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ABSTRACT

Aims. We study the stellar mass content of massive haloes in thlshifecange 86 < z < 1.34, by measuring: (1) The stellar mass
in the central galaxy versus total dynamical halo mass. (@) total stellar mass (including satellites) versus toaédd Imass. (3) The
radial stellar mass and number density profiles for the ebkehalo.

Methods. We use a K-band selected catalogue for the 10 clusters in the Gemiuast€i Astrophysics Spectroscopic Survey
(GCLASS), with photometric redshifts and stellar masseasueed from 11-band SED fitting. Combining the photometatac
logues with the deep spectroscopic component of GCLASS ,omec the cluster galaxy sample for interlopers. We alstop@

a dynamical analysis of the cluster galaxies to estimatdéhe masaVi,qo for each cluster based on a measurement of its velocity
dispersion.

Results. (1) We find that the central galaxy stellar mass fraction el@ees with total halo mass, and that this is in reasonablgigua
tative agreement with measurements from abundance mgtshidies az ~ 1. (2) The total stellar mass fractions of these systems
decrease with halo mass, indicating that lower mass systeensiore ficient at transforming baryons into stars. We find the total
stellar mass to be a good proxy for total halo mass, with algntghsic scatter. When we compare these results from GE8Avith
literature measurements, we find that the stellar massdraat fixed halo mass shows no significant evolution in thgedix z < 1.

(3) We measure a relatively high NFW concentration paranggte 7 for the stellar mass distribution in these clusters, arihtie

a possible scenario to explain the evolution of the stellassrdistribution from the GCLASS sample to their likely destants at
lower redshift.

Conclusions. The stellar mass measurements inzhel haloes provided by GCLASS puts constraints on the steléasmssembly
history of clusters observed in the local Universe. A simpledel shows that the stellar mass content of GCLASS can evnlv
typical distributions observed at lower redshifts if thesters primarily accrete stellar mass onto the outskirts.

Key words. Galaxies: clusters: general — Galaxies: evolution — Gakphotometry

1. Introduction Planelles et al. 2013). To constrain the physics behindthes
. S i _ cesses there is a number of key observables that can betexploi
One of the main objectivesin the field of extragalactic asiny |, g paper we will concentrate on three of these, whichrwe i

is to understand the connection between galaxies and ttie dig,,,,ce in turn below, and will measure for a sample of 10telus
bution of the underlying dark matter. The growth of dark mats,aq haloes at ~ 1.

ter structures has been studied in large N-body simulatiegs
Springel et all_2005; Boylan-Kolchin etlal. 2009; Navarrakt First, to constrain the build up of stellar mass in central
[2010). From these simulations, the density profiles of pstal galaxies, we measure the stellar mass present in the central
structures have been found to be well represented by NF@&laxies of GCLASS and compatre it to direct measurements of
profiles (Navarro et al. 1997). These profiles are described their total halo masses. Behroozi et al. (2013) estimatedti-
two parameters: the halo mass, and the halo concentration laa mass in central galaxies versus total halo mass overgeran
rameter. The dependence of the concentration pararoeiar of redshifts and halo masses istatistical way using the abun-
the halo mass, formation time and redshift has been studiéd wdance matching technique. In this technique observablels su
N-body simulations (e.¢. Wechsler etlal. 2002; Neto et 80720 as the stellar mass function and cosmic star formation fyisto
12008 8). These have showndhar are combined with merger trees from dark matter simulations

the dark matter, is higher for lower mass haloes, higherdtods to provide constraints on the processes that build up thierste
that collapse early, and higher for haloes at lower redshift ~ mass in central galaxies. The stellar content of centrabies,

How baryons fect the distribution of the dark matter isor Brightest Cluster Galaxies (BCGSs) in the case of clustens
still under debate| (Dolag etlal. 2009; van Daalen et al. 201grow by star-formation in the galaxy itself or by merging hwit
Newman et all 2013). Baryons in the gas phase can cool aster galaxies. Given the significant growth of stellar miass
form stars at the bottom of the potential wells in the dark-maBCGs as a function of redshift (Lin & Molhr 2004; Lidman et al.
ter (sub-)haloes. Thefciency with which this happens depend®012), this build-up is likely to occur through mainly dry rge
on the properties of the halo (see e.g. Kravtsov & Borgank20lers. However, the mass assembly has been sn etal.
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[2012) to increase more slowly than is expected from sentire spectroscopic sample, which is critical in this studgdo
analytic models (De Lucia & Blaizot 2007), but in good agreeect the photometrically selected galaxies by cluster mamb
ment with more recent simulatiorm_)@ 013)c&inship.[van der Burg et all (2013, hereafter vdB13) measure the
the main halo also accretes matter while the central galexystellar masses of the galaxies in the sample and present thei
building up its stellar content, studies have focussed ermr¢h stellar mass function (SMF). We will use the stellar masses e
lationship between those processes. The Behrooz| et dl3f20timated in this work for the current study. Lidman et al. (21
estimates at = 1.0 cover a range of halo masses front%0< identifies and studies the BCGs of GCLASS clusters as part of
Mh/M, < 102, and are consistent with predictions from othetheir analysis on the central galaxy stellar mass growtle. foh
abundance matching analyses (e.g. Moster|et al/ 2010, 2013)al GCLASS halo masses are estimated based on the velocity
general the highest central stellar mass fraction is fonhéioes dispersions estimated in Wilson et al. (in prep.). To désctie
of around 18> M. By combiningdirect measurements of total masses of the clusters, we will uBggo and Mago, Which are
mass and stellar mass in the same haloes, we will test thiksresdefined as the radius at which the mean interior density is 200
from abundance matching studiezat 1. times the critical density of the Universe, and the massosec

Second, a key measurement to understand the interplay Wihin this radius, respectively.
tween the growth of large scale structure and the formation The structure of this paper is as follows. In SEEt. 2 we priesen
and accretion of galaxies is to compare the total stellarsmdbe GCLASS cluster sample, the available photometric aad-sp
as a function of halo mass. For a sample of groups selectedrascopic data, and give the results from a dynamical aisalys
0.1 < z < 10 from COSMOSI. 9) showedo estimate the total halo masses. We also show how we obtain
that their stellar mass fraction is a decreasing functiohald photometric redshifts and stellar mass estimates by suinimgr
mass. Similar results are found by Gonzalez et al. (20073201the analysis from vdB13. We further show how the spectrascop
Andreonh (2010) and_Hilton et al. (2013) for samples of clusiata are used to correct the full photometric cataloguelémster
ters aroundz = 0.1,z < 0.1 andz = 0.5, respectively. Given membership. In Sedf] 3 we compare the stellar mass in the cen-
that the most massive haloes are expected to grow by acctedtgalaxies with their halo masses. In SEEt. 4 we presentise
ing lower mass systems, which have a higher stellar mass frao the total stellar mass versus halo mass relation of tre clu
tion, one would naively expect the stellar mass fraction asm ters. In Sec{J5 we show how the galaxies are distributec@igdi
sive haloes to grow with cosmic time, even in the absence ofand compare this to the expected dark matter profiles foethes
situ star-formation processes. Consequently, measutemen systems. Further, we discuss a possible evolutionary ntodel
the stellar mass fraction in these haloes are used to canstgonnect thez ~ 1 measurements to their likely descendants at
the progenitor population that form the building blocksluése lower redshift. In each section we compare the results viagh t
haloes|(Balogh et al. 2008; McGee et al. 2009). Due to the nitierature and discuss how they afegted by possible system-
jor caveats in comparing measurements frofiedént studies atics. We summarise and conclude in Sekct. 6.
with inhomogeneous data andigirent analyses, the relation it-  All magnitudes we quote are in the AB magnitudes system
self is hard to constrain observationally (Leauthaud 2@l12a; and we adoppACDM cosmology withQy, = 0.3, Q, = 0.7 and
[Budzynski et all_2013). So far little evolution with redstias Ho = 70km s Mpct. For stellar mass estimates we assume the
been found (Giodini et al. 2009; Lin etlal. 2012). Initial Mass Function (IMF) fronl Chabrier (2003).

