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ABSTRACT

Aims. We present a homogeneous and complete catalogue of opticgdgyidentified in the purely flux limited (1< 145 < 24.0) VIMOS-VLT
Deep redshift Survey (VVDS).

Methods. We use mock catalogues extracted from the MILLENNIUM sirtiolg, to correct for potential systematics that migfieat the overall
distribution as well as the individual properties of thentifed systems. Simulated samples allow us to forecast tingber and properties of
groups that can be potentially found in a survey with VVD&Iselection functions. We use them to correct for the exggeicticompleteness and
also to asses how well galaxy redshifts trace the line-gffitsielocity dispersion of the underlying mass overdensityarticular, we train on
these mock catalogues the adopted group-finding techinigjtlee Voronoi-Delaunay Method (VDM). The goal is to fine-tutefiee parameters,
recover in a robust and unbiased way the redshift and vgldigpersion distributions of groupga(¢) andn(o) respectively) and maximize, at the
same time, the level of completeness and purity of the gratgdague.

Results. We identify 318 VVDS groups with at least 2 members in the ea@8 < z < 1.0, among which 144/80) with at least 3/6) members.
The sample has an overall completeness 60% and purity of~ 50%. Nearly 45% of the groups with at least 3 members areatitivered if we
run the algorithm with the particular parameter set whickximé&es the purity ¢ 75%) of the resulting catalogue. We exploit the group sample
to explore the redshift evolution of the fractidnof blue galaxiesy — B < 1) in the redshift range.R < z < 1. We find that the fraction of blue
galaxies is significantly lower in groups than in the globapplation {.e.in the whole ensemble of galaxies irrespectively of theiiremment).
Both of these quantities increase with redshift, with ttaefion of blue galaxies in groups showing a marginally digant steeper increase. We
also investigate the dependencefgfon group richness: not only we confirm that, at any redsHif, lilue fraction decreases in systems with
increasing richness, but we extend towards fainter lunitiesshe magnitude range over which this result holds.

Key words. Galaxies: clusters: general —Cosmology: large-scalecstre of Universe —Galaxies: high-redshift —Galaxies: letion—
Galaxies: statistics

1. Introduction 1984; Dressler et al. 1997; Garilli et/al. 1999; Treu et al020
Poggianti et al. 2006).

Galaxy groups and clusters are the largest and most mas-

sive gravitationally bound systems in the universe. Beeads

this, they are very useful cosmological probes. For examplel. The detection of galaxy groups and clusters

the evolution of their abundance or baryon fraction give in- : . .
sights into the value of fundamental cosmological paranaetéA whole arsenal of algorithms allows to identify and reconst

(e.g.Borgani et al. 1999; Newman & Davis 2002; Allen et algalaxy systems. They range from the very first pioneer method

2002;| Ettori et al. 2003; Zhang etlal. 2006; Ettori et al. ::»OOQbased onvisual identification on photometric plates (Ab@HS;

their mass and luminosity functions fix the amplitude dfwicky et all 1968) to more recent techniques which explait v

the power spectrum at cluster scalesg(lRosati et all 2002; lous physical properties of the systems as a 9Uide. fqr il

Finoguenov et al. 2010), while their optical mass-to-ligat tion. Forexample,thetherm_al premsstrahlung emissian tre

tio allows to constrain the matter density parame®ay (e.g. hotintracluster gas trapped inside the cluster gravitafipoten-

Girardi et al. | 2000;._Marinoni & Hudson 2002; Sheldon et a ial allows to spot them by means OT X-ray band observap@ms.
! ' e opposite side of the spectrum, in the centimetre regilas;

2009). Groups and clusters are also ideal laboratoriesor e . :
trophysical studies. Several interesting physical preegsare er detection is made possible _tbanks_yto tt'e Sunyaev-Zieklov
indeed triggered on scales characterized by such extreme ect (SZE| Sunyaey & Zeldavich 1972, 1‘)8(.))' Indeed, the hot
sity conditions. Their analysis is crucial in particularunder- mtracluste_r gas, by inverse-compton scattering the preotd

: (Bhe Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB), leaves a character-

gtic imprint in the CMB spectrum which can be exploited as a
useful signature for identification. A cluster potentialllean
also be detected through strong gravitational lensing ®cts-
Send gfprint requests toO. Cucciati mic shear induced by weak gravitational lensing (Kneib 2t al
* e-mail:olga.cucciati@oamp. fr 2003;| Gavazzi et al. 2009; Limousin ef al. 2009; Richard et al

evolution (e.gl_Oemler 1974; Dressler 1980; Postman & Gell
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2010; Limousin et &l. 2010; Morandi et/al. 2010). Clusteenid to the fact that objects surface number density is enhanged b
tification can be based also on the properties of the memlblee faint flux limit. This essentially limits thefiectiveness of
galaxies. It has been observed that cluster cores hostatiypic 2D identifications at higle= The third dimensions is thus imper-
red galaxies, among which there are the brightest clustakga ative if we want to disentangle in afffieient way projection ef-

ies (BCG). Thus, a cluster center can be identified Bsfa-dec fects. Nonetheless, the uncertainty on the line-of-sigisitjpn
concentration of galaxies with typical red colours (seedrr of galaxies may be a concern when it is bigger (or even much
ample the Red-Sequence Cluster Survey, Gladders & Yee 200i@ger) than the typical velocity dispersion of group g#axas

the first cluster survey based on this method), in some candhe case of photometric redshifts.

adding also the constraint of a high luminosigyq.themaxBCG
method| Hansen et al. 2005, Koester et al. 2007).

