2 3 4 ) ® @ 8 (9 (10) (11) (12)

J2158-4219 2158 47 4219 46 4335 245 9: - 9.92 UGC 11864 9.8 004
J2202-4838 2202 49 48 38 16 3605 300 9.3 0.82 9.77 —?7—- 0.0 000
J2203-4345 2203 36 4345 24 455 165 995 0.64 9.37 UGC 11891 0.7 008
J2206-4714 22 06 23 47 14 05 1110 240 344 0.77 9.45 UGC 11909 1.5 004
J2208-4433 220854 44 33 50 3110 230 243 0.72 10.07 UGC 11923 c 1.5 108
J2209-3917 2209 22 3917 30 4710 125 7.1 055 9.87 UGC 11929 c 3.0 100
J2216-4101 221010 410103 4600 350 59.6 0.90 10.78 NGC 7223 c 0.2 326
J2212-4521 2212 38 452155 1100 200 46.9 0.67 9.58 NGC 7231 c 2.6 308
J2216+4122 221655 41 22 33 4190 490 179 1.00 10.18 UGC 11973 c 7.7 102
J2217%4542 221726 4542 25 5730 120 8.8 0.55 10.13 UGC 11979 7.6 006
J2218-4029 221805 4029 17 1198 90 54 0.40 8.70 NGC 7250 51 002
J2228-2907 222812 2907 10 990 220 146 0.72 8.99 NGC 7286 49 005
J2228-3016 222822 3016 10 985 85 185 0.44 9.09 NGC 7292 1.6 002
J2230-3842 223033 3842 50 695 55 9.6 0.33 859 KKR71 1.5 005
J2230-3344 223044 334455 890 120 286 0.52 9.22 UGC 12060 1.9 003
J2233-3903 223314 390331 5385 410 21.7 1.01 10.47 UGC 12077 c 7.1 135
J2234-3251 223413 325109 805 95 26.8 0.46 9.12 UGC 12082 0.7 000
J223 %3424 223701 3424 32 835 510 230.5 1.13 10.08 NGC 7331 0.8 006
J223%2353 223725 235323 1378 372 8.9 0.57 9.00 NGC 7332 c 5.5 204
J2242-3744 224219 37 44 41 4695 275 10.8 0.82 10.05 CGCG 514-098 6 O
J22506-2909 225023 290955 895 120 16.3 0.52 8.97 UGC 12212 2.3 000
J2304-2708 2304 17 2708 25 1060 150 6.6 0.53 8.68 UGC 12340 3.9 009
J2313-2900 231332 2900 04 3690 220 17.1  0.70 10.05 UGC 12430 c 25 103
J2322-4050 232205 4050 03 380 255 3420 0.81 9.79 NGC 7640 o] 0.7 001
J2326-2504 232645 2504 20 3490 370 213 091 10.10 NGC 7664 1.3 005
J2326-3046 2326 50 30 46 06 4520 140 53 053 9.70 UGC 12609 + 21.2 001
J2327%2334 232735 233419 3440 240 145 0.73 9.92 NGC 7673 c 1.8 103
J2328-2234 232854 2234 46 3475 350 10.8 0.95 9.80 NGC 7678 11.2 013
J2329-4101 232955 4101 20 425 135 75.6 0.55 9.19 UGC 12632 o] 2.0 001
J23306-3008 233045 3008 45 4530 160 11.7 0.59 10.05 UGC 12639 6.0 002
J2331-2851 233131 285140 5510 240 8.1 0.70 10.05 Mrk 0930 c 7.9 104
J2333-2657 233320 26 57 10 3695 145 6.9 0.56 9.65 CGCG 476-066 5.2 006
J2336-3216 2336 09 3216 26 4955 320 12.1 0.80 10.14 UGC 12693 c 8.6 101
J233%3602 233732 36 02 57 5020 700 27.0 1.20 1050 UGC 12697 ++ 19.6 001
J2337%3048 2337 39 3048 40 295 165 9.3 0.66 8.07 UGC 12713 9.8 002
J2339-2509 233944 2509 31 4935 75 3.6 0.43 9.61 CGCG 476-100 ? 4.0 008
J23406-2615 234043 261544 750 140 89.1 0.56 9.56 UGC 12732 o} 1.7 009
J2346-3330 2346 15 333034 4950 370 11.8 0.96 10.13 UGC 12776 8.4 004
J2347%2932 234729 293259 5115 525 19.1 1.4 10.36 NGC 7753 c 6.6 100
J2348-2612 234858 2612 45 800 100 18.8 0.47 8.93 UGC 12791 2.0 004
J2349-4755 234912 47 55 30 4620 165 6.1 0.64 9.79 UGC 12796 1.3 000
J2356-3203 2356 05 320329 4850 265 11.2  0.73 10.09 UGC 12845 10.7 009
J2358-4656 235858 46 56 57 5080 430 10.8 1.06 10.11 1C 1525 c 4.7 303
JO006-3927 00 00 22 3927 20 330 70 75 043 8.03 UGC 12894 2.4 000
J0006-2320 00 00 37 232027 4560 85 54 041 9.71 UGC 12914 c 16.4 102
J0003-3132 00 03 27 313225 4940 390 11.0 0.98 10.09 CGCG 498-067 c 8
JO004-3129 00 04 20 312932 5020 150 88 041 10.01 NGC 7819 c 1.5 304
J0006-4749 00 06 55 47 49 15 4300 85 103 0.44 9.95 UGC 00048 4.6 002
JO00%2740 00 07 27 27 40 17 4620 190 151 0.62 10.17 NGC 0001 c 3.3 129
JOO007%4056 00 07 48 40 56 23 305 90 16.0 0.47 8.32 UGC 00064 3.9 002
J0016-2557 00 1007 255706 4618 360 229 0.97 10.35 NGC 0023 c 3.4 202
JO01%-3319 00 11 03 331927 4806 370 18.6 0.86 10.30 NGC 0021 c 3.8 409

a8 Explanation of notes: “c” for confused sources, “?” for smg without a previous red-shift ,“0” for cases of a significzentroid dfset of
less than 10 kpc,+” for cases of centroidfiiset in excess of 10 kpc and5c-, “++” for centroid dfset greater than 10 kpc andl0o-.
b A three digit “confusion” index, “abc” enumerating the nuentof cataloged campanions (truncated at 9) within’a&@ius which are (a)
within 400 km s?, (b) between 400 and 1000 kmtand (c) of unknown red-shift.
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Table 2. Properties of H detected Galaxies (continued.)
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Name R.A. (J2000) Dec. (J2000) nY Wy St 6Sn  log(My) Optical ID Noté¢ Offset Comp
(hms) ¢"") (kms™) Qy kmsh)  (Mo) 0
1) (2 3 4 ) (6) ) 8 (9 (10) (11) (12)