Third, the spatial distribution of the stellar mass compo-
gggrte%];ﬁatellltes within the main halo is intimately retht® t2 GCLASS Data & Analysis

processes, and eventually the growth of the alentr

galaxy. While the sub-haloes in pure gravitational N-badyws The GCLASS cluster sample consists of 10 rich clusters in the
lations get destroyed by tidal disruptions, the galaxies flave redshift range 86 < z < 1.34 selected with the red-sequence
formed inside of them are more resistive to those forces (esglection method (Gladders & Yee 2000) using the 3.6um
Budzynski et al[ 2012). The NIR luminosity and number dercolour from the 42 square degree SpARCS sur&m%l etal.
sity profiles are found to be described by NFW profiles f@009]Wilson et dl. 2009). These 10 clusters, which are astong

group-sized haloes (e!g. Giodini etlal. 2009; Tal [.204:8d the richest az ~ 1 in this survey area, are described in M12,
clusters (e.d. Carlberg etlal. 1997b; Lin ef al. 2004, Muetial. and can be considered as a fair representation of IR-sdlecte

12007). Budzynski et all (2012) measured the radial digigbu rich clusters within this redshift range. It is always a gues
of galaxies from the SDSS around Luminous Red Galaxies irtian how representative a cluster sample is of the full dtigtr
redshift range A5 < z < 0.4, and found that this distribution tion of massive haloes, as it is impossible to select a sample
is also well described by an NFW profile. However, they founilased on halo mass. Each selection method has potentiespias
that the concentration parametes lower for the galaxies than whether it is X-ray selected, SZ-selected or galaxy-setkct
for the underlying dark matter. They found that the con@ntrHowever, especially at the high-mass end of the distriloitio
tion is independent of mass, but that there is a hint of a mitHese selection methods are unlikely to cause significaselsi
dependence of the stellar mass concentration on redstutindk  in favour of particular types of galaxy clusters. Specificas
parison of the radial stellar mass density distributionlosters e.g/Blakeslee et al. (2003) and Mullis et al. (2005) showai-
over a range of redshifts, linking highsystems to their likely and SZ-selected clusters also show significant over-dessit
descendants, yields insights in the evolution of the gathsyi- red-sequence galaxies. We will discuss a possible sefeliis
bution. In this study we will extend the redshift baselingiwse furtherin Sec{_5]1. An overview of the GCLASS sample is give
comparisons towards= 1. in Tabled.

We perform the aforementioned key measurements in an un- The BCGs of these clusters have been identified and stud-
explored combination of redshift and halo mass range usieg ied in/Lidman et al.[(2012). In general the identification loé t
GCLASS survey, which contains deep 11-band photometry aBEGs is straightforward, being the brightest cluster memiibe
spectroscopy for 10 rich clusters a86 < z < 1.34. This paper the Ks-band, and we will use the same identification as done
builds further on the results presented in several papethen in |Lidman et al. [(2012). In the cases of SpARCS-1051 and
GCLASS sample. Muzzin et al. (2012, hereafter M12) preseBpARCS-1634, Lidman et al. (2012) found that the BCGs are
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Table 1. The 10 GCLASS clusters selected from SpARCS that form this lodshis study, with their dynamical properties.

Namé Zspec RAP DEC’ ¢ %00 Rl Specz
J2000 J2000  [kirs] [1094 Mo]  [Mpc]  Members
SpARCS-0034 0867 00:3442.06 43075341 700 2470 0991 45
SpPARCS-0035 1.335 00:35:49.70 -43:12:24.20 2508 gl o
SPARCS-0036 0.869 00:36:45.03 -44:10:49.91 2048 o8t 47
SPARCS-0215 1.004 02:15:24.00 -03:43:32.15 s e T

+8§ +8%
1.9% 0.8* 31
9@3 8@1 :
2.9* 0.9* 50

03 Q1

SpARCS-1047 0.956 10:47:33.43 57:41:13.30
SpARCS-1051 1.035 10:51:11.21  58:18:03.17
SpARCS-1613 0.871 16:13:14.63  56:49:29.95
SpARCS-1616 1.156 16:16:41.32  55:45:12.44
SpARCS-1634 1.177 16:34:38.22  40:20:58.36
SpARCS-1638 1.196 16:38:51.64  40:38:42.91

2 For full names we refer to Muzzin etldl. (2012
b Coordinates of the BCGs, as |dent|f|ed_@|2012)

¢ Velocity dispersions estimated by Wilson et al., in prep.
Dynamical properties estimated using the relation betwegamnd Mg, from Evrard et al.[(2008).

[=%

1500

off-set from the approximate cluster centre by about 250kpc Best fit CNOC
(projected). Munari+13 AGN gals
Evrard+08

The photometric data set consists of imagingdnizJKs and Carlberg+97
4 IRAC channels for each cluster. For details on the datacredu ;540 |-
tion, and a description of the catalogue, we refer to vdBh3. { 900k
summary, the catalogues contain objects detected ingtakd, ©
with Gaussian-weighted aperture fluxes in 11 filters to qairst £ 800[
the SEDs of the objects, and to separate stars from gala_\)(leshﬁ 700} | -
combining theiru — J and J- K colours. The depth of the im- |
ages, and therefore the completeness of the cataloguessdi 600 7
slightly from cluster to cluster. The median photometrienco
pleteness limit (80%), in terms of stellar mass, i$*0M,, for 500 7
the 10 clusters in the GCLASS sample.

Each cluster has substantial spectroscopic coveragedgavi #00 1614 18,5

by the GMOS instruments on Gemini North and Gemini South. h(2) + My [Mo]
The targets for spectroscopic follow-up were prioritizgdheir 200 LT
3.6um flux and their projected cluster-centric distance, as eRig. 1. Measured velocity dispersion versus halo magg)(
plained in M12. The membership of the massive galaxies theibgo). Data points are measurements on the CNOC sample.
constitute most of the stellar mass in the clusters are tbos cLensing masses are frd.m_l:l_o_ekslr_a_ét[al._(l?OlZ) (which are re-
firmed spectroscopically. Since the targeting complet®iigs vised in hoekstra et al., in prep.), whereas velocity disipeis
well understood, we can use the sub-sample for which we hawe obtained frorh_B_o_Lga.m_e_tJaJL_(lQ99) and Girardi & Mezzett
spectra to statistically correct the full catalogue forstér mem- (2001). Although there is a substantial amount of intrirssiat-
bership. How this is done is outlined in vdB13 (Sect. 3.4} arter (grey region indicates1-o intrinsic scatter around the rela-
expanded on in Se¢f. 2.3. tion), the best fit to these data (black line) is very closeh® t
[Evrard et al.[(2008) scaling relation (red).