An orthogonal approach, based on geometrical algorith
consists in identifying systems from the 3D spatial disttin  To date, many local, optically selected group catalogues ar
properties of their members. These algorithms vary from thailable in literature. A review can be found [in_Eke €t al.
earlier hierarchical method (Materne 1978, Tully 1980) #rel (2004), where one of the largest catalogue of galaxy groups
widely used ‘friend of friend’ (FOF) method (Huchra & Gellerdetected in redshift space from the Two Degree Field Galaxy
1982), to the more recent 3D adaptive matched filter meth@&dshift Survey (2dFGRS) is presented. Similarly, several
(Kepner etall 1999), the ‘C4" method _(Miller et al. 2005) angroup catalogues have been extracted from the Sloan Digital
the Voronoi-Delaunay Method (VDM, _Marinoni etial. 2002)Sky Survey datad.g.Miller et all [2005;/ Berlind et all_2006;
Finally, group-finding algorithms have also been develop&tleinmann et dl. 2006). Systematic searches of groups in red-
which exploit information extracted from photometric rbilis  shift space have been undertaken also at intermediateiftedsh
(e.g/Adami et al: 2005; Mazure etlal. 2007). (e.g. within the CNOC2 survey, up to redshift = 0.55,

The availability of several identification protocols is moly |Carlberg et al. 2001). The compilation of optically selelcaad
useful in order to confirm clusters detection by an a-posteri complete samples of groups up o ~ 1 and beyond has
cross-correlation of various independent cataloguest istdlso  been made possible only recently thanks to the completion
crucial for spotting eventual systematics which migfieet in- of large and deep spectroscopic surveys, such as the DEEP2
dividual detection techniques. For example, it has beewshoGalaxy Redshift Survey (Davis etlal. 2003), the VIMOS-VLT
by the first joint X-rayoptical survey/(Donahue etlal. 2002) thaDeep Surveyl (Le Févre etial. 2005), and the zCOSMOS survey
only ~ 20% of the optically selected clusters were also idefkilly et al/2007, 20009).
tified in X-rays, while ~60% of the X-ray clusters were de- |Gerke et al. (2005) present the first DEEP2 group catalogue:
tected in the optical sample. Understanding the possilkg-se it contains 899 groups with two or more members identified in
tion effects hidden behind theftiérent survey strategies is cruthe redshift range.@ < z < 1.4 with the VDM method. The
cial in order to interpret this small overlap between the tife DEEP2 sample reaches a limiting magnitudeRag = 24.1,
ferent cluster catalogues (see for example Ledlow/et al320@nd its galaxies are pre-selected in colour before beimgtad
Gilbank et al! 2004). Moreover, using the RASS-SDSS galafyr spectroscopic observations, in order to reduce the rumb
cluster catalogue Popesso et lal. (2004) show that a dislexs  of galaxies atz < 0.7. The first zZCOSMOS group catalogue
of ‘X-ray underluminous Abell clusters’ does exist, with Zn  (Knobel et al.l 2009) comprises 800 groups with at least 2
ray luminosityLx which is one order of magnitude fainter tharmembers, covering the redshift rangé & z < 1.0. The par-
the one expected for their mass according to the typigal ent galaxy sample is purely flux limited (15145 < 225), and
mass relation_ (Popesso etlal. 2007a). This supports theeoongroups are detected with the FOF method, combined with the
of IDonahue et al.! (2002) about the possible existence oébia¥DM.
in catalogues selected inftérent wavebands. In this work, we make use of the VIMOS-VLT Deep