J0012-4147 001216 41 47 48 5000 100 50 045 9.76 UGC 00112 29 001
J0013-2655 001351 26 55 49 4680 244 122 0.78 10.09 UGC 00127 25 001
J0013-3606 00 1358 36 06 18 4580 120 7.0 049 9.83 UGC 00128 6.8 003
J0028-4320 00 28 59 432055 190 40 41 0.34 7.52 UGC 00288 5.0 003
J0042-4031 004231 4031 36 230 100 224 050 8.31 AndlIV 2.7 019
J0043-2705 004358 270505 5190 240 148 0.79 10.26 UGC 00470 c 1472 10
J0047%2951 0047 52 295132 5030 105 39 046 9.65 CGCG501-016 c 6.6 70
J0048-3159 00 48 47 315916 4530 105 215 048 10.31 NGC 0262 c 1.8 223
J0052-4733 0052 14 47 33 34 640 150 479 057 9.19 NGC 0278 1.7 003
J0106-4757 010013 4757 15 2740 200 23: - 9.93 UGC 00622 c 35 302
J0106-4746 010054 47 46 20 2650 410 90: - 10.50 IC 0065 C 5.4 302
J0103-4149 01 0356 41 49 58 840 135 23.6 0.56 9.05 UGC 00655 1.1 002
J0116-4316 011033 4316 14 4945 390 149 1.01 10.22 UGC 00728 c 1.2 104
J0116-4934 011034 493412 645 150 39.8 057 9.11 UGC 00731 0] 25 003
J0114-2710 011456 271024 3650 390 129 0.86 9.90 ADBSJ0114 3.3 005
J0116+3727 01 1658 372702 4830 120 7.3 049 9.89 UGCAO016 8.9 005
J0126-3327 012042 332710 5420 50 55 0.32 9.86 CGCG 502-039 C 2.8 953
J0125-3400 012548 340019 4820 640 187 1.26 10.30 NGC 0523 c 5.8 514
J0127%3126 012731 3126 47 4108 494 143 1.13 10.04 UGC 01033 6.6 004
J0136-4100 013002 4100 14 2810 170 17: - 9.81 UGC 01070 c 1.8 102
J0136-2551 013004 2551 30 3660 155 84 056 9.71 UGC 01073 0.9 000
J0136-2402 013050 240225 3415 115 81 052 9.64 UGC 01084 9.0 o001
J0136-3404 013059 3404 46 5035 400 141 1.00 10.21 CGCG 521-039 C 100
J0135-4752 013551 47 52 48 5310 500 141 1.14 10.26 UGCO01132 + 20.1 002
J0136+4759 0136 18 47 59 50 1700 120 11.2 0.56 9.24 Anon ? 6.0 001
J0143-1959 014315 1959 00 490 80 5. - 7.96 UGCA 020 0.5 002
J0143-2843 014332 284312 4030 205 10.8 0.64 9.90 NGC 0661 c 9.4 209
J0143-2736 014335 2736 01 4025 240 6.3 0.70 9.67 FGCO0191 + 23.0 009
J0145-2533 014543 253350 3830 120 10.6 0.52 9.85 UGC 01230 35 011
J0147%2723 0147 44 272339 390 290 257.0 0.87 9.52 VV 338 Gpair o] 0.84 00
J0149%3234 014938 323455 155 140 36.9 0.66 8.24 UGC 01281 1.5 009
J0156-3515 015032 351510 4200 460 10.3 1.06 9.92 NGC 0688 c 3.1 659
J0156-2159 015052 215955 2935 175 242  0.63 9.98 NGC 0694 c 15 701
J01512216 015113 2216 20 3100 480 55.7 1.04 10.39 NGC 0697 c 5.3 402
J0154-3720 015420 372036 5515 205 7.2 0.66 9.99 UGC 01398 c 23.4 988
J0154-2049 015425 2049 04 4930 220 6.1 0.76 9.82 NGCO0722 8.8 003
J0154-2310 015427 231044 4975 185 9.1 0.70 10.00 [ZBS97] A3l c 9.91 20
J015%3557 015741 355712 4908 350 154 0.57 9.61 NGCO0753 c 2.2 539
J0157% 4454 015759 4454 10 705 135 19.8 0.54 8.83 NGC 0746 1.7 002
J0158-2453 015849 24 53 57 5110 175 39.7 0.66 10.66 NGC 0765 c 0.5 302
J0206-2814 02 0053 2814 26 5300 185 53 0.61 9.82 NGC 0780 c 3.9 105
J0206-3155 02 00 56 315517 5200 210 126 0.74 10.18 NGC 0783 c 3.2 508
J02012850 020118 285005 190 120 63.7 0.58 8.52 NGCO0784 c 0.3 105
J0203-2205 020301 220542 2680 350 55: - 10.26 UGC 01547 55 001
J0203-2402 02 03 38 24 02 40 2690 70 7: - 9.37 UGC 01551 c 1.9 103
J0205-2441 020544 24 4128 4825 255 119 0.72 10.09 UGC 01575 c 7.8 102
J0205-3457 02 0553 3457 47 4385 410 124 0.91 10.03 UGC 01581 c 6.3 109
J0206+4435 02 06 40 44 35 40 5200 525 328 117 10.60 NGC 0812 c 24 107
J0208-3203 02 08 49 320324 5010 115 12.2 0.55 10.14 UGC 01641 5.9 002
J0213-4156 021349 4156 44 4355 120 51 0.49 9.64 CGCG 538-034 46 005
J0213-3724 02 1351 372416 4635 210 176 0.65 10.23 UGCO01721 c 8.6 106
J0215-2511 02 1532 251129 5005 350 12.7 0.95 10.15 UGC 01739 29 002

a8 Explanation of notes: “c” for confused sources, “?” for smg without a previous red-shift ,“0” for cases of a significzentroid dfset of

less than 10 kpc,+” for cases of centroidfiiset in excess of 10 kpc and5c-, “++” for centroid dfset greater than 10 kpc andl0o-.

b A three digit “confusion” index, “abc” enumerating the nuentof cataloged campanions (truncated at 9) within’a&@ius which are (a)
within 400 km s?, (b) between 400 and 1000 kmtand (c) of unknown red-shift.
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Table 3. Properties of H detected Galaxies (continued.)
Name R.A. (J2000) Dec. (J2000) nY Wy St 6Sn  log(My) Optical ID Noté¢ Offset Comp.
(hms) ¢"") (kms™) Qy kmsh)  (Mo) 0
@ &) ©)) @ © ® @ ® (10) 11y @12