2.1. Total halo masses

in the literature (e.g. Carlberg etlal. 1997a; Evrard &t QD&
Using the sample of spectroscopically identified clustéagas, [Munari et all 20113). These are of the form
totalling 457 members for 10 clusters, we perform a dynakmica
analysis to estimate masses for each cluster. From thefine- h(2) M2go |* 1
sight velocity distributions, which show approximatelyu@aian 1P = A1p WI\/I@] kms
profiles, the velocity dispersions are measured (Wilsom gina
prep.) using standard methods such as the shifting r arnere Ap anda are parameters that ardigrent for each study
the bi- Welght estlmatoﬂ_(B_e_eLs_e_ﬂ al. 1990; Girardie 9 (Fig.[).
[Fadda et dl. 1996), see Table 1. Since we do not measure the vedn order to determine which scaling relation gives the best
Iocity dispersion from dark matter particles but from subka halo mass estimate for the measured velocity dispersions in
(or galaxies), several dynamicdtects render this an imperfectGCLASS, we consider a sample of clusters which were origi-
tracer of the gravitational potential (e.g. Saro ét al. J0lBan nally studied as part of the Canadian Network for Obseruatio
attempt to take account of these biases (which also depend@osmology (CNOC, Yee et 4l. 1996). A weak-lensing study has
the spectroscopic target selection), various scalingsdsi the been performed for these systems, which provides for inde-
velocity dispersion and halo masMl{y0) have been proposedpendent mass estimateés (Hoekstra 2007; Hoekstralet al, 2012

1)




Remco F.J. van der Burg et al.: A Census of Stellar Mass in 1€sMa Haloes at ~ 1 from the GCLASS Survey

revised in Hoekstra et al., in prep.). For 13 of the clusters 5x10"
in this sample, velocity dispersions have been measured fro
spectroscopic targets that were chosen in a similar wayes th 4x10'
targets selected in the GCLASS sample_(Borganilet al. |1999;
Girardi & Mezzetiil 20011). Figll compares the weak-lensing 310'?
masses Nl»o0) to the line-of-sight cluster velocity dispersions.—

We fit a linear relation in this logarithmic plane, while fix- = 2x10'3
ing the slope tax = % and allow for the presence of intrin- >

sic scatter in the fit. The black line shows the best-fittingl-sc — s
ing relation to the data points (8 = 972"%0kms™), and we =10
find a significant amount of intrinsic scatter around thisarel E
tion (109, hx-Ma0) = 0.07°333 dex). The best-fitting scaling 0 . . 30.0
relation is very similar to the relation suggeste. 9 10 11 12
(2008). To estimate halo masses of the GCLASS clusters, we log[M./Mo]

will therefore use the Evrard etial. (2008) scaling relatibhis J[g 2. Solid line: the distribution of total stellar mass con-

relation was also used by a recent dynamical study on the A . . . . ; .
cluster samplelmgmm), which simplifies a coripa ained in galaxies with a given stellar mass. The points with

son with the results from this sample (d,g,_l:ujlo_n_dﬂ_a.L_;bOlg"or bars are the measurements of the SMF presented in
in the rest of this paper. Values M0 and Rygo are shown E'Lan_d_gl’TBJng_ﬁl_é|_L(2Q13), but |ntegr|ated ove; the rlna_s§$b|ns.
in Table[1. Statistical uncertainties are given (propad)atem Dotte '(?32 the spefctroscr?plc corlnp eteness for ﬂa aX'I w
uncertainties on the velocity dispersion), but note thatehs g:],ﬁgf cor:sstt?trsjtt:gsmi)osT;f ?hlgcs?ellz Srsrrt:;h;?.irfq[;]é glg‘;gg
also a significant systematic uncertaintyZ0%), corresponding spectroscopic completeness is highs0%) '

to the choice of scaling relation, and indicated by the sambst P P P '

tial amount of intrinsic scatter. Note that t%o values have a

smaller fractional uncertainty, sin€og « M2

stellar mass distribution
............. completeness

spec—z completeness

200° . . :
represents the number density of galaxies as a functiorebf st

) . lar mass. With the characteristic mass of the Schechtetitmc
2.2. Photometric redshifts and Stellar masses aroundM, = 10''M,, galaxies around this mass contribute

We estimate photometric redshifts for all galaxies in thebknd most o the total ;tellar mass of the cluster. _The thteOHmS
selected catalogue using the EAZY ¢ (Brammer ) 200@8 spectroscopic completeness for galaxies with prajetise
InvdB13 we assessed the performance by comparing the gho nces from the BCG less th&aoo, and shows that for the galax-
estimates to spezmeasurements for the galaxies that have be

observed spectroscopically. We found a scatter,0f 0.036 in
Az 2 negligible bias and fewer than 5% outliers.

T+z?

I with stellar masses aroui, = 10** M, the completeness

15 high & 50%). For measurements withiRyoo the complete-
ness is even higher. For that reason, the measurements of the
total stellar mass of the clusters are based mostly on gpectr

th Af;]ert f'x'nﬁ the redsh|ft forteachl obtl)ject at 't?. sp?cet[ | scopic redshifts, and are robust with respect to how we cbrre
€ photoz when a Spe-Is not avaiiable, we estimate Stel-,q photometric sample for completeness.

:Ztriowilft?rzsri:ss#g F’g? Iz (Klr |eg k:?]t POI :ZOQQD)'S)TQé Slfsggrtg%pu' We use the limited number of galaxies in the fields that have
een targeted spectroscopically to estimate the probatikat

tain the model SED that gives the best fit to the photometa galaxy is part of the cluster for the objects that do not laave

data. We use a parameterization of the star formation lyisier ; ; ; ;
SFR e e /7, where the time-scaleis allowed to range betWeenmeasured spectroscopic redshift. For objects with stelsses

ding~ 10'°M,, that were targeted, the success rate of ob-
10 Myr and 10 Gyr. We also assurmie a Chablier (2003) IMF, sofgic. < . o nia - .
metallicity, and the Calzetti et al. (2000) dust law. Foiraates (‘aammg a reliable spez-is higher than 90% (M12). Given that

on the stellar-mass completeness of the catalogues, wetoefethe targeting prioritization is known (M12), we can corréu

vdB13. To approximate the statistical uncertainty on ezel photometrically selected sample for cluster membt_ershmpgus
the sub-sample of spectroscopic targets. To do this we take a

mass measurement, we perform 100 Monte-Carlo simulations . ; ; .
which we perturb the photometric aperture flux measuremeﬁimIlar approach as outlined in vdB13 (Sect. 3.4), but witeva

L . : s a&aptations.
within their estimated errors. Each realisation of the logae o . .
gives a slightly diferent SED fit, and therefore the mass-to-light tThg rid'ﬁl d!St"’Ilré(.:etOf eac?r?alaxy IS rescale?l totl,l:n“t?@i
ratio (M, /L) is different. We translate the obtained scatter "> eki o pb_y5|ca} 'Z.alnge't enwe dm?a"sure or (tahme%ﬂme
M. /L into an approximate uncertainty on the stellar mass, afdyMpI€, IN DINS Of radial distance and steflar mass, theldrac

including uncertainties on the spectral templates theraselWe 0 corret_:tly |d_ent|f|ed cluster galaxies based on their phot

find typical uncertainties oM, /L of 0.21 dex aM, ~ 1010M,, Comparing this number to the total number of speselected

and 0.13 dex akl. ~ 10 M " cluster members in this bin, we obtain membership corractio
. * O

factors that are used to correct the photometrically setbiotim-

bers for membership. The correction factors as a functioa-of

2.3. Cluster membership correction dial distance are shown in Figl 3. The membership correction
. o _ factors are a decreasing function of distance, since tretastsi