A major challenge we face is to extend cluster searchesSirvey (VVDS,| Le Fevre et al. 2005) to compile an homoge-
high redshift. Indeed, most of the methods described abdafve sneous optically-selected group catalogue in the redsaifge
fer from major drawbacks when applied in this regime. Bo#h tH0.2 < z < 1.0). We run the VDM code on a sample contain-
X-ray apparent surface brightness and the gravitatiomslimg ing more than 6000 flux limited galaxies (b7< lag < 24.0)
cross section of clusters decrease very rapidly with rédgké for which reliable spectroscopic redshifts have been measu
a consequence, only very massive clusters can be detecteBaticular attention has been devoted to optimally tuneptire
high z On the contrary, the SZE detectioffieiency does not rameters of the group-finding algorithm using VVDS-like rkoc
depend on redshift, but large SZ survey are yet to be conthleteatalogues. The selection function of the sample, esdgntia
For what concerns cluster detection using the spatialiblistr compensating only for the flux limited nature of the survay, i
tion of members, we emphasize thdfeience between photo-simple and mostly insensitive to possibly uncontrolledstsiach
metric and spectroscopic galaxy data sets. Several mettavgs as those which mightfect colour selected samples. Moreover,
been proposed to detect clusters with photometric datajlynaithe magnitude depth of the VVDS allows us to sample a galaxy
exploiting galaxy colours in dierent bands. On the one sidepopulation which is fainter in luminosity than that curdgnt
this method has been successfully used both for surveys (peebed by other flux-limited surveys of the deep universe.
for example the above-mentioned Red-Sequence Clusteeygurv  The paper is organized as follows:§#8 the data sample and
Gladders & Yee 2000) and single detectioagy(the very recent the mock catalogues are described. The reliability of thilvi
work bylAndreon et al. 2009), but on the other hand the s@lectiline of sight velocity dispersion as estimated using g&suis
of red galaxies implies the selection of only the older dtrites, discussed i3l In §4 we review the basics of the VDM group-
where galaxies lived enough time to bieated by the physical finding algorithm, while the strategy followed to fine tune it
processes typical of the group environment (see for exathple parameters is presented§B. In §&8 we describe the properties
discussion in_Gerke etal. 2007). Moreover, the depth requirof the VVDS group catalogue. The redshift evolution of the
in photometric surveys to identify highgroups and clusters in- B colour of group galaxies is analyzed §fil. Conclusions are
creases the number of foreground and background galaxies, drawn in§8.

ml S2. This work and the existing groups and clusters samples
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We frame our analysis in the context of/a Cold Dark
Matter model ACDM) specified by the following parameters: : ]
Om = 0.3,Q4 = 0.7, Hy = 70 km s MpcL. Magnitudes are -4.20F 3
expressed in the AB system.

-4.30
2. DATA SAMPLE and MOCK CATALOGUES :
2.1. The VVDS-02h sample ~440F ;
The VIMOS-VLT Deep Survey (VVDS) is a large spectroscopic & _asob _

survey whose primary aim is to study galaxy evolution and
large scale structure formation. The survey detailedesgseand
goals are described in_Le Fevre et al. (2005). VVDS is com-  -4.60
plemented by ancillary deep photometric data that have been
collected at the CFHT telescope (BVRI, Le Fevre etal. 2004;

McCracken et al. 2003), at the NTT telescope (JK, lovino et al —4.70

2005; | Temporin et al._2008) and at the MPI telescope (U, : ]
Radovich et al. 2004). Alsa*, g’, ', i’, Z' -band data are avail- —4.80F 3
able as part of the CFHT Legacy Survey. The full suite of spec- 36.30 36.40 36.50 36.60 36.70 36.80 36.90
troscopic and photometric data provides a superb databask t ra

dress in a wide redshift range many open questions of modern T ———————————
observational cosmology. S N N R N N R RN RN

In this paper we make use of the data collected in the VVDS-

0226-04 Dee_p field (fror_n now on *VVDS-02h fi.eld”),.where_ theFig. 1. Uneven spectrograph coverage in VVDS-02h field. The
spectroscopic observations have targeted objects in tm'magrey—scale from the lightest to the darkest grey indicakes t
tude range 1B < lag < 240. In this range the parent phOtO'sampling rate, with corresponding values shown in the label

metric sample is complete and free from surface brightness $he ari ;
: e grid used for the colour-code had steps of 30 Right
lection dfects (McCracken et 51. 2003), resulting in a deep ar}ftcension and Declination, and for each grid position waluse

purely flux-limited spectroscopic sample. Spectroscopises- squares of size’ o estimate the sampling rate. The central area

vations (the so-called “first epoch” data) in the VVDS-02lidfie P T
were carried out at the ESO-VLT with the Vlsible Multi-Obfec covered by 4 VIMOS passes is highlighted by a solid line.

Spectrograph (VIMOS), a 4-channel imaging spectrogragth e
channel (aquadran) covering~ 7 x 8 arcmirf for a total field

of view (apointing) of ~ 218 arcmis. The observations used 1
arcsecond wide slits and the LRRed grism, covering the sglect

. . ity flags. Here we only emphasize that, comparing spectgisco
range 5.500'8( A <94QOA' The resulting féective SPECtFa' reS- redshifts of objects observed twice by means of independent
olution is R~227, while therms accuracy of the redshift mea-