J0215-2834 02 1557 283423 3023 255 119 0.74 9.70 NGC 0865 c 42 103
J0217%42938 0217 35 29 38 05 5250 70 50 042 9.79 MRK 1030 6.8 009
J0221+2828 022103 28 28 44 4750 205 178 0.64 10.25 UGCO01791 ++ 20.6 003
J0221-4245 022113 42 45 45 625 70 7.0 0.39 8.28 UGC 01807 c 0.0 109
J0222-2515 02 22 28 251534 4625 370 124 0.93 10.07 CGCG 483-018 C a1y
J0222-4754 02 22 38 4754 15 5120 165 11.2 0.65 10.12 UGC 01830 c 34 104
J0222-4219 022235 4219 40 560 480 1949 0.98 9.65 NGC 0891 c 1.3 109
J0224+-3559 02 24 52 3559 25 575 100 149 0.77 8.53 UGC 01865 3.3 001
J0225-3136 022510 3136 40 4800 290 12.7 0.83 10.12 UGC 01856 8.2 013
J0227%3334 022712 333451 555 220 3025 0.69 9.81 NGC 0925 o} 0.4 003
J0227%4159 02 27 36 4159 31 5650 275 199 0.83 10.45 NGC 0923 c 0.9 749
J0227%3142 02 27 41 314225 600 140 10.0 054 8.37 UGC 01924 2.2 003
J0228-3115 02 28 43 311500 5030 475 257 1.14 10.46 NGC 0931 c 7.1 302
J0228-4556 02 2851 45 56 37 5090 480 13.0 1.12 10.18 1C 1799 c 1.8 106
J02306-3705 02 30 49 370508 625 220 156 0.69 8.61 NGC 0949 3.1 003
J023%-2835 023112 28 3508 4620 290 9.7 0.77 9.96 UGC 01971 c 16.1 209
J0232-3526 023204 3526 35 570 100 9.6 0.46 8.33 NGC 0959 5.2 003
J0232-2328 02 32 26 232801 5560 500 236 1.36 10.50 UGC 02020 c 10.6 10
J0232-2852 02 3242 285213 1015 105 158 0.48 8.94 UGC 02017 1.9 009
J0232-3845 02 32 56 3845 20 575 90 46 0.44 8.03 UGC 02014 4.6 001
J0233-3330 02 33 20 333000 605 55 184 0.33 8.64 UGC 02023 0.7 002
J0233-4032 023351 403210 580 70 36.0 0.39 8.93 UGC 02034 1.5 004
J0233-3210 02 3325 321007 4670 220 75 0.67 9.86 IC 1815 c 19.5 305
J0234-2923 02 34 02 292303 1530 375 17.3 1.16 9.30 NGCO0972 5.0 019
J0234-2056 023421 2056 39 4355 345 147 0.90 10.09 NGC 0976 c 5.3 202
J0234-2943 02 34 40 2943 45 1025 100 19.8 0.48 9.05 UGC 02053 2.6 019
J0235-3727 02 35 32 37 27 39 3850 220 144 0.71 9.99 UGC 02065 c 24 303
J0236-2523 02 36 20 2523 47 705 215 487 0.68 9.15 UGC 02082 1.9 009
J0236-3857 02 36 25 385753 905 140 1409 0.56 9.83 1C 0239 0.6 000
J0236-2104 02 36 48 210424 4150 325 246 0.90 10.27 NGC 0992 + 8.9 001
J0239-4052 023914 405200 625 230 186.0 0.70 9.69 NGC 1003 c 0.6 107
J0239-3009 023914 300955 970 195 39.8 0.67 9.31 NGC1012 0.9 019
J0239-3015 02 3955 301543 810 40 54 0.30 8.31 [VR94] 0236 c? 0.9 108
J0239-3905 02 3956 390525 605 370 40.0 0.86 8.99 NGC 1023 c 5.7 405
J02406-4221 02 4018 42 21 41 4175 180 6.8 0.67 9.73 IRAS 0237 c 15.0 115
J0246-3920 02 40 33 392020 925 120 141 0.52 8.84 NGC 1023C c 2.8 400
J0241-3213 02 41 08 321355 4481 240 147 0.70 10.12 CGCG 505-033 c 2w
J0242-4327 024216 43 27 50 565 60 3.2 0.36 7.86 UGC02172 6.6 001
J0242-2829 02 4253 2829 40 1545 310 319 103 9.57 NGC 1056 4.9 009
J0243-3720 024330 372035 520 45 944 031 9.26 NGC 1058 0.2 009
J0244+3208 02 44 56 3208 30 1580 140 13.3 0.60 9.22 kkh 014 1.9 007
J024744114 02 47 50 4114 40 4045 290 143 0.85 10.03 NGC 1086 c 1.2 240
J0247%-3736 02 47 44 37 36 29 560 150 29.0 0.55 8.79 UGC 02259 c 4.7 107
J0254-4238 025413 42 38 30 2150 200 115 0.99 9.41 UGC 02370 25 001
J0259-4452 02 59 58 44 52 55 1800 100 11.1  0.58 9.25 NGC 1161 c 13,5 118
J0302-4852 030215 4852 36 2440 270 16.8 0.86 9.68 HFLLZOAG144 c? 2187
J0302-4232 030210 42 32 39 4170 275 8.8 0.83 9.84 NGC 1164 c 3.1 132
J0304-4313 03 04 58 431339 2760 265 19: - 9.83 NGC1171 14.8 003
J0305-4215 03 05 48 421510 2810 240 14: - 9.71 1C0284 c 8.2 107
J0309-3840 030931 3840 20 3410 150 16.9 0.59 9.95 NGC1213 3.0 001
J0332-4747 033200 47 47 55 220 90 233 0.46 8.14 UGC 02773 1.3 009

a Explanation of notes: “c” for confused sources, “?” for sms without a previous red-shift ,“0” for cases of a significzentroid dfset of
less than 10 kpc,+” for cases of centroidffiset in excess of 10 kpc and5c-, “++” for centroid dfset greater than 10 kpc and10o.
b A three digit “confusion” index, “abc” enumerating the nuentof cataloged campanions (truncated at 9) within’a&@ius which are (a)
within 400 km s?, (b) between 400 and 1000 kmtand (c) of unknown red-shift.
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Fig. 2. lllustration of the survey sky coverage and galaxy detestioetween 250< Vyg < 1500 kms?. The peak brightness
of H1 emission at a velocity resolution of 42 kmtsFWHM is shown in this velocity interval with a linear greysedetween
and 5 and 100 mJgeam and contours drawn at (1, 2, 5, 10, 20 and 50) times 4 Badyn.

galaxy filament along the eastern edge of our coverage con-J2339%2509 appears to be associated with CGCG 476-100,
nects the nearby and more distant concentrations. although no previous red-shift is available for this galaxy

J0136-4759 appears to be associated with an uncataloged
LSB galaxy at &, 6) = (01:36:40+48:03:40), lying very near a
bright foreground star.

Cataloged counterparts of ourrHiletections were sought in ~ J0239-3015 is very likely associated with the NED galaxy
the NASAIPAC Extragalactic Database (NED) on 200301 [VR94] 0236.9-3003 with tabulated photometry by Vennik &
within an extended error circle of 30 arcmin radius. Thigeka Richter [1994), but without a previous red-shift deterrtima
radius was chosen since it corresponds to the radius of #te fir J0302-4852 appears to be associated with the cataloged
nullin the primary beam of the WSRT telescopes. Only objeasurce HFLLZOA G144.00-08.53 which has no previous red-
within this radius can contribute significantly to our deést shift determination.
Hi fluxes. Identifications with cataloged galaxies having pub- | the final column of Tabl€l1 we give an indication of
lished red-shifts was possible in most cases. The NED ID’S gown and possible companions of our detections. We list the
our Hi detections are listed in Talile 1 together with the angulgfimber (truncated at a maximum value of nine) of NED galax-
offset of the NED position from that of theirtentroid. Some jes within a 30 arcmin search radius of the primary optical ID
objects deserving special attention are noted below. which have (a) a known red-shift within 400 kmtf the pri-
J2202-4838, corresponding td,p) = (96.5,-5.4), has mary ID, (b) a known red-shift between 400 and 1000 kins
no cataloged optical counterpart nor candidate galaxypleisi of the primary ID, and (c) an unknown reshift. These three cat
in the DSS. Given the low galactic latitude of this line-aftg egories of possible companion galaxies have been used to de-
this is perhaps not too surprising. fine a confusion index relevant to our survey made up of the

3.2. Optical ID’s
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Fig. 3. Hi1 spectra of detected galaxies. The complete set of panetdlfdetected galaxies is only available in the electronic
version of the paper at htjpwww.epdsciences.crg. The catalog designation is indidatéhe upper left of each panel, while the
likely optical ID is indicated in the upper right.

three digits “abc”. All sources with a confusion index of 10@eserves some further comment. Although some of our de-
or greater are indicated by a “c” entry in the Note column décted galaxies have a large number of objects (as many as 66)
Table[l. A total of 85 of our 155 detections are classified @sthis category, it is often merely an indication that thegel
“unconfused” by this criterion. The number of possible confield has received intensive study, usually directed at &nlis
panions in the third category considered (no known redshibackground galaxy cluster. While this category remainsan a
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Fig. 4. Wedge diagrams for the Hletected galaxies in our survey. All detected galaxies epected on the left, while only
those within 20 Mpc are shown on the right.

biguous and non-uniform measure of possible companions, it T — T — T
still gives some indication of what is known of the galaxy en- L [
vironment. - '
We compare the anticipated centroid error of our dé-
tections (fromv2 HWHM/(s/n)) with the angular and linear
offsets of the NED ID’s in Figld5. The dotted lines in the fig-< 100
ure correspond to 1, 2.5, 5 and 10 times the estimated cdntro,
error. Nominally unconfused galaxies (those with no knowr™
companions within 30 arcmin and 400 kmi}are plotted as E
filled circles in the figure, while galaxies with known nearbyf
companions are plotted as the open circles. The mean oliserve
offset for the unconfused galaxies is 4.8 arcmin and 66 kpc, a%
though the majority of these have a low significance. A smatg
concentration of significant centroidfeets is seen below about E
3 arcmin and 10 kpc. These cases are indicated by an “0” en-
try in the Note column of TablEl 1. This component may be
due to asymmetries in themdlistribution of individual objects, T o T
since it corresponds to sub-galactic dimensions. Most ef th 10 100
large observedftsets occur in cases of galaxies with cataloged
companions. In addition, there are a small number of ingtsinc

of larger angular fisets of high significance in apparently Ungiq 7 comparison of our survey integrated fuxes with pre-
confused galaxies. Positionafsets larger than 10 kpc andts \ioys determinations in the literature. The objects inttiddy
are seen in 6 instances, and larger than 10 kpc andriwo. nen circles have cataloged companions within 30 arcmin and
These cases have been indicated in the Note column of ablgyh m 51 and are classified as confused. The linear regression
by a “+” symbol entry for dfsets larger than 10 kpc an@S gq|ytion excluding these objects is plotted as a dotteddie
and a pair of %" symbols for dfsets larger than 10 kpc andy 5 5 slope within 0.8 % of unity.
100. This component of fisets is suggestive of either severe
asymmetries in the gas distribution of single galaxies arimg
uncataloged gas-rich companions within the telescope bean30x30 arcmin field centered approximately on thedéntroid