Fig.[2 shows the distribution of total stellar mass contdiife are less overdense further away from their cluster centre. T

galaXieS Wlth a. given stellar mass (SOlld |in6). This linbésed blue (red) points represent the popu|ation of Star-forn('n{]_g-

on the best-fitting Schechter function for the total gala®py- escent) galaxies. For the correction factors as a funcfistebar

lation from vdB13. The points with error bars are the measurgass we refer to vdB13 (Fig. 4).

ments of the SMF presented there, and are integrated massesyg fyrther improve the estimates on the total stellar mass

over the SMF in each bin, |efMNr'n"”ax ®(M) - dM, where®(M) associated with each cluster, we estimate the contamimbyio
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_ 20 ) ) j Table 2. Ksband magnitudes for the BCGs identified in
2 [ Lidman et al.|(2012) for the GCLASS clusters. The last column
§ . - gives the stellar masses corresponding toGAIEFIT total inte-
c 1o ] grated magnitude, and the errors also include the statistic-
% certainty onM, /L.
p )
1 S T
e | % ] Name MAGAUTO GALFIT  GALFIT M, gcc
o i 1 [magas] [magss]  Sérsic-n  [10*Mg]
& 0-3F e Quiescent galaxies %’ 7] TSpARCS0034 169+001 1651700 36808 356700
GE) L o Star—forming galaxies - SpARCS-0035 127+ 0.01 170&8:8% 3.77t8ﬁﬂ 4_.614:818‘71
= [ ] SpARCS-0036 180+ 0.01 1610j838§ 3.8281%§ 6.92838
0.0 ' ' : SPARCS-0215 1D5+001 1686002 302014 336041
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 SpARCS-1047 129:001 1703000 4.35§81§1g 2.42/0%
R/ R0 SPARCS-1051 1711+ 0.02 167388 68708 4.49:0%8

0 _q 07
. . . . SpARCS-1613 1%7+0.01 1550f8'861 3.25’:828 10.91:’8'43
Fig. 3. Correction factors as a function of radius, scaled®,  spARCS-1616 1D1+001 16967060 303018 3247028

for the cluster ensemble. Error bars represent Unceai®t-  SpARCS-1634 121+001 174200 08308l 1982
timated from Monte-Carlo simulations. Further away frore th SpARCS-1638 171+ 0.02 1743}§2§% 5,235% 2,35}%%2
projected centres, the correction factors go down becaalsg-g

ies are increasingly more likely to be part of the field.

field galaxies for each individual cluster. This miI”IOI’ catren of mass contained in stellar form in the BCG is approxima’[e|y
to the photoz selected sample for each cluster is due to cosmico01 of the halo mass.

variance, slight dferences in photometric redshift quality be-  [Behroozi et al.[(2010) arld Behroozi et 4l. (2013) estimated
tween the fields, and also the dependence of angular sizeiassge stellar mass versus virial halo mass relation over aerafig
ated withRpoo 0 the cluster mass and redshift. To estimate thiggshifts and halo masses using the abundance matching tech
overdensity parameter we 1) apply the correction fact@swe  pigue. At the high mass end we make a comparison between
use on the photometric sample (e.g. Fig. 3 and vdB13 (Fig. 4pkir estimates and our observations, which are based on di-
on all spectroscopically targetted galaxies, then 2) usddres- rect measurements of the total halo masses and stellar snasse
timate the number of cluster members in this sample, and-3) g centrals in the same systems. We multiply the Behroozi hal
vide the actual number of spectroscopic cluster members®y hasses by factor 1.11 to account for thetence between their
estimated number of cluster members to give the correction f yirial halo masses antlogo (Bryan & Normai 1998). We show
tor. This cluster overdensity parameter is by construaiound  helBehroozi et al[ (2010) (Behroozi et &l. (2013)) prediciior
1.0 and ranges from 0.86 to 1.22 for the clusters in our samplg _ 1 by the light (dark) shaded area in Fig. 4. Although the al-
lowed areas are large due to inclusions of statistical ast&sy
atic uncertainties, the results fram Behroozi étlal. (2056)m
to be in better agreement with the GCLASS data than the gesult
In Fig.[@ we show the stellar mass of the central galaxy asfr@m Behroozi et al.[(2013). What isftrent in both abudance
function of dynamical halo mass. Stellar masses are medsufatching studies is the specific treatment of intra-clutiggat
based orM, /L's estimated with FAST, multiplied with the to- (ICL) in Behroozi et al.(2013). When a galaxy merger occurs
tal flux in the Ks-band. Since brightest cluster galaxies (BCGdh this new model, the stars associated with the satellitexga
generally have extended light profiles, their flux measurégd wmay either be deposited onto the central galaxy, or be ejecte
SExtractor in Kron elliptical apertures is under-estimated. Ténto the ICL. Since Behroozi et al. (2013) estimate the ICbéo
account for the total flux of the BCGs in the-6and, we use Of a significant contribution to the total stellar masg at1, this
GALFIT to fit Sérsic profiles to these galaxies. We make sure tHatootentially related to an under-prediction of the stetfass in
we carefully mask any nearby satellite galaxies and perftdm the central galaxies.
different fits where we convolve the profiles witlffdrent stars To increase the dynamic range in terms of cluster halo mass,
to approximate uncertainties due to the PSF. We compare+thein order to constrain the power-law slope of this relatiom w
tegrated flux in these Sérsic profiles with 8&xtractor mag- compare our results to those fram Hilton et al. (2013), which
nitudes in Tabl€12. The values show the median values and there obtained from a sample of ACT SZ-selected clusters. To
maximum and minimum values for the 1@t@irentGALFITruns, be able to compare the results directly, we reduce the stella
after rejecting the highest and lowest value. Thedénce be- masses estimated from_Hilton et al. (2013) by 0.24 dex to ac-
tween theGALFIT and SExtractor measurements is typically count for diferences in the adopted IMF. Note that Hilton ét al.
about 0.2 mag, and depends mainly on the shape of the prof{#013) did not fit the SED of the BCG with a model to constrain
which is described by the Sérsic parametefo obtain the total M, /L, but rather assumed a single burst stellar population that
stellar masses of the central galaxies we multiply the fatglin  has a formation redshitt = 3. For the purpose of estimating
the Ks-band with theM, /L estimated using FAST, and includeBCG stellar masses theftiirence between these approaches is
both the flux-error and the error d, /L (which is the dominant small (<0.1 dex), because the BCGs contain relatively old stellar
source of uncertainty). populations. Thévi,oo measurements for this cluster sample are
Considering the GCLASS data in F[g. 4, we find mild evitaken froni Sifon et al[(2013). Fifi] 4 shows a clear relabien
dence for a correlation between the BCG stellar mass and hal@en the BCG stellar mass and total halo mass from GCLASS
mass, with a Spearman rank égientp = 0.49. The fraction and Hilton et al.[(2013).