) ; < observations, we conclude that redshifts with #3¢3/4) are
surements is- 275 kny's (Le Fevre et al. 2005). : : i 0 i
The VVDS-02h field covers a total sky area a7 & 0.7 correctly estimated with a likelihood of &9(7/> 99)%. We as

ded, targeted by 1, 2 or 4 spectrograph passes. This strat%’%ned a flag9 when in the spectrum there is only a single se-

d i h . e spectral feature in emission. Given the spectral range
produces an uneven target sampling rate as shown in F[@ur% d by observations and the flux limits of the survey, thissem
The multiple-pass strategy assures that there is no sariwies- sion line is typically [OI]3727A or kb (in very rare cases
sampling of the denser regions, at least inth80% of the field ypically y

covered by two or more spectrograph passes. It should be }%‘!)' Thus flag:9 redshifts have a probability of being cor-

ticed that some quadrants had to be discarded due to thair proeoCt of ~ 50%, being based on the choice between the two

quality and not all the regions of the field covered by the sa ost probable emission lines. We double-check the robsstne

: the likelihood assigned to fla@ and flag-9 objects, by con-
number of passes have the same sampling rate. In average, spe._.. 2 : ; Sy
tra have been obtained for a total of 22.8% of the parent pho 0gStIng spectroscopic estimates against photometrier et

metric catalogue. Due to low signal-to-noise ratio /ando the Flk?ttal(r)tnest. aﬁ)r}gg)(;g?tgﬁtrﬁgfvhlgsnwteg: nig?;prlétf gn? .T.O%%SEC'med
absence of useful spectral features, onl§0% of these targeted o : 9

: : P : of CFHTLS data(*, g’, r', I’, 2’ filters) and the latest data avail-
objects yield a redshift, giving an overall sampling rate df8% ; . ;
(~J33%)c/:onsidering onlgl thegarea covered b)F/)4 gasseS). * able from WIRCAM (J, H and K filters, Bielby et al. in prepa-

ration). According to this comparison, flag(/9) redshifts are
correctly inferred with a likelihood of 73§9)%, a figure which
is in good agreement with the independent determination dis
VVDS-02h field first epoch sample probes a comoving votussed above.
ume (up toz=1.5) of nearly 15 x 10® h-3Mpc? in a standard Note, also, that the conclusions of our work are figeted
ACDM cosmology. This volume has transversal dimensiensby the fact of including or not in our analysis ftag low quality
37x37 h~IMpc at z=1.5 and extends over 3060'Mpc in ra- redshifts. As a matter of fact these objects constitute 4l $rae-
dial direction. tion (< 3%) of the whole sample. Moreover, thifext of possi-
The collected sample contains 6615 galaxies and AGNKE biases induced by wrong redshift estimates are weaksned
with secure redshiftsi.e. redshift determined with a quality the very existence of the galaxy correlation on small scéfles
flag=2,3,4,9 (6058 with @ < z < 1.5). We refer the reader galaxy with flag-2 is located nearby (on the sky) to other galax-
tolLe Fevre et al. (2005) for further details about redshifal- ies with similar (but more secure) redshift, the likelihothat
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it shares the same redshift actually increases with respébe deg independent MILLENNIUM light cones (generated with
probability determined on the basis of our analysis. the code MoMakF, Blaizot et al. 2005), from which we extracted
several kinds of mocks, according to our purposes. Firstiof a
22 Mock catalogues we e_xtr_acted (% 1) ded flux limited samples, with the same
- 9 flux limits as VVDS-02h sample (15 < Iag < 24). These cat-

We made extensive use of mock catalogues, both to test the p@gues have 100% sampling rate, and no redshift measutemen
tential for group searches of the VVDS-02h field data and gror added. We called these catalogh&$0Q 0), the first num-
tune the parameters of the group-finding algorithm for optimber in brackets indicating the sampling rate and the sedoad t
detection. redshift error. Then we randomly depopulated these cataog

Before introducing any particular group-finding algorithmt0 obtain subsets with 33%, 17% and 10% sampling rate, mim-
one needs to test which limits in group reconstruction are irf¢king roughly the sampling rate of the 4 passes, 2 passes and
posed by the specific characteristics of the VVDS surveygesi Pass areas of the VVDS-02h field. These catalogues are called
With mock catalogues mimicking VVDS-02h field we were abl&(33,0), M(17,0) andM(10,0) respectively. With these mock
to explore which groups are lost irretrievably due to the sufatalogues and taking advantage of the known group member-
vey sparse galaxy sampling. Furthermore we were able tsass®liP We were able to assess how much a group catalogue is de-
how our measurement of the line of sight velocity dispersibn Populated when sampling rate is lowered to values typical of
group galaxies is degraded by both the sampling rate and these of VVDS-02h field. _
non negligible VVDS redshift measurement error. After mavi ~ As a further step, we added redshift measurement errors to
explored these limits, we then moved to test and optimize tHee 33% sampling rate mocks, randomly chosen from a Gaussian
group-finding algorithm, within the ranges in redshift aret v distribution centered on 0 wittr = 275 kmy's. This way we take
locity dispersion where we found that VVDS-02h data allow #to account the mean redshift measurement error of our real
reliable group reconstruction. data. We called these mock cataloghé€33, 275). With these

Mock catalogues were obtained by applying the semiPock catalogues, we were able to test how well we can deter-
analytic prescriptions of _De Lucia & Biaizot_(2007) to theMine group virial velocity dispersion when the survey has flu
dark matter halo merging trees extracted from the Millermiulimits, sampling rate and redshift measurement errors oking
Simulatiofl (Springel et al. 2005). The simulation contas=  those of the 4 passes areas of the VVDS-02h field.