In Fig. @ we present an atlas of images taken from theas extracted.
second generation digital sky survey of the Space Telescope
Science Institute for all of the Hdetections with somewhat . .
ambiguous optical ID’s. Those fields are depicted which Iaavé? -3. Previous Hr detections
significant angularfiset (more than®) from the optical ID, or Previous measurements of ther ontent of our detections
which have no prior red-shift determination. In each caseda rwere available within NED and LEDA (and the references tab-

m/s)

10

Survey HI Flux (Jy—km/s)
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Fig.5. Comparison of the expectedss positional error with the observed positiondfsets of our H detections from the
primary optical counterpart. The dotted lines correspond.g, 5 and 16. Dashed lines are drawn at affset of 3 arcmin
and 10 kpc, which may distinguish cases of internal asymeasetrom confusion with gas-rich companions. Galaxies with
cataloged companions within 30 arcmin and 400 khese plotted as filled circles, while those with such compasiare plotted
as open circles.

Fig. 6. Atlas of ambiguous optical ID’s. All H detections are depicted which have a significant angufaeb(more than &)
from the optical ID, or which have no prior red-shift detenaion. Countours at 80, 90 and 97% of the peak in integrateatél
overlaid on a 3@30 arcmin red frame from the second generation DSS. A squatgransfer function is used for the optical
image.(This figure follows the preprint as a .png file, rathan embedded PS.

ulated there) in 132 of 155 cases. We plot our flux densities Given our larger beam area it is interesting to search for
against the LEDA values in Fif 7. Therfluxes tabulated in any systematic increase in ther Me detect relative to what
LEDA correspond to weighted averages of all previously pubas been detected previously in a smaller beam. In the first in
lished values. Those cases marked in the last column of Mhbktance we plot the ratio of our surveyi flux relative to that

as being possibly confused in our telescope beam (having daleulated by LEDA as function of distance and hhass in

or more cataloged companion galaxies within 30 arcmin sadibig.[d. Only those galaxies for which the flux ratio had a signa
and 400 kms!) are plotted separately as the open circles in-noise greater than 5 are plotted, after taking accouttief
Fig.[. The distribution is consistent with essentially #ane uncertainties in both our value and that tabulated by LEDA.
absolute flux scale for the isolated galaxies. A linear regjom The data-points are relatively few in number and quite
solution (fit to the linear fluxes rather than their logari)hs noisy. Essentially no excess flux is seen as function of mista
overlaid on the data in Fi§l] 7 and has a slope of 0.992, cor(ehe distribution has a correlation deient,r = 0.080 and
sponding to a mean flux-scale discrepancy of less than 0.8tudent’st = 0.269, corresponding to a probability of signifi-
The confused galaxies of our sample show both a larger sagince P = 60%), while a weak trend of excess detectadlhix

ter and a systematic trend for an excesdlkix detected in our may be present as function ofikhass ( = 0.195,t = 0.946,
larger telescope beam. P = 85%). The linear regression solutions with equal weights
given to all points are overlaid in both cases.

The LEDA data has been obtained from a wide variety of
sources with a corresponding variety in both beam size and
An important diterence between the flux measurements realibration strategy. To eliminate these variables fromfthix
ported here and those in the literature is the laffgctive beam comparison we also plot the ratio of our survey fux rela-
size of our survey. Indeed, compared to thex®7" FWHM tive to that measured previously with the Arecibo telescape
beam of the upgraded Arecibo telescope, ow4® beam has function of distance and Hnass in Fig[®. The Arecibo data is
a 200 times greater solid angle. The linear FWHM diameter tatken from the Pisces-Perseus supercluster survey (Gibivan
our survey beam varies from about 70 kpc at the nearest gal&iHaynes 198b, Giovanelli et dl._ 1986, Giovanelli & Haynes
distance of 5 Mpc to more than 1 Mpc at the furthest galaiB89, Wegner et al._ 1983 and Giovanelli & Haynes 1993).
distance of 75 Mpc. We have only plotted the data for apparently isolated galax-

3.4. H1in galaxy environments
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Fig. 8. Plots of our survey integrated Hlux relative to those measured previously as function diadise (left) and H mass
(right) for apparently isolated galaxies. Only those g@sywith no cataloged companions within a radius of 30 arcamid
400 kms? are plotted. Linear regression solutions are overlaid.

ies; those with no cataloged companions lying within a radi@0 arcmin search radius in the second generation DSS images.
of 30 arcmin and 400 knT$ as indicated in the last column ofThe predicted extinction in this direction is moderate bot n
Table[l. The flux ratio calculated from tlobserved Arecibo extreme, A& = 1.32 mag (Schlegel et &1.-1998).

Hi flux is plotted as the filled circles with error bars. A cor- UGC 11923, classified merely as type “S”, has received
rected Arecibo H flux is also listed in these references, ifelatively little study, no doubt due in part to it's positio
which approximate corrections are applied for telescopetpo (|, b) = (94.9-9.3) and consequently relatively high extinction,
ing errors, a model of the finite angular extent of the targa; = 1.74 mag (Schlegel et &1.1998). This is a moderately gas-
galaxies and the likelyfEect of Hi self-absorption. Since therich system, with log(M;) = 10.06.

correction for H self-absorption shouldfiect both our mea- UGC 11929 is a little-studied SO galaxy with IRAS fluxes
surements to an equal degree, we undo this correction to thehe 60 and 100m bands of 1.3 and 2.7 Jy.

Arecibo fluxes before calculating the ratio. We plot tee- . . . .
rected Arecibo to WSRT flux ratio as the dotted open circleg KKR 71 is a nearby irregular system that has received little

in the figure. The error bars in the corrected flux ratio do noE dy. . . .
take account of the uncertainties in the correction proedu CGCG 514-098 is a moderately distant unclassified galaxy

While the data-points are even fewer in number, they mé’l‘ﬁ}th IRAS fluxes in the 60 and 1(’)@ bands of 1'_3 and 3.3 J_y.
CGCG 476-100 is an unclassified galaxy with no previous

suggest a weak systematic excess of detectdbliklwithin our g —UY
larger survey beam. For the flux ratio as function of distan&gd-shift determination.
the distribution is characterized by= 0.120,t = 0.404 and ~ UGC 64 is a nearby low mass system with a peculiar
P = 65%, while as function of mass= 0.183,t = 0.619 and optical morphology, possibly suggestive of tidal intei@ct
P = 73%. The corrected flux ratio still shows an excess for tf¥orontsov-VelyaminoiZ1977).
majority of sources (with = 0.162,t = 0.475 andP = 68% as And IV was only recently recognized (Ferguson efal. 2000
function of distance and= 0.187,t = 0.819 andP = 78% as as a low mass dwarf in the background (at 5 to 8 Mpc distance)
function of mass), although the incidence of several coedec of M 31, rather than being closely associated with M 31 as
flux ratios significantly less than unity casts some doubten thad been thought previously. In fact, together with UGC #289
general reliability of the correction procedure. UGC 64 and UGC 288, And IV forms a nearby filament of low-
mass galaxies.

CGCG 501-016 is an unclassified galaxy that was host to
SN 1995am with IRAS fluxes in the 60 and 1080 bands of

Twenty-three of the objects listed in Tafle 1 have been tiedec0.2 and<0.84 Jy.
in H1 for the first time in our survey. We comment briefly on CGCG 502-039 is an unclassified galaxy with IRAS fluxes
each of these objects below. in the 60 and 100m bands of 1.1 and 1.74 Jy.