3. Central stellar mass versus halo mass
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4. Total stellar mass versus halo mass

—log(Mee)=11.66+0.42[log(Mpp+ 14.5)] <1 .
= ” We make a comparison between the halo masses and the to-

102k ﬁﬁé | tal stellar mass in the halo, including the satellites. W# wi
[ A 1 perform all measurements both withit3oo and within Rsgg to
— = { provide a reference and facilitate the comparison withrdite
= | . i ~IpARCS-00344  ture measurements. When necessary, we will convert between
= g _|_SpARCS—0035 . i ,
© — SpaRCS-00367  Reoo @ndRspo by applying the concentration parameter estimated
§ {1 from|Duffy et al. ). For the mass and redshift range of the
spARCS-1051|  GCLASS clusters, Dffiy et al. (2008) find a typical concentra-
PReeT1elz] tionofc = 2.7, which is consistent with a stacked weak-lensing

SpARCS-1634|  measurement of clusters at~ 1 (Sereno & Covoné 20013).

— e at6°|  Corresponding to this concentration parameter, we willthse
°§ 09@?:‘ E—enirl?::-i:]? relationshipdRsgp = 0.632- Rygp andMsgg = 0.631- Maogo.
L L For each cluster we sum the stellar mass contained in galax-
10" 10" ies with a spectroscopic redshift consistent with the eluttat
M0 [Mo) exceed the mass completeness limit of the cluster. THeakd

Fig. 4. BCG stellar mass versus total halo mass. Black dots shdiX limits were simulated for each cluster, and correspogdi
lines of constant stellar mass fractions of 0.0001, 0.0@t0a01. Stellar mass completeness limits were estimated and piesien
*+-signs show the results frdm Hilton et al. (2013). The refati vdB13 (Table 1). To this we add the phatselected sources that
is the best fit to the combined data set_of Hilton étlal. (20144 correct for cluster membership using the method exptaine
and the current study. Estimates from Behroozi &t al. (2an@) " Sect[2ZB, provided that their projected radii from the@C

Behroozi et al.[(2013) are indicated by the shaded regions. are 1ess thao (or Rsoo). Since the overdensity of the cluster
with respect to the field is ferent for each cluster, as explained

in Sect[2Z.B, we correct the total stellar mass of the photaene
sample with the cluster overdensity parameter for eacherius
The stellar mass is now measured within a projected radius
When we fit a slope to the combined set of data points, i R, (or Rsgo), but to estimate the stellar mass fraction and be
have to account for intrinsic scatter in the relation to eeshat able to compare to results in the literature we have to deptoj
we do not give too much weight to precise measurements tiggé stellar mass onto a sphere with radipg (or rso), since
are far df the mean relation. We follow the approach outlined ithe halo mas#/,00 (or Msgo) is defined in that way. Assuming a
Hoekstra et al. (2011) to perform a three parameter fit toethesoncentration parameter= 2.7 and integrating the NFW pro-
data points. Besides the parameters describing the paweel  file along the line of sight, we find that 74% of the mass in the
lation, the intrinsic scatter is assumed to be describedlbga cylinder also lies within the sphere with radiRsyo (and 69%
normal distribution, for which we fit the dispersien The in- when we make this comparison fgog). We therefore multiply
trinsic scatter is best described by 10, m,,,) = 0.12583  the stellar mass estimates by a factor 0.74 (0.6Régg).
dex, and the best-fitting relation is Idggcc) = (11.66+0.03)+ Since so far we only considered galaxies with stellar masses
0.4273:0°-[log(M200) - 14.5]. This relation is plotted in Fil]4 and exceeding the mass completeness limits, we have to estiheate
indicates that the BCG stellar mass fraction is lower fohkig siellar mass contained in lower mass galaxies. We meadueed t
mass haloes. The fit shows that there is a significant amogechter parameters of the SMF in vdB13, and although these
of intrinsic scatter in the relation between central galaiel- harameters were constrained by galaxies with stellar raasse
lar mass and halo mass, which is consistent with the finding &Ieding 18°M,, we use the integral of this Schechter function
e.g.Leauthaud et al. (2012b). for masses below the stellar mass completeness limits teator
Note that our data do not allow for measurements of ther these lower mass galaxies. Higl. 2 shows that the totdduste
intracluster light (ICL), and therefore the contributiohiotra- mass contained in low-mass galaxies is small. The percentag
cluster stars to the central stellar mass is neglected. &I‘r m by which we correct the stellar mass depends on the stellss ma
the measured values are therefore lower limits, but Burkel et completeness and ranges from 4% for SpARCS-0035 to 25% for
(2012) show that the contribution of intracluster stars@to- SpARCS-0036. Given the size of these corrections factoey, t
tal stellar mass a ~ 1 is expected to be significantly smallerdo not have a significantiect on the results, especially because
than at lower redshifts. On the contrary, Behroozi et al1@0 the depth in terms of stellar mass is independent of the itdsh
suggest a picture in which a significant fraction of the ICIs haor halo mass of the clusters. Total stellar masses are listed
already been formed at~ 1. Note however the slight tensionTable [3.
between their statistical study and our observations otiiéar In Fig.[3 we show the total stellar mass versus total halo mass
mass in the central galaxy (which is related to the buildith® compared withinR,0o and Rsoo (left and right panels, respec-
ICL component) in Figl 4. tively) for the GCLASS systems. Error bars in the verticaédi
Lidman et al. [(2012) measure the BCG stellar mass verdign include statistical uncertainties on individual Eelmass
halo mass for a sample of 160 BCGs in the redshift intervaleasurements, and uncertainties on the estimated pritiesbil
0.03 < z < 1.63. Besides the ffierent redshift range they that a photometrically selected galaxy is part of the cludtee
study, their analysis is slightly fierent from ours, Lidman et al. latter uncertainty, which dominates, includes the errorttu
) constrain thé, /L of the BCGs with J-, and kband overdensity parameter for each cluster. The GCLASS data sho
data and do not uUseALFIT to probe the extended light pro-a clear correlation, with spearman @id@entp = 0.65 (within
files of the BCGs. The slope fitted by Lidman et al. (2012) i8200), andp = 0.62 (within Rsop).
Moo o« Mg&:%2. The reciprocal of this is consistent with our ~ We fit a power-law relation to the GCLASS data points, with
slope to within 2e-. the amount of intrinsic scatter as a free parameter, anditledc
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by a log-normal distribution with scatter. We find the fol- We transform the results from other studies to the Chab¥iér |
lowing best-fitting parameters for the comparison witRigo; by subtracting 0.24 dex in mass for a Salpeter IMF, or adding
10G(0 Mo, [Ma00) = 0.08'0.02 dex, and the relation lIo#z00+) = 0.04 dex to the mass for a Kroupa IMF. TN, /L depends on
(12.44+0.04)+(0.59+0.10)[log(M200)—14.5]. When we perform galaxy type, but due to the lack of multi-wavelength phottome

the fit to the data withifRsoo We find; 10g@ gy, Ms00) = 0117305 it is often assumed that all cluster galaxies are composéukof