2160 particles of mass .8 x 10°h~*M,, within a comoving ~ As a last step we needed mock catalogues to test how ef-
box of size 500h~Mpc on a side. The cosmological modefective is the group-finding algorithm we adopted in ideytif

is a ACDM model withQq, = 0.25,Q, = 0.045,h = 0.73, ingthose groups surviving in a sample like the VVDS-02h one.
Qu = 0.75,n = 1 andog = 0.9. The positions and velocities TO test the #iciency of our algorithm we used 20 “VVDS-

of all simulated particles were stored at 63 snapshotsespag- like” mocks extracted from MILLENNIUM simulation. These
proximately logarithmically fronz = 20 to the present day. Dark Mocks have the same flux limits, geometry, uneven sampling
matter halos are identified using a standard friends-ehfts rate, redshift error measurement as the VVDS-02h sampée (se
(FOF) algorithm with a linking length of 0.2 in units of the are Pollo et al. 2005 and Meneux_ et al. 200_8 for the preparation of
particle separation. these mocks). Subtleiffects, like those introduced by slit po-

In this simulation, group galaxies are those in the same FOioning bias, have also been included, as the same slit pos
halo, identified with a unique ID. For each simulated group #ning tool used for VVDS-02h sample has been used, with the
wealth of physical information are available: galaxy membeSame optimization criteria, to generate the VVDS-like mock
ship, virial mass (computed directly using the simulatettipa Moreover, the areas masked in the real photometric catalogu
cles), virial radius and virial velocity dispersion (botbroputed because of bright stars and because of a beam of scatteied lig
from the virial mass, through scaling laws and the virialothe have also been masked in the VVDS-like mocks.
rem). The virial mass is computed within the radius where the For the sake of clarity, we emphasize that whenever we
halo has an overdensity 200 times the critical density ostime  refer to the ‘FOF’ or ‘simulated’ groups in all the above-
ulation. mentioned mock catalogues, we mean the sets of galaxieiswith

It is worth noticing that the model used to construct lighthe same original FOF halo provided by the simulation itself
cones from the MILLENNIUM simulation has been shown t&efore any depopulating process: we never ran any FOF algo-
be quite successful in reproducing several basic propedtie fithm on mocks after extractiniy(100,0), M(33,0), M(17,0)
our real data set. The most important are the average redsffd M(10,0), M(33,275) and “VVDS-like” mocks from simu-
distributionn(z) (Meneux et al. 2008) and the global Luminosityations.

Function LF (Zuccaet al., in preparation), that are in gogreta-

ment with the real VVDS-02h(2) and LF, with the only excep- _

tion of a slight excess of galaxies in théz) mock samples for 3: Preliminary tests

z < 0.5. It should be noticed that such a smalfeience im(z) 3 1. Testing the effects of VVDS survey strategy on groups

does not ffect the completeness and purity values (see Section

[5.1) of our group catalogue, as we specifically tested usépg sIn this section we explore how well the group catalogue ex-

arately the mocks with the most similar and the mosfedi tracted from a VVDS-like survey trace the group populatién o

entn(z). Moreover, in_ Meneux et al. (2008) it is shown that th@n ideal survey which is purely flux-limited. In a real flux im

galaxy clustering in the MILLENNIUM simulation light conesited galaxy survey with a sampling rate lower than 100%, most

is consistent with the one measured using the VVDS-02h sagfoups will have a smaller number of members and some will

ple. even go undetected. We want to assess the fraction of grioaps t
Through the Database built for the Millennium Simulatiorisurvive” as suchi(e. with at least 2 members) in a survey with

(Lemson & Virgo Consortium_2006), we selected 10x11) a sampling rate like the one in VVDS-02h. To identify groups,
both in the full flux limited and in the various ‘observed’ aat

1 httpy/www.mpa-garching.mpg.dgalfornyvirgo/millenniuny logues, we used at this phase the identification number of FOF
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groups in the Millennium database. In other words, we casid
only the limitations introduced by the survey strategy,leeg
ing for the moment further complications introduced by the i 1.0F 3
completenegtailures of the specific group finding algorithm we
used.