J2202-4838, at [,b) = (96.5-5.4) is the only object in CGCG 521-039 is an unclassified galaxy which has re-
our 8 sample with no apparent optical counterpart within eeived little study.

3.5. New H1 detections
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Fig.9. Plots of our survey integratedHlux relative to that measured with the Arecibo telescopeauastion of distance (left)
and Hi mass (right) for apparently isolated galaxies. Our sunesni probes a 200 times larger solid angle that varies inrlinea
diameter from about 70 kpc at 5 Mpc to more than 1 Mpc at 75 Mpdy @hose galaxies with no cataloged companions within a
radius of 30 arcmin and 400 km'sare plotted. Thebserved flux ratios are plotted as filled circles with error bars, whibtted
open circles are used for flux ratios that have been corréctend approximate way for telescope pointing errors andredéd
source extent as seen with Arecibo. Linear regressioniesakitire overlaid.

J0136-4759 appears to be associated with a previously un- J02406-4221=IRAS 023714223 is an unclassified galaxy
cataloged LSB galaxy atrbooo, 92000 = (01:36:40+48:03:40) with IRAS fluxes in the 60 and 10&n bands of 0.7 and 1.3 Jy.
as illustrated in FidJ6. The optical galaxy was presumbaly n  UGC 2172 represents the lowest integratedfikx detec-
recognized previously due to it's close proximity to a medefion of our sample with only 340.35 Jy-kms!, correspond-
ately bright foreground star. ing to log(My;) = 7.85. A previous unsuccessful search for

NGC 661 is classified as ansEwith the UGC noting a dif- H1 in this galaxy by Schneider et al.{1992) was directed at
fuse companion at 3.8 arcmirfset in PA 261 east of north. the incorrect velocity interval, since an optical red-sbifily
Chamaraux et al[{1I987) report a non-detectief.57 Jy- became available in 1999.
kms™) at the optical position and red-shift measured in one NGC 1161 is classified as an SO galaxy and has previously
Arecibo beam (3.9 arcmin FWHM), suggesting that our detelseen searched for Hemission by Haynes et al. (1990 using
tion, with it's 9.4 arcmin dset, may be due to either a companthe Green Bank 300 ft telescope down toran sensitivity of
ion of NGC 661 or tidal debris. 3.5 mJyBeam over 5.5 km3 velocity channels. The extreme

[ZBS97] A31 was first detected in the AHISS surPositional dfset of our detection (13.5 arcmin corresponding to
vey (Zwaan et al[“1997), where it is noted as havin00 kpc) coupled with the GB300’ non-detection suggest that
log(h~2My; )=8.97 Our detection centroid isffset by about We are likely detecting either tidally stripped gas at largeii
10 arcmin and appears to be significantly more massive. ~ Or @ gas-rich companion rather than NGC 1161 itself.

NGC 780 is an unclassified galaxy, with apparent stellar HFLLZOA G144.00-08.53 is an obscured system

plumes extending in several directions from the main galaXy8 = 2.05 mag (Schlegel et él. 1998)] clgssmed as a dE,
body, suggesting a recent merger remnant. although the compact central concentration is surroundtd w

CGCG 538-034 is classified as SO and has IRAS ﬂuxesmore difuse stellar emssion in the DSS. No previous red-shift

if'available for thi :
the 60 and 100m bands of 3.0 and 3.0 Jy > avaflable Tor this source

UGC 01830 is classified as an SBGnd has IRAS fluxes '
in the 60 and 100m bands of 1.2 and 3.1 Jy. The UGC notes3-6. The Ht mass function

Very compact core, double ring halo. An important application of blind Hsurveys is the character-

IC 1815 is classified as an SBO, and has féude stellar jzation of the general population of neutral gas-rich otgec
halo. without the inevitable bias associated with the study of an
J0239-3015 appears to be associated with the NED objemptically-selected sample. The 155 ldetections which fol-

[VR94] 0236.9-3003 with tabulated photometry by Vennik &low from our 8 o limit on integrated H flux, form a rel-
Richter 1994, but without a previous red-shift determimati  atively small, but moderately complete sample with which
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to characterize the population. Indeed, extensive sinaulat
with synthetic sources in a comparable survey led Rosenberg
& Schneider [(2002) to conclude that above dfe&ive sig-

nal to noise ratio of 8, their sample ofitselected objects
was essentially complete. Since our sample is limited in flux o 1 Fo
density, which scales as the inverse square of distance forQ '
given Hi mass, it is clear that we sample a verftetient sur- <
vey volume at low H mass relative to high. For example, an 0.1
object with log(My) = 7.5 and Wy = 40 kms? can only

be detected out to B- 5.4 Mpc, while Galactic H emis- 20 40 60 80
sion extends out to about)d = 200 kms?, corresponding to D (Mpc)

Viesr ~ 350 kms?! and D= 4.7 Mpc, leaving a possible de-
tection volume of only some 10 MpcOn the other hand an ob- 100
ject with log(My;) = 10. and W, = 300 km s can be detected
beyond the edge of our survey volume at about B8 Mpc, ¢
corresponding to more than A®pc3. When comparing our 2 G P ': .
detections in dferent Hi mass bins it becomes important to © 10
consider whether the average space density of galaxietuis ac

ally uniform within our survey volume.

The wedge diagrams of ourittletections shown in Fi@l 4
already gave some indication for non-uniformity of the spac
density along the line-of-sight, despite the rather sutigth
solid-angle of our survey. A moderate galaxy density is se&ig. 11. The derived galaxy over-density in our survey vol-
between 5 and 15 Mpc, followed by an apparent void and subme as function of distance (top) and the distribution of de-
sequently another enhancement. Since thisfiicdit to quan- tected H masses with distance (bottom). The over-density is
tify directly on the basis of our limited number of detectipn derived from fits to the the luminosity distribution of opilc
we have instead considered the space density of optically cajalaxy sub-samples as shown in gl 10. The dotted line in the
loged galaxies as a function of recession velocity. We eteéxch top panel indicates the same measure of optical galaxy over-
from the LEDA database all galaxies of known LGSR recedensity derived for the HIPASS survey volune< 0), while
sion velocity (greater than250 km s!) and integrated B-band the dashed line is that for the northern hemisphére Q).
magnitude within the spatial and velocity boundaries of our
survey region. A total of 1774 galaxies are cataloged within
LEDA within our survey boundaries. We adopt an approximatébutions can be reasonably well-described by the saraa-'st
completeness limit of gy = 14.9, based on the turn-over indard’ luminosity function, where the only permitted vaiam
the cumulative distribution function. Constraining thdese ax? minimization was the galaxy space density relative to the
tion to mer < 14.9, we retain abogy = 530 optically cata- global average value @, = 1.61x 10-%h? found by Norberg
loged galaxies in our survey volume. After sorting theseugal et al. Values of\y? = 1, corresponding toct errors in the over-
ies by distance, they have been divided into 25 overlappiflgnsity, varied from about 20% at the smallest distance8%o 1
sub-samples with sample populations varying linearly fiammat the largest distances. These appear to be realistic esror
minumum of Npo, = 40 galaxies at the nearest distances tgnates under the assumptions that the density is a smoothly
Np,, = 100 galaxies at the maximum distance. Adjoining sulvarying distribution in our survey volume and that the shape
sample populations share more than half of their membersHig luminosity function is not also a function of distancéeT
to insure s#icient sampling of the density variation with disdarge degree of overlap of the sub-samples in adjoiningules
tance. (This has been accomplished by choosing the stast,indntervals does not have an adverse impact on the error gstima

i

107 108 10° 1010
HI Mass (M)

i = 1...Nga, of sub-samplej = .25, in the ordered but simply insures dticient sampling of changes in the density
galaxy list using the prescriptidn= (NGaj - N,;OP)((J r24P% ) with distance.
We plot the optical B-band luminosity distributions of teezb Our derived variation of galaxy density within our survey

sub-samples in Fig._10. The relevant intervals of log(D)iare boundaries as function of distance is plotted in the uppeepa
dicated at the top of each panel. Also plotted is a “standardf Fig.[I1, with the & error bars noted above. The local galaxy
luminosity function taken from Norberg et l._(2002), density (within about 10 Mpc) is slightly below the standard
ol 2dF value. This plummets to some 20% of the average in the
de(M)/dM = @.In(2.512)(L/L.)""expE-L/L.), void near D= 25 Mpc, slowly climbs to an overdensity cen-
with L, corresponding to if—5logigh = —-19.67, = —1.21 tered at 70 Mpc and subsequently declines. The impact of
and the indicated density relatived@ = 1.61x1072h%, which such a variation of density can be judged in the lower panel
they derive from more than 2@alaxies in the 2dF red-shift of Fig.[I1, where our detections are plotted as a function of
survey. As can be seen in the panels of the figure, the luminbt-mass and distance.
ity distributions are moderately complete, with only theac The suggested method of introducing density corrections
sional down-turn in the lowest luminosity bin. All of thesis-d in optical luminosity functions or an HIMF (Saunders et al.
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Fig. 10. Optical luminosity distributions over the survey regioithe indicated intervals of log(D). The solid curves are Stiber
functions with M; —5logioh = -19.66,0 = —1.21 and the indicated density relative® = 1.61x 1072h®. The “standard”
optical luminosity function parameters are taken from Noget al.[(2002).