dex, and the relation lodsoq) = (1244f8'8‘2) +(0.62+0.12). same stellar populfition. If one assumes an old stellar putipul_
[log(Msgo) — 14.5]. Both relations are shown in Figl. 5. The slopéand therefore a higM. /L), the mass of the late-type galaxies
of the relation is consistent with the slope found[by Lin ét a(@nd thus the cluster as a whole) is over-estimated. Suclfr-an e
(2012), who measured it to be7d + 0.04 for a sample of red- fect will be more pronounced at higher redshift because ef th
shift z < 0.6 clusters. The small amount of intrinsic scatter ifigher number density of late-type galaxies in higblusters
the relation between total stellar mass and halo mass irdicfM12, vdB13). We will point out possible issues for each af th
that stellar mass is a good proxy for total halo mass (albigit wcomparison samples below.
large measurement uncertainties on individual clustessyyas An obvious study to compare our results to is based on an
also suggested by Andrean (2012). SZ-selected cluster sample from the ACT, with a redshifgean
For 6 X-ray selected galaxy clusterszat 1,[Burke etal. Overlapping with GCLASS and a median redshiftzof 0.50
(2012) show that the contribution of the ICL to the total dwba (Hilton et al.[20183). A complication is that Hilton et/al. (28)
flux within Rsog is about 1-4%. Since this contribution is muctgstimated cluster stellar masses based on the total IRAGrB.6
(factor ~2-4) smaller than the contribution of the ICL at lay- flux measured after a statistical background subtractitstead
our measurements should be close to the actual mass in staré fitting a M, /L for each galaxy based on SED modelling, they
Given that this tight relation between total stellar mass aigSsume a stellar population that is formedzat=_3, follow-
halo mass already existsat 1, and that the stellar mass fraciNg 87 = 0.1 Gyr single burst model and the Bruzual & Charlot
tion is decreasing with increasing halo mass, one wouldafaiv (2003) stellar population synthesis model. To estimateefhe
expect the stellar mass fraction of these massive halogs to fF¢ts of these assumptions and see if this creates a biaslwe f
crease towards lower redshifts. That is because the likely s/OW the method described by Hilton et &l. (2013) to obtain the
tems that will be consumed by these haloes are those wittha higgckground subtracted IRAC 3 flux within Rsoo for the 5
stellar mass fraction (McGee et al. 2009). In this simpleyse  GCLASS clusters for which we have deep IRAC data (vdB13),
the stellar mass fraction would increase, even in the alesehc @nd estimate the total stellar mass based on the descritled st
in-situ star formation. Given this naive expectation, ithigre- | Population. Tablgl3 compares these estimates with tiaé to

fore interesting to make a comparison of the stellar mastecon Stellar mass in the clusters obtained by the full SED fittingla
of haloes at lower redshifts. ysis. The approach with a fixed, /L over-estimates the stellar

mass in all clusters by at least a factor of 2, and thifedénce

seems to be largest for the highest redshift cluster. Thisis
Table 3. Total stellar masses projected onto spheres with radistent with the notion that the blue fraction, and therefive
Rooo andRsqq for the GCLASS clusters. fraction of galaxies with relatively lowM, /L, increases with
redshift (cf/ Butcher & OemlEr 1978). It is also possibletttne
stellar population assumed by Hilton et al. (2013) has a éerm

Name Mao0x Msoaxs  Msogx (3.6um)? tion redshift ¢ = 3) that is too high. After correcting the stellar
[10”Mo] [10™Mo] [10™M¢] masses frorh Hilton et Al (20113) to a Chabrier IMF, we divide
SpARCS-0034 Zloﬁgjig 2.10i§ji§ - them by an additional factor of 2 as an approximate corractio
SPARCS-0035  B9gzy  1.50°g1 54373 for theM, /L explained above. These data points are overplotted
SPARCS-0036  307g3c 2747035 - in Fig.[3 (right panelx-symbols), and lie around the relation that
SpARCS-0215 867y 1555 - is the best fit to the GCLASS data. Note that since we used the

SPARCS-1047 15015 004700 ]

SPARCS-1051 0008 06080 red-sequence selected GCLASS sample to measure thishgas, t

2993 ~098 065 real bias might be even larger if the SZ-selected sampleagmnt

_ —+0. . X

ggﬁﬁgg_igig 381838 g'sgg;gg 13’1%8&5 a lower fraction of quiescent galaxies.

SPARCS-1634 Bgold  1agdit 3377588 To study a possible evolution in the stellar mass content of
SpARCS-1638 313f§g nggﬁ 233%35 clusters we COnS|dmg_aﬂa_et bl_(sz.B)a who measureghe s

lar mass content in a sample ok 0.3 clusters. Estimates for

a Taking the background subtracted flux in IRAC @6and assum- Msgo are obtained from X-ray observations. To measure the total
ing the sameM, /L for every galaxy in each cluster, based on &tellar mass from the available SDSS data, the galaxy popula
single burst stellar population with= 0.1 Gyr formed atz = 3. is separated between early-type and late-type galaxiag tis¢

(u-i) colour. Exploiting theM, /L from/Kaufmann et al. (2003)

in the i-band for these galaxy typgii Lf%na etlal. (2013) esti-

mate stellar masses. Since 1.L(2003M, /L's

are based on the Kroupa IMF, we subtract 0.04 dex to compare

their results to ours, and overplot them in Hi@j. 5 (right pane

<-symbols).

We compare our measurements to others in the literaturetlmos  Another nearby cluster sample is the one studied by

performed at lowz) for Rsgo, Since this radius was used by mosGonzalez et al! (2007), which is in the rangé®< z < 0.13,

studies that estimate the halo masses with X-ray data. Hawewand these measurements are revised in Gonzale? et all (2013)

there are several important caveats to make before we caa middese studies, a singM, /L was used for each galaxy, irrespec-

a fair comparison. The adoptédl, /L is a major systematic un- tive of their type. From a dynamical analysis of the SAURON

certainty in any study and depends on the assumed IMF dueptoject, they estimate the averalyk, /L in the i-band, which

differences in the contribution of low mass stars to the totabmathey found to be lower than th#l, /L based on an assumed

4.1. Comparison to other samples
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Fig. 5. Total stellar mass versus halo mass within a sphere witlus&db, andRsgo (left and right panels, respectively). Error bars
represent uncertainties on individual mass measuremadtsigcertainties on the membership correction for galaxieslo not
have spectra for. Dotted lines show locations with constégltar mass fractions. The literature measurementst(pghel) are
measured over a range of redshifts, and are basedienetit analyses. When possible, the data points are catriectdifferences

in IMF andM,./L’s, as explained in the text.

Salpeter IMF. We correct theM, /L to a Chabrier IMF by sub- content, membership assignment is relatively straighi+fod.
tracting 0.12 dex, and overplot the points fret #n other analyses, where a statistical background sulbiraist
(2013) in Fig[® (right panek-symbols). The stellar mass frac-performed, this can be a major uncertainty for individuas-sy
tions they find are in approximate agreement with the stellsms. We attempted to correct fofféirences in the analyses be-
mass fractions of the GCLASS clusters, although they findtaeen literature studies to be able to compare the totdhstel
somewhat shallower slope of32 + 0.04 when they fit a rela- mass fractions betweenftérent epochs. Within the uncertain-
tion to only their data set. Given that the fraction of redtfwa ties there seems to be a good agreement between the stuelies ov
large M,./L) galaxies depends on halo mass, it is possible thhis redshift range, showing that there is no significantugian
this slope is biased due to the assumption of a siMyléL for in the stellar mass fraction at fixed halo mass in the redsdrifje
the sample. 0 < z < 1. To tighten the constraints on a possible evolution of
To increase the dynamic range of the comparison sa#fis relation, alarge and more homogeneous dataset andanal
ples, we make a comparison to the measurements frég required.
Budzynski et al.[(2013), who measured the stellar massidract
across a wide range of masses in the group and cluster regj . . S
from the SDSS. Thgeir stacked measure?nentpof over 20,000 ggtri]%ad'al stellar density distribution