In Figurd2 we plot the fraction of groups in mock catalogues
flux limited at 175 < lag < 24.0 that survived after apply-
ing a sampling rate corresponding t?/4 passes regions.€.
10%, 17% and 33% respectively) as indicated bijedéent lines.
Practically, we plot the ratio between the number of groups i
M(10,0), M(17,0) andM(33,0) catalogues and the number of
groups inM(100Q 0) catalogues. This ratio has been computed in
not-independent running redshift bins &% = 0.3: continuous
lines are fits along all the bins, while for reference theostor-
responding to théV(33, 0) catalogues are also shown for each
redshift bin as red diamonds. Note that the number of groups
with oy > 650 km's is quite low, mainly because of the small
field of view, thus the fraction of survived groups at< 0.8
fluctuates around a mean value that we use to fit a straight line 0z 04 06 08 10 12 1.4
These fluctuations, however, only in the worst cases areghs hi z
as 10%. This is also true favi(10,0) andM(17, 0) catalogues,

for which we do not plot single points not to crowd the figurerig. 2. The fraction, as a function of redshift, of “surviving”
The horizontal dashed line at a fraction value equal to 50%dgoups when the sampling rate is decreased from a purely flux
shown for reference. The three panels correspondiferdnt |imited simulated sample 15 < Iag < 24.0 (i.e. with 100%
cuts in the virial Ii_ne_of sight velocity dispersionr;) quoted sampling rate) to~33% (4 passes area, red line)17% (2
in the mocks, as indicated by the label (from now onwards glhsses, blue line) andl0% (1 pass area, green line). The frac-
velocity dispersions quoted will be line of sight velocitisper-  tion has been computed in not-independent running redsihit
sions). of Az = 0.3: continuous lines are fits along all the bins, while for
Figure[2 shows that in 2 and 4 passes areas we can recqQe@érence the fractions corresponding to M3, 0) catalogues
the majority & 50%) of groups down taryi; ~ 350 knys in  are also shown for each redshift bin as red diamondgefint
the full redshift range below = 1.0. Obviously going to higher panels show dierent cuts inry;, as quoted in each panel. The
values foro; allows to extend further the redshift range. SucRorizontal dashed line at a fraction value equal to 50% is for
lower limit for o;; is in agreement with the one imposed by theaference.
non negligible redshift measurement error of VVDS survey. A
we will see in the next paragraph, for groups with, < 350

km/s our measurements of velocity dispersion are quite unre‘hﬁ‘-e large majority of groups surviving in “VVDS-like” mocks
able. ave< 10 members.

Hereafter, when discussing “measured” velocity dispesio
(rmeag We will refer to velocity dispersions obtained apply-
3.2. Estimating group virial I.0.s. velocity dispersion ing the gapper method to the members of the given group. Of
course, we corrected this velocity dispersion taking irttwoaint
the scaling between redshift and velocity. Thus we used:

0,,2350km/s

02F 0w2500km/s 3

% groups with respect to Full 24.0
o
o

0,,2650km/s

A robust determination of the line-of-sight velocity disgien of
galaxies in group is essential if we are to infer the groupairas
a reliable way. When group members are sparsely sampled, as i oG
is the case for VVDS-02h data, the “gapper method”, origynal? meas= 77— @)
suggested by Beers et al. (1990), has proved to be the most ro-
bust velocity dispersion estimator (see also Girardi &1 993). wherez is the redshift of the group.
This method measures velocity dispersion exploiting tHeare ~ In this section we want to test whether our measurement
ity gaps in the given velocity distribution of galaxies, ngithe of the line of sight velocity dispersionmeasis a reliable esti-
following formula: mate of the virial velocity dispersiom,; (as listed in the mock
catalogues). For this comparison we udé¢L00 0), M(33,0)
Vi) N-1 and M(33,275). We called thermeas Of these three kinds of
oG = ———— Z i(N = )(Vis1 — W) (1) cataloguesr(100,0), 0(33,0) ando(33,275) respectively. In
N(N - 1) ) the case of a non-zero redshift measurement error, such as in
M(33,275) mock catalogues, we took the error itself into ac-
where the line of sight velocitieg are sorted into ascend-count when computingmeas SO that the errong,,) was sub-
ing order.| Beers et all (1990) show in their Table Il that thisacted in quadrature as follows:
method reliably estimates the velocity dispersion with &ir e
ciency> 90% for groups with~ 5 — 10 elements, thanks to its max0, o(33, 275§ — V3]
robustness in recovering the dispersion of a distributien & (33, 275) = (1+2? ®)
the more general case of a contaminated Gaussian distributi
It is important to emphasize that this range of group members where o(33,275); is the velocity dispersion measured in
is well suited for the study we present in this work. On the ond(33,275) mocks with Equatiohl e,y = 275 km's andz is
hand, we consider the velocity dispersion reliably medsara the redshift of the group. Whemn(33,275) = 0 we considered
only for groups with at least 5 members, and on the other hathe velocity dispersion not measurable given the redstifire
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Fig. 3. Comparison of line of sight velocity dispersiofyeascomputed inM(10Q 0), M(33,0) andM(33, 275) mocks (¥, 2"¢ and
39 column respectively) with the virial velocity dispersio®; . The first row is for the redshift bin.2 < z < 0.6, and the second
for 0.6 < z < 1.0. In each plot, theipper panekhows isodensity contours in the plangeasversuso; for groups with at least
5 members. Blue triangles are the median xaaxis) and mean (o axis) values of single points grouped in binscaf;, with
vertical error bars being threns of mean values. The bins on tlexis have the following limits: 0.5 - 150 - 250 - 350 - 450 - 550
- 1100 knjs. Purple squares are the same as triangles but for groupailgast 8 members. Thewer panelin each plot shows
the percentage error (with itms) when we comparemeasandoy;r . Triangles and squares are plotted only when the correspgnd
ovir bin contains at least 15 objects. See text for further detail