1990, Rosenberg & Schneider2002) is the calculation of a 86s¢ directly, this can be done approximately by considering
called dfective volume, V¢ o fl_.)Dr_’“*p(D)Dde, toreplace the that the largest number of detections of any distributiocivh
mn is rising at it's faint end will be near the limiting distand®ax.

. Drax 2 .
phyS|tchaI VOIltJ_me(;'.{"toc fDm-n D7dD, Wheri_thﬁ mtearals extendVYi h this simplifying assumption we compare these two formu
over the entire distance range over which €ach SOUrce Colfi, s in the lower panel of Fif_1L2, where the ratio fke-

have been detected. We considered that a more straighttd)r_vme to physical volume is plotted as a function Dfzy. The

methad of achieving the desired result, of a ““”@form doflsit “discrete” formulation of \;, is plotted as the solid line and
. B max e

survey volume, might be simply y; o p(D) fDm-n Dde} exactly traces the distribution of over-density plottedig.[T1

where the density has been taken out of the integral andys Ogter normalization with the physical volume. The “inteljra

evaluated at the distance of the detection in questiono8lBh o my|ation of Vi is plotted as the dashed line in FIg 12.

somewhat challenging to compare these two formulations gis formulation shows large systematic departures froen th
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tion of Hr mass is shown in the bottom panel of Higl 13, while
the corresponding mass functions are shown in the top pénel o
the figure. The mass function was calculated by accumulating
each galaxy detection divided by the maximum volume out to
which that object would still have satisfied our detection cr
terion of an & integrated flux density, normalized as usual to
a binwidth of one dex in K mass. We have explicitly taken
account of the variation of survey sensitivity with recessre-
locity (as illustrated in Fig[]l) in the calculation of theni-

ing survey volume for each detected galaxy. This correspond
to the classical (/o) method developed by Schmidi {1968).
Open squares are used in the figure to indicate théd) dat-

3 apoints, while the filled circles have also been correctethi®
variation of density with distance in our survey region (ks

ted in Fig[11). Based on our comparison of the “discrete” and
“integral” formulations of density-correction discussaubve,

we chose to apply the method of discrete density correction,

in which Vi, o« p(D) fDDm’_“:X D?dD. We have also considered
density correction of the HIMF with the integral formulatio
40 60 80 of Ver and find similar results, but with a reduceéivalue of
D (Mpe) the best-fitting Schechter function almost three times agela
. S mee (2, = 15 compared to 6.3).
Fig.12. Distribution of fective survey volume (bottom) e have included all 155 of our blind iHietections in the
and density-corrected luminosity function (top). Thed@nd mass function, although in those cases where our flux density
dashed curves in the lower panel contrast the “discrete” agdasurement of the primary optical ID had a large uncestaint
“integral” formulations of the ffective survey volume as func-gijther due to possible confusion by nearby companions whic
tion of the limiting distanceDrax, under the simplifying as- gpplies to 70 of our detections as noted in the last column of
sumption that most detections occur near the limiting dista Table[) or to a recession velocity neagd/ ~ 2800 km st
The symbols in the top panel give the observed (open squaifik transition in our velocity coverage from the lower te th
and density-corrected luminosity functions (filled cisclior upper band of 20 MHz width) we have used the LEDA flux val-
the discrete-, and crosses for the integral formulation&f)  yes to calculate the Hnass rather than our own. In addition,
in our entire survey volume. The solid and dashed curves §jg have considered all cataloged galaxies that could duréri
Schechter function fits to the density-corrected data froen tto source confusion within our survey beam in the vicinity of
discrete and integral formulations. our 70 confused detections. Those confusing galaxies #uat h
tabulated LEDA fluxes dficient to satisfy our & limit on

_ ) ) ) integrated H flux, were also accumulated in the HIMF. This
discrete one, with peaks and troughs shifted to higher digsnsideration led to an additional 14 nearby companiorxgala
tances and having decreased amplitude. The density-6@tire¢as heing incorporated into the mass function. The totallmem
optical luminosity functions which follow from the disceet ¢ galaxies contributing to our HIMF is 169.
and integral formulations are compared in the upper panel of The error bars of the datapoints in Figl 13 are determined
Fig.[12. The open squares in this figure indicate the accumiyely by the square-root of theikhass-bin occupancy, which
lated (¥Vor) luminosity function over our entire survey volumgags 1o errors that vary between about 20 and 100%. These
with no density correction, while the filled circles and ®eS g1ors dominate the error budget since they exceed the mando

are the density-corrected luminosity functions. Both ferofi o5 associated with the density-correction by a factdyesf
density correction give a substantial improvementin reco wveen 2 and 5.

the template luminosity function of Norberg et al. {ZD0O2)eT

besty? fits (constrained only to have the Norberg et al. powefiarse search volume of our survey as function of mass, where

law of ~1.21) are overlaid in the figure as the solid and dash@g haye assumed a relationship betweemtdss and linewidth
curves. The other Norberg et al. Schechter function pa@®ietyt the form: W = 0.16 M%S kmsL, for My, in solar units.

Veff/V

RTINS B BRI RN

o
N
o

The dotted line in Figl_l3 represents the approximate in-

are recovered to within theslerrors in both cases, although therp, best-fitting Sch

fit residuals are significantly higher in the case of the irdég

formulation, leading to a higher value of the redugéd: 33.3, O(M) = ©.In(10)(Mui/M.)**exp-M /M.),

compared tg? = 12.5 for the discrete formulation. In view of

the much lower reduceg? of the discrete density-correctionare over-laid on the data points. The straightforwantV 1)

method we have chosen to utilize this approach in correctipgints are best-fit with log(M) = 10.15:0.1,0, = 9.5+3x 10

our HIMF. and o« = —-1.5+0.1, indicated by the dashed line in the fig-
We are now in a position to determine the HIMF from ouure. The best-fit values after correction for galaxy denagy

galaxy detections. The histogram of galaxy detections as-fu given by the upper panel of Fig11 are log(\- 9.85+0.07,

echter functions of the form:
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Fig. 13.Distribution of detected limasses (bottom) and the derived HIMF (top). The open sqaaeederived from a straight-
forward application of AV, while the filled circles have been corrected for the vasiatf galaxy density with distance. The
dashed and solid curves are the best-fitting Schechterifunsotvith log(M.) = 102,08, = 95x 10“%ande = - 1.48 for
1/Vio, and log(M) = 9.85,0, = 55 x 10*anda = - 1.28 after the density correction. The dotted curve represtet
reciprocal of the limiting survey volume as function of mass