cally selected systems atl® < z < 0.4 is shown by the shaded Measurements of the evolution of the spatial galaxy numéer d
region in Fig[5. Since their analysis is very similar to oug sity and stellar mass density distributions are a key to tstaed
do not have to correct their measurements féiedences in e.g. how stellar mass accretes onto massive haloes. We perfesa th
M. /L. Both the normalisation and their slope 089+ 0.14 are  measurements in GCLASS by dividing the sample in radial.bins
consistent with the relation we find for GCLASS. When thewe do this by stacking the cluster ensemble at the locatitimeof
stack original SDSS images to measure the contribution fraBTGs, and scaling the clusters by their respediige. We mea-
the ICL to the stellar mass in their sample, they find a slope thsure the area in each bin by masking the locations on the nage
IS even steeper. that are contaminated by bright stars. Also, since we doakeat t
We note that there are caveats that arise when comptue stellar mass of the BCGs into account in this study, wekmas
ing different cluster samples, as was also pointed out by séve location of the central galaxies since this locationsdoet
eral other studies (e.g. Leauthaud et al. 2012a; Budzynski e allow for the detection of typical cluster members.
[2013). Performing the analysis described by Hilton ef 11() The number density distribution is shown in Hig. 6, where
on the GCLASS data shows that there is a bias in the total stiel-each radial bin the number of speddentified cluster mem-
lar mass when a singld, /L is assumed for all cluster galaxiespers and the membership-corrected photoembers with stellar
especially at higle This bias in the stellar mass can be largenasses exceeding ' M, are combined. Errors on each point
than the evolution expected in the redshift rangeD< 1. This are a combination of Poisson sampling errors, and errogsapro
shows that it is important to analyse the full SED of eachxgalagated from the membership correction which we estimatet fro
to estimate its stellar mass. Thanks to the spectroscopierco a series of Monte-Carlo simulations. We used the area-wesiigh
age of the GCLASS sample, which is more than 50% complgiesition to plot the data points in the horizontal directidhe
within Ryqp for the galaxies that dominate the total stellar mass’-signs show the innermost point including the BCGs. The
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Fig.6. The number density of galaxies with stellar masses rig 7. The stellar mass density distribution in galaxies with-stel
10'°* Mo in the 10 GCLASS clusters as a function of radial disar masses- 10192 My, of the composite cluster as a function of
tance. The total galaxy population (black) is separated&en ragijal distance. Comparing these distributions to thosevatin
star-forming (blue) and quiescent (red) galaxies. Thickio Fig [g, we find that the stellar mass distributions are peakec
show the membership-corrected number density, where the ektrongly than the number density distribution. That is atida-
bars represent the uncertainties that arise from memipershi - tion for mass segregation of quiescent galaxies in thegersgs

rection. The points are fitted by projected NFW functionsd#), The lower panel shows the fraction of stellar mass in gataxie
with different concentration parameters. The lower panel showgh a spectroscopic redshift.

the fraction of galaxies in each bin with a spectroscopisingtl

bottom panel of FigJ6 shows the spectroscopic targeting-cof{0rs in the table for both the number density and the stella

pleteness as a function of radial distance, which shows-#sat Mass density profiles. The best-fitting profiles are showién t

designed- the completeness is higher for objects near the grorresponding figures. _ .

jected cluster centres. Further away from the cluster eetiie From both the number density and the stellar mass density

errors that arise from membership estimates are dominant. Profiles we find that the quiescent galaxy population is conce
The radial distribution of stellar mass in the ensemble-clu§ated more strongly than the star-forming population,alitis

ter is shown in Fig.l7. Besides Poisson counting errors andsr consistent with the view that the star-forming populatismac-

that arise from cluster membership corrections, the ercs - crétéd more recently by the cluster (for a measurement azlow

clude stellar mass measurement errors on individual gedaxicl- Biviano etall 2002). o .

Compared to the number density profile, the spectroscopic ta We also find that the stellar-mass distribution of quiescent

geting completeness is higher due to the selection of spectg@laxies is concentrated more strongly than their number de
scopic targets by their 3.8n flux. sity profile, which is an indication that more massive gadaxi

are situated closer towards the cluster centres than lovass m

galaxies. This is likely caused by dynamical friction of tHes-
Table 4. Best-fitting NFW parameters to the radial density diger members, which is mordfiient for massive galaxies. Note
tributions. Reduceg? values are given (14 degrees of freedomjhat this éfect is observed without taking account of the BCGs.

5.1. Discussion
CNEW )(z/d.O.f.

uall 7.127153 0.94 We measured the galaxy concentration parameters in thenense
¥ ' 5 1418282 0.84 ble GCLASS cluster, and it may be that a subset of these sgstem
Zrh];lé,l(lqluiescent 946188% 1:07 is driving the concentration to this relatively high valde. in-

162 vestigate this we perform fierent stacks using subsets of the
Zn,quiescent 7-12f8j88 0.92 GCLASS sample. We separate the sample in 3 bins, and to make
IMstar-forming  2.3575 0.36 sure the statistics in each bin ardfstiently high, we rank or-
1 star_formin 1.63+82g3 0.73 der the clusters by total stellar mass and fill the bins by 6, 3,
. g L and 1 cluster(s), respectively. We find that the best-fittited-

lar mass concentrations for these 3 ensembles are in the rang
6.0 < ¢ < 9.0, and agree to within@ of their measurement er-
We fit projected NFW/|(Navarro et dl. 1997) profiles to theors. This suggests that the stellar mass in each of the GGLAS

data points, excluding the BCGs, to be able to interpret ¢he clusters is likely to be distributed with a concentrationgmaeter
sults in the context of the NFW concentration parametemgJsiaroundc ~ 7.
2 minimization, taking account of the 2D annulus-shaped,bins This high concentration parameter for the stellar mattgr su
we find the best fitting functions, which give good representgest that the stellar mass is concentrated more strongty tha
tions of the data (see the reduggdvalues in Tabl€l4). We give the dark matter is expected to be. For the GCLASS haloes
the best-fitting concentration parameters and their maligied [Duffy et al. (2008) estimates a concentration parameter around
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¢ = 2.7 from simulations that only contain dark matter. Althougkxplanations for the observed evolution of the stellar naiss

this value is the median value for massive haloes at1, the tribution.

distribution of concentrations is found to be distributgdadog- First, since we do not take account of the stellar mass presen
normal distribution with a scatter(log(c)) = 0.15. Itis possible in the central galaxies when fitting NFW profiles, accretién o
that the red-sequence selection method is biased towasds gjalaxies onto the central galaxy might change the disidhut
tems with highly concentrated red-sequence galaxies. Memve of stellar mass in satellites, and therefore the conceoitraia-
given the large dference in concentration between the stellammeter, over time. Mergers play a dominant role in the bupd
mass and dark matter, and the relatively small scatter idithe of stellar mass in BCGs_(Lidman etlal. 2013; Burke & Callins
tributions, it is unlikely that this dierence is merely arfiect of [2013). Massive galaxies that are close to the centre are ex-
the selection method. Note that it is possible that the Biolu pected to merge with the BCG on a relatively short timescale
of baryonic physics in simulations will alter the dark maties-  (Bildfell et all jLidman et al. 2013), thereby renderthe
tribution, as recent studies have suggested|(e.g .  BCG an increasingly statistically fiérent population compared
[2011). This might bring the dark matter and stellar masseonc to cluster satellite galaxies. An indicator for this pracés an
trations better in agreement. We checked that the reswtsrsh increase of the luminosity gap between the BCG and the sec-
in Fig.[3 are only marginallyfiected if we change the concen-ond brightest cluster galaxy (elg. Smith étal. 2010). Hauev
trationtoc = 7. given the shallow slope of the central stellar-halo masatirei