Figure[3 shows the comparison of, with ¢(1000), 1) Effects due to the VVDS-02h flux limlthe plots in the first
0(33,0) and 0(33,275), respectively in the first, second and column show that even in the ideal case of purely flux lim-

third column. The first row is for the redshift bin2< z < 0.6, ited mock catalogues with 100% sampling rate and without
and the second for.6 < z < 1.0. In each plot, theipper panel redshift measurement error, the measured velocity diggers
shows isodensity contours in the plaogeas versuso i for (100, 0) systematically underestimates;;. This system-

groups with at least 5 members. Blue triangles are the median atic ofset, shown in the lower part of the plots, is always
(on x axis) and mean (opaxis) values of single points grouped  below 20%, with a smaller scatter for increasing and for

in bins ofoi,, with vertical error bars being thensof mean val- the lower redshift bin. Such anffset can easily be under-
ues. As a reference, purple squares are the same as tribogles stood by noticing that in a flux limited survey, even with a
for groups with at least 8 members. Tlogver panein each plot 100% sampling rate, moving to higher redshifts groups will
shows the systematidiget of the relation in the upper panel; the progressively lose the fainter members that lie outside the
offset is expressed as a percentage error (withrigs computed selected flux range. As a consequence the measured velocity
as follows: dispersion underestimates the real virial velocity disjmer,

as the “surviving” galaxies are the brighter, usually foumd
[Tmeas—oir] 100 @) group cores.
Tvir 2) Effects due to the lower sampling rate introduced by VVDS-
02h strategyThe plots in the second column show that if we
whereomeasis (100, 0),0(33,0) ando (33, 275) in the three decrease the sampling rate from 100% to 33%, our ability
columns respectively. Symbols have the same meaning ae in th in recoveringoir decreases as well, as expected. The sys-
upper panel. tematic dfset is not significantly worse than in mocks with

Results graphically shown in Fifil 3 can be summarized as 100% sampling rate, but the scatter around the systematic
follows: offset is larger, especially for log;.

err.% =
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3) Effects due to VVDS redshift measurement eiffamally, the

plots of the third columniillustrate the fact that when we add 1000 - - - - T
275 ks of redshift error, lowry;; are very dificult to re- 0.20<z<0.60
cover, while, foro;; > 350 ks, the systematicftset and 800 - ]
its rms remain below 25% with a slightly higher scatter for
the higher redshift bin. =
S 600

Figure[3 convincingly demonstrates that the estimate of the =

velocity dispersion is robust only in groups with;, > 350 £ 400

kmy/s. It also serves the following purpose: it forecasts theipre ’

sion with which the measured velocity dispersion tracesea sp

cific oyir of the matter particles in the halo once the VVDS sam- 200

pling rate and spectroscopic uncertainties are taken gtount.

As a matter of fact, when we analyze the real VVDS-02h group 100

catalogue, only the estimatgneqsare available, and nothing is 50

known aboutr;;. We should therefore ask also the reverse ques- % o

tion of how far a given value af;; is from the observet meas £

This means that we have to takg..asas reference when we :gg

compute the percentage error. We show the results of this ana

ysis in Figurd# in which, for any given bin @f(33,275) we 200 si;&%@g,%g%%) 800 1000
plotted the mean systematiffset from the real underlyingy,

computed as a percentage errorod33, 275) as follows:

1000 - - - -
erT.06 — [0(33,275)- ovvir] 100 (5) 0.60<z<1.00
0(33,275) 800
Also in this case, when consideriag33, 275) greater than =
350 knys we are able to recover,; with an error of< 30% 2 600
and < 20% for groups withN > 5 andN > 8 respectively. =
Therefore, for velocity dispersions above 350/krand despite £ 400
the relatively large error in redshift measurements caas®s- ®
tematic increase in the estimate(33, 275), we can still recon-
struct a sensible value of,; in the VVDS-2h 4 passes region. 200
We carried on a similar check for groups in 1 pass and 2 passes
regions, and verified that results are qualitatively sintdethose 100
obtained in the 4 passes area. 50
Globally, our analysis suggests that we can use VVDS-02h 2 o
data as a suitable sample for extracting higgroups. 5 50
-100
4. The group-finding algorithm 200 400 600 = 8OO 1000

sigma(33%,275)
Several geometrical algorithms have been proposed toifgent

groups and clusters from the 3-dimensional distributiogedéx-  Fig 4. As the plots in the last column of Figufé 3, but with
ies, that is by optically identifying them within Spectropic  exchanged axes. In this case the binning is made according to
redshift survey (see Sectibh 1). (33, 275) and notry.