0, = 55+15x 10* ande = —1.28+0.1, indicated by the solid For comparison the HIMF derived by Zwaan et A {Z003)
line in the figure. Contours of? for pairs of our fit param- from the HIPASS Bright Galaxy Catalog, based on 1000
eters are shown in Fif L4 both before and after correction fd1 selected galaxies in therXsteradians below = 0, has
galaxy density variations with distance. The contours emevd  log(M.) = 9.79+:0.06,0, = 86+21x 10™* anda = —1.30+0.08.
atAy? =1, 4 and 9 corresponding to 1, 2 and r one degree Although completely at odds with our ;) values, good

of freedom. In each plot, the third parameter is kept fixetiat tagreement is apparent between these values and our own af-
best-fitting value. From thg? contours it is clear that the solu-ter application of the galaxy density correction. Similane

tions for log(M.) anda are well seperated, while combinationsiderations apply to HIMF derived by Rosenberg & Schneider
involving the galaxy density become somewhat degenerate.(2002) from the Arecibo Dual-Beam Survey (ADBS) who find
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Fig. 14. Contours ofy? for pairs of our fit parameters are shown both before (top ramg) after (bottom row) correction for
galaxy density variations with distance. Contours are draty? = 1, 4 and 9 corresponding to 1, 2 and Rr one degree of
freedom. The third parameter is kept fixed at the best-fittalge when plotting each pair.

log(M,) = 9.88,0, = 58x10°4 anda = —-1.53, although with 4. Summary and Discussion

somewhat poorer agreement in the faint end slope. ) _
Our unbiased H survey of 1800 degin the northern sky has

allowed recognition of a number of significant points regagd

the Hi content, distribution and environment of nearby galax-

ies. From the analysis of some 500 candidate detections we

Although our choice of a minimum significance of8n have extracted a moderately complete sample of 155 galaxies

integrated H flux is expected to result in a high degree of conflisted in Table[ll and illustrated in Fifl 3) with an integrt
pleteness in our sample (cf. Rosenberg & Schnéider2008), th1 flux in excess of 8 at distances between 5 and 80 Mpc.
can also be tested by evaluating the average valug/\df,¥ Seven of the detections occur so near the boundary of our two
(Schmidt[I968). For a complete sample of a uniform desegments of velocity coverage (neasdv= 2800 kms?), and
sity volume we expeckV/Vmax > = 0.5. In the absence of two so near the edges of our spatial coverage, that theireskri
density corrections we actually findV/Voex > = 0.35 for parameters are unreliable (although the detections tHeasse
our sample, while after discrete density correction we firgfe secure). This leaves 146 detections with derived parame
<V, > = 0.57, where R is based on the localc8 ters of high quality. A plausible optical galaxy ID was found
limit (which varies with distance as in Figl 1) over a linettid within a 30 arcmin search radius for all but one of tle @e-
of 1.5xW,yo. If instead we define Ry by the local 8 limit tections, although one object was previously uncataloged a
over a linewidth of 1.2W,o we obtain<V/Vmax > = 0.31 three others had no previous red-shift determination. Tyven
and<V/V,,; > = 0.50. This may suggest that we have bedhree objects (or their uncataloged companions) are aetétt
somewhat too conservative in assessing significance basedo for the first time.
the larger velocity intervals. However, a rolffan complete- We have characterized the environment of each detected
ness at the lowest significance levels can also result inean ejalaxy by performing a search within NED for all cataloged
vated expectation value efV/V¢¢ > (Rosenberg & Schneiderobjects within a radius of 30 arcmin (corresponding to a pos-
2002). Our value of<V/V ;; > = 0.57 is comparable to sible contribution within our telescope beam). These (pote
that found by Rosenberg & Schneid&r(2002) for the ADB&al) companions have been tabulated in three categories in
<V/Ves > =0.60. Table[1, namely; (a) confused for objects within 400 ki's
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of the primary ID, (b) unconfused for objectfset by 400 to ions. Our tentative conclusion is that our measured cehtf&i
1000 kms? from the primary ID, and (c) possibly confusedsets are indeed indications of substantial asymmetrieshand
for objects of unknown red-shift. It will remain fiicult to as- presence of possible uncataloged gas-rich companiongin th
sess the actual liklihood of association for objects in thit immediate vicinity of the primary ID.

category, until red-shift determinations become avadabbr

the moment we will regard only those objects with entries in i

catgory (a) as “confused” and all others as “unconfused”. 4.2. Uncataloged companions

We determine agreement of our absolute flux scale to Hge jssue of uncataloged gas-rich companionsis also attites

weighted average of all previous determinations of thélék  ,y the comparison of our survey flux densities with those mea-
(as tabulated by LEDA) to better than 1% for our unconfus%rired previously for nominally unconfused galaxies in Fglys

detections, as shown in Figl 7. Confused objects show a syggm. Although the comparison with the heterogenous LEDA

tematic excess Hflux in our large survey beam. data has a large degree of scatter, the comparison with the
Arecibo data may indicate an excess ofad large radii.
4.1. Centroid Offsets of Gas and Stars The Arecibo data were taken from the Pisces-Perseus su-

: . ercluster survey (Giovanelli & Haynés 1985, Giovanelli et
Since our survey was not targeted at known galaxies, we hayerggg  Giovanelli & Haynes 1989, Wegner et[al, 1993 and

an independent determination of the position centroid &mhe Giovanelli & Hayne§T993). We plot ratios of both tbieserved
detected object. The majority of apparetfiisets between the j 4 thecorrected Hi flux density. In the latter case approxi-

gaseous and stellar distributions are consistent with tie Smate corrections for telescope pointing errors and a madel o

stantial uncertair_nies that fqllow froma Iar_ge survey beard galaxy extent were applied to the Arecibo data. These dat
only moderate signal-to-noise, as shown in Elg. 5. Howevery ;o e oniy available for 20 of our unconfused detectionscihi
number of significant centroidisets (greater tharvg are de- 5y i distance from about 7 to 70 Mpc. The Arecibo beam
tected in nomlna!ly unconfused galaxies wh|ch_are inditate (3.3 arcmin FWHM at the time of those observations) has a
Table[l by entering the Sy”_‘t,’o' 04 Or ~++71n thg Npte linear dimension that varies from about 7 to 70 kpc over the
cqumn._ These have_ been divided somev_vhat arbitrarily W@ L distance range above, while our survey beam varies fromtabou
categories, depending on whether the linear centréigkbis 100 kpc to 1 Mpc in diameter. Four of the unconfused galax-
less than 10 kpc (category “0”) or greater than 10 kpc (Cal@y payenhserved flux ratios,R, of unity within our - errors,

gories *+” and “++7). The reasoning behind this division isj, |, qing the nearest object. All of the other galaxies haxe

f[hat a 10 kpc Iimit_ may _ma_rlf a plaufsible distinction betwee&cess detected Hlux in our larger survey beam which varies

internal asymmetries c_>f |n_d|V|duaI objects and the largetes ¢ b0t 10% to 300%. The comparisonaofrected flux

that are more likely to indicate externgl gaseous companent, iing is more ambiguous, since at least five of the datatpoin
Determining the cause of these significant centrdideds |, haye apparent flux ratios which are significantly lesa tha

requires hlg.her_reso!utlo.n imaging. One extensive SOUf_CeLﬂﬂty, As indicated in§ @ above, each of our survey detec-

high resolution imaging is the WHISP survey (Kamphuis g5 \vas examined for evidence of source resolutifiects

al.[1996, hitpjwww.astro.rug.n-whisp) which has targeted and our absolute flux scale is well-defined, making such ap-

some 20_0 UGC_ galaxies north of Dec20° with synth(_esis %arent deficits in our detectediHlux difficult to understand.
observatlons_usmg the WSRT array. WHISP observations Ren the approximate nature of the corrections applieti¢o t
currently available for only a small fraction of the 155 gala ,hqeryed Arecibo fluxes it seems likely that they may (on ecca

ies in our & sample. The WHISP results for each galaxy at§, ) resyit in a degree of over-compensation for missed flux
summarized in a web-accessible data overview consistiag of . )
The straightforward conclusion that can be drawn from the

series of images of the integrated Histribution and accom- observed flux ratio plots, it that in most cases, the Hlistri-

panying velocity field at three flerent angular resolutions, ofIO . o )
X : ution must be significantly more spatially extended than th
about 15, 30 and 60 arcsec, together with a globapfile, Arecibo beam, even when this beam subtends 50-70 kpc.

a major axis position-velocity plot and an optical refereimn- ioh lution i ) ib d .
age. The most relevant component of this overview for our pur 119N resolutionimaging will be necessary to determine, on

poses is the distribution of integrated it the lowest angular & case-by-case basjs, where the excess detected flux pctuall
resolution of 60 arcsec, where the highest surface brigbtnées'des' WHISP data (htmNWW.astro.rug.dkwhlsyv) are cur-
sensitivity is reached. For the four of 11 instances of $+'gni"ently available for 7 of the 20 unconfused galaxies thaehav

icant centroid @iset noted in TablE]1 that have already beééﬁrecibo flgx mea_lsurements. Inspection of_the 60 arcsec _inte-
imaged in the WHISP survey we comment briefly on what @'ated H image in the WHISP database yields the following

seen in the 60 arcsec integratedihhage: assessment.