The composite cluster sample is obtained after stacking #RECtLB), BCGs are expected to grow only by a factor of 1.5in
individual clusters on the locations of their BCGs. In somid'€ redshift range.0 > z> 0.3 (see also Lidman etal. (2012)).
cases the identification of the BCG is ambiguous. For SpARCSINe supply of this stellar mass growth is obtained fromegal
1051 and SpARCS-1634 the identified BCGs are separated!®y Near the centre, the concentration parameter of thiiteate
~ 250kpc from the approximate projected cluster centres. \W@/axy population would go down.
test what the iect of possible mis-centring is on the concentra- We perform a simple simulation in which we reduce the stel-
tion of the measured radial density profiles. We find thatéf t 1ar mass in satellite galaxies withitBR,o0in accordance with a
intrinsic cluster profiles are described by & 10 NFW profile, BCG growth of afactor of 1.5, and this shows that this is nét su

and 10 clusters are stacked with a mis-centring sampled &rorf|Ci€Nt to explain the dramatic decrease in the concentrio

Gaussian distribution with- = 0.1r,00, the measured concentraf@meter ¢ decreases from 7.0 to 6.0). Nevertheless, it is possible

tion would bec = 7. Any misalignment with the "true” cluster that the build-up of the ICL component towards lower redshif

centre would result in a concentration that is biased lowe@i P'@ys @ role in lowering the concentration parameter ofzstel

these tests, it is likely that the stellar mass is concezdraven Mass in satellites.

more strongly than indicated by the NFW fits to the cluster en- S¢cond, as clusters get larger, the dynamical friction
semble. timescale of a galaxy with a given mass increases, so tteast

longer for galaxies to sink to the centre of the potential viglis

is also hinted at when we compare the relation between dentra
5.2 Evolution towards lower redshift stellar and halo mass (Sefl. 3), and between total stellas ma

and halo mass (Sedll 4). Given that the latter slope is steepe

From numerical simulations (Wechsler el al. 2002) we knat ththe fraction of stellar mass in satellite galaxies is highemore
massive haloes are likely to grow by a factor-o2.5 between Mmassive haloes. Itis possible that galaxies that are actoetto

z= 1.0 andz = 0.3. This suggests that the GCLASS cluster santbe cluster at a later time are situated closer to the otsskithe

ple, with typical halo masses of b ~ 2 x 10, is the likely Clusters due to the same process, and thus are less coteentra
progenitor population of the clusters observed in the CN@€ s than the population that was accreted earlier.

vey (Yee et all 1996; Carlberg et al. 1996), which have typica We perform a simple test in which we increase the mass of
halo masses of My ~ 7 x 10%4. The concentration of the under-the ensemble cluster by a factor 2.5 by adding stellar masssth
lying dark matter distribution is expected to increase-b¥0% distributed following an NFW distribution with a given case

in this redshift interval (Dffy et al[2008). Muzzin et 4l (2007) tration. If we vary the concentration parameter of the papoh
measured the K-band luminosity and number density profiles that we add, we find that, in order to end up with a concentmatio
15 of the CNOCL clusters, and showed that the K-band lun§if ¢ = 4.0 byz= 0.3 (i.e., similar to the concentration measured
nosity distribution is well described by a projected NFWfjleo in CNOC), we have to add satellites with a concentrationipara
with concentration parameter= 4.28 + 0.57. Although the lu- eter ofc = 2.8 to the stellar mass density distribution observed
minosity in the K-band is a good proxy for the stellar mase, thh GCLASS. This scenario could potentially explain théef-
mass-to-light ratio in this filter depends on galaxy typecgiwe ence with the results from Budzynski et al. (2012), who firat th
find a diferent distribution of stellar mass in quiescent and steit low-z the stellar mass is concentrated more strongly than the
forming galaxies (FidJ7), this suggests that the K-bandhas dark matter, and suggests that the stellar mass contentymost
ity profile differs from the stellar mass density profile. Indeed, §rows by accreting stellar mass onto the cluster outskirts.

we scale the star-forming galaxies in GCLASS by a factor of

2 to account for the rough filerence inM,./L, we measure a ;

luminosity profile with a concentratiom< 6. Although the dif- 6. Summary and Conclusions
ference between GCLASS and CNOCL1 is hence not as extretmethis paper we provide three key measurements concerning
these results suggest that the dark matter and stellar neass the stellar content in 10 clusters at~ 1 from the GCLASS

sity distributions evolve in distinct ways. This is also gegted survey. GCLASS benefits from 11 band photometric coverage
by Budzynski et dl.[(2012), who based their study on a samad deep spectroscopic coverage to provide a full censuslof s

of groups and clusters in the redshift range3< z < 0.4 from lar mass in cluster members down to abtif = 10'%2 M.

the SDSS. For this sample Budzynski €t al. (2012) found th@bmbining these observations with measurements at lowler re
the concentration of the number density profile is lower tien shifts we hope to provide constraints on the way baryons cool
dark matter prediction. There are several caveats, andhp@ssand form stars in galaxies in high density environments.
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In Sect[B we presented a comparison of the central steltardata products produced by TERAPIX and the Cambridge Astny Survey
mass with total halo mass, and found a correlation that siggeJnit on behalf of the UltraVISTA consortium.
that the fraction of mass in the central galaxy is a decrgasin
function of halo mass, and about 0.001 for the mass rangegdrob
by GCLASS. We confirmed the trend predicted using abundarigéferences
matching techniques, both in a qualitative as quantita@rese. Andreon, S. 2010, MNRAS, 407, 263

Sect[# showed a comparison of the total stellar masses @ﬂdfeon, S. 2012, A&A, 548, A83
cluding satellites) with the dynamical halo masses, bothiwi 52290 M. L. McCarthy. 1. G., Bower, R-G., & Eke, V. R. 2008NRAS, 385,
Roo0 andRsoo. We found that the total stellar mass increases Wittlers 1. ¢, Fiynn, K., & Gebhardt, K. 1990, AJ, 100, 32
halo mass, and that the fraction is around 0.01 for our sampléhroozi, P. S., Conroy, C., & Wechsler, R. H. 2010, ApJ, &R
and appears to decrease towards higher halo masses. A eomfirooz, P. S., Wechsler, R. H., & Conroy, C. 2013, ApJ, &0,
ison of this relation with samples at other redshifts cardyieBildfell, C., Hoekstra, H., Babul, A., etal. 2012, MNRAS, 5204
insights on the way these systems accrete their stellar, ioatss B::fgs‘? gé‘fﬁf?ggni‘ ,\Tﬂhf)gqozsthgh"g‘,@?z?;_(:2'020%?3_\’@?‘224338
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evolution with redshift in the stellar mass fraction at fixealo ;a1 G. & Charlot, S. 2003, MNRAS., 344, 1000
mass. Bryan, G. L. & Norman, M. L. 1998, ApJ, 495, 80
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