— NGC 7640 o : asymmetric with extensions.
— UGC 12732 o : possible companions.

— UGC 731 o : asymmetric.

— NGC 925 o : asymmetric with extensions.

NGC 7286 :R=1.79, possible extensions.
— UGC 12693 :R=1.33, possible extensions.
UGC 12713 R=1.05, asymmetric.
UGC 1856 :R=1.15, nothing unusual.
All four cases that have been imaged with high resolutior- NGC 972 :R=1.38, asymmetric, extensions, possible com-
show large-scale asymmetries or possible uncatalogedammp  panions.
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— NGC 1012 :R=1.21, 10% of H flux in uncataloged com- in Fig.[I3. Before correction we obtain log(M= 10.15+0.1,
panion. 0O, = 9.5+3 x 10* anda = —1.5+0.1, and after correction
— NGC 1056 :R=1.72, extensions. log(M.) = 9.85+:0.07,0, = 55+15x 10* anda = —1.28+0.1,
where the error estimates come from thecntours ofAy? in
The two cases showing the largest excessfltix in the the fit parameters shown in FIg]14.
WSRT survey beam are notable for having possible extensionsOnly after applying the density correction is statistical
at low surface brightness in the distribution of integratadn  agreement realized with the HIPASS BGC values (Zwaan
the WHISP data. Only in one of these seven cases, has a tistéical. [200B) log(M) = 9.79:0.06, ©, = 86+21 x 10 and
uncataloged companion been detected in the WHISP imagipg= —1.30+0.08 and to a lesser extent with the Arecibo Dual-
Deeper imaging of a larger field-of-view will be needed t@eam Survey (ADBS) values (Rosenberg & Schneider 2002)
search for additional uncataloged companions to account feg(M,) = 9.88,0, = 58x10* anda = —-1.53.
the excess detectediiflux. Schneider et al[{1998) and Rosenberg & Schnelder{2002)
An intriguing possibility for the location of the excess dealso consider the variation of number density of opticahgal
tected H flux is that it resides in a relativelyfiluse distribution ies in the ADBS survey region. However they determine only a
subtending a few 100 kpc in the vicinity of the primary targetelative, rather than an absolute density and do so on thig bas
This is exactly the type of hypothetical distribution, ireten-  of galaxy number counts rather than explicit fitting to theneo
vironment of M31, which motivated the negative velocity conplete portion of the luminosity function. They concludettha
ponent of our wide-field H survey. Such distributions weredensity corrections have only a minor impact on the form and
found (De Heij et al.2002) to provide the best-fit to the sgatinormalization of the HIMF in their sample, although theirno
and kinematic distribution of the compact high—velocityud malization does increase from 48 to>88* (Mpc-3dex?),
population in the vicinity of the Galaxy. The best-fitting dio when relative density corrections are applied. These asitho
els of this type consist of gas bound to low-mass dark-mattgso make use of the “integral” formulation of density cor-
halos with a steep power-lawt (= —1.7) distribution in num- rection discussed i§3 rather than the “discrete” formulation
ber as function of neutral gas mass and are concentrateddrowhich we find leads to substantially reduced fit residuals.
their major galaxy host in a Gaussian distribution with a-spa The absolute normalization of the HIPASS BGC HIMF is
tial dispersion of 150200 kpc. The totak ihass predicted in not a trivial procedure (Zwaan et &I._2003). Since a maximum
these Local Group models to survive (ram-pressure- anli tidgkelihood method has been employed, the shape if the HIMF
stripping) to the present day amounts to somex1®M,. should be well-determined, but only in terms of a relative-de
Compared to the:81L0°M,, of H1 in M31 and the Galaxy, this sity. The normalization is determined after the fact by yiaig
corresponds to an excess hiass of about 15% distributed orout integrations of the derived selection function. Sincea
scales of a few hundred kpc. Only a handful of the rare, masnable range of detected masses in the HIPASS sample is only
sive components might be identifiable as discrete objet¢t#ew achieved inside of about 25 Mpc, the normalization is, of ne-
the rest of the distribution would merely contribute to fue cessity, also tied to this distance range. To assess thectmpa
enhancement of Hmass, centered on the systemic velocity aff a possible variation of galaxy density with distance ith

the host. the HIPASS sample, we have also fit for the optical galaxy nor-
This possibility can and should be tested with a dedicatathlization using all LEDA galaxies at< 0, just as in§d, for
experiment. our own survey volume. Given the larger optical galaxy sam-
ple size, we defined 25 overlapping sub-samples with sample
4.3. Spatial Variance of the HIMF populations varying linearly from a minumum of 100 galaxies

at the nearest distances to 1500 galaxies at the maximum dis-
In §3 we derive an HIMF from our @ sample of background tance. This distribution is plotted as the dotted line in[Ely
galaxies. Despite the fact that our survey region coveratesoThe southern hemisphere has a galaxy density which is equal
1800 ded and therefore sampled a variety of environments the Norberg et al[{2002) value between about 8 and 25
along the line-of-sight, it is impossible to overcome thetfaMpc. At larger distances there appears to be a smooth decline
that in a flux-density limited sample, all low mass detedionio about 30% of this density by 80 Mpc. At distances smaller
must of necessity be very nearby. In consequence, the powhkan about 8 Mpc there also appears to be a decline in galaxy
law slope and normalization of the HIMF are strongly depedensity to about 50% of nominal. It seems that over the crit-
dent on whether or not there are significant variations of thwal distance range of 10-25 Mpc, the galaxy density within
average galaxy density with distance. We have quantified sube HIPASS survey volume is essentially the nominal one; sug
a variation by utilizing cataloged optical galaxies in oungy gesting that the HIPASS BGC value 6f, = 86+21 x 10
volume as shown in FigE-1l0 afidl11. The absolute densityMpc-3dex* should be quite reliable. The apparent down-turn
optical galaxies as function of distance was determinedtby fin galaxy density below about 8 Mpc may have some conse-
ting for the normalization of the “standard” luminosity fttion  quence for the apparent shape of the HIPASS BGC HIMF be-
determined by Norberg et al. {2002) in a sequence of heavibyv log(M) = 7.5, since such systems could only be detected
over-lapping sub-samples. Density variations with distaof out to 8 Mpc in the HIPASS data.
more than an order of magnitude are derived within our sur- For comparison we have also determined and plotted the
vey volume. Accounting for this variation leads to very sulsptical galaxy density in the same way for the entire norther
stantial changes in the best-fitting HIMF parameters, am sdeemisphere in Fif11. The northern hemisphere distribliso
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quite diferent than the southern, with a moderate over-densignnik, J., Richter, G. M., 1994, Astron.Nachr., 315, 245
(about 50 %) inside of 15 Mpc, followed by a relative deartlorontsov-Velyamonov, B. A., 1977, A&AS, 28, 1

of galaxies between 20 and 60 Mpc. It seems quite conceivaligk, D. G., Adelman, J., Anderson, J.E., et al., 2000, AD, 1579
that the apparent discrepancies between the HIPASS BGC ¥Yggner, G., Haynes, M. P., Giovanelli, R., 1993, AJ, 105,125

the ADBS HIMF parameters may be a consequence of s
large-scale dierences in the galaxy distribution.
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