In this work we identified groups using the Voronoi-
Delaunay Method| (Marinoni et al. 2002). In short, the VDM
combines information from the three-dimensional Voroniei dstructures. Complementarily, the Delaunay triangulagissigns
agram and its dual, the Delaunay triangulation. The Vorongalaxy members to the identified core. Note that a crucial dif
diagram [(Moronoi 1908) is a polyhedral partition of 3D spacdéerence between the VDM and other methods is that, since it
each polyhedron surrounding a galaxy and defining the unigoeliminarily identifies group centers, group membersbion-
volume containing all the points that are closer to thatxgalastruction proceed radially outward, from the densest ctoes
than to any other galaxy in the sample. The Delaunay compleards the outskirts of the structures.
(Delaunay 1934) also contains proximity information. |dis- An advantage fiered by the Voronoi-Delaunay method is
fined by the tetrahedra whose vertices are sets of four galaxihat it exploits the natural clustering of the galaxies ie §am-
that have the property that the unique sphere that circubescrple. For example the dimension of the volume assigned to each
them does not contain any other galaxy. The center of thegphgalaxy locally depends on the number density of the objests s
is a vertex of a Voronoi polyhedron, and each face of a Voronmunding the galaxy itself. It is thus adaptively and unpzet
polyhedron is the bisector plane of one of the segmentsititat Irically rescaled and not predefined on the basis of some fixed
galaxies according to the Delaunay complex. length parameter. Moreover, galaxies that are Delaunay con

The basics of the VDM code is as follows. The denser thmected to the central cores are processed with cylindrigad w
environment in which a galaxy live, the smaller the Voronaliv dows whose dimensions are locally scaled on the basis ofphys
ume which is associated to it. Therefore the Voronoi pariiti cal relations observed in simulated (and real) samplesmffrg
allows for an immediate identification of the central regiarfi and clusters. The specific set of VDM parameters is thus de-
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signed in such a way tofier the maximum of flexibility in se- we have to consider that the mapping between redshift iaterv
lecting groups according to the a-priori physical informmatwe and peculiar velocity changes with redshift, and thuspfeihg
have on their structure. As a consequence, a fine-tuned VBM|@lerke et al.[(2005), our algorithm automatically rescaidme
gorithm has been proven to be verffigent in reconstructing der lengths/(2) as a function of, using the equation:

intrinsic characteristics of groups, such as for exampdelitie

of sight velocity dispersion of their members_(Marinoni kEt a£(2) = [9(2)/(z0)] L(Z), (6)
2002).

The Voronoi-Delaunay method was specifically designed to wherez, is a reference redshift (see Section 4.2 for details)
avoid some known drawbacks characterizing standard gro@sd
finding algorithms such as for example the FOF and the hierar-
chical methods. These methods are based on user-specifie = 1+z ]
rameters (the FOF linking length, theffiaity’ threshold in the VM + 23+ Qp
hierarchical method) that do not depend on the real didtabu
of galaxies. One of the negative consequences is that Bpatia This scaling as a function of redshift is applied to 8l £
closed but unrelated structures are often merged togethar iand L, .
single system. Moreover, some dynamical properties otetas
are very sensitive to the adopted group-finding algorithon: f4 1 Phase |
example, the velocity dispersion of groups identified byRtd ’
algorithm is found to be systematically higher (by nearl$0 In Phase | galaxies are at first ranked according to the iserea
than that of groups found by the hierarchical algorithm,revéng size of their Voronoi volume. A cylinder with radiug,
when both algorithms are optimized on the same galaxy samglgd half length, is then centered on the galaxy with smallest
(Giuricin et all 2001). Voronoi volume. All galaxies inside the cylinder and Delayn

We will now briefly summarize how the VDM works, al-connected with the central galaxy are considered group mem-
though detailed descriptions can be found_in _Marinoni et dders and calledirst-order Delaunay neighboursThe central
(2002) and also in_Gerke etlal. (2005) (from which we adopteglaxy and its first-order Delaunay neighbours are consitler
some technical improvements). a group seed. In the case there are no other galaxies in the cyl

At first, the algorithm computes the Voronoi-Delaunay mesiter, the central galaxy is rejected as potential seed. Tthes,
following the prescriptions in_Barber etlal. (1996) and hdirt choice ofR, and £, determines the final number of identified
(1996). It then searches for groups with a 3-step procedure.groups. At the end of this Phase the barycenter of the seed is
each step, new group members are identified by means of a cytiomputed, using the positions of the central galaxy andris fi
drical window (of radiusR and half-lengthL) which is used to order Delaunay neighbours.
scan Delaunay connected galaxies and to decide whethet or no Then the algorithm processes the full sequence of Phases for
they are cluster members. Phase | concerns the 3-D idetitificathe found seed. After Phase Il and Phase Ill are completed, th
of group seeds. In Phase Il the algorithm determines gronp cevhole procedure is reiterated by selecting from the soistthe
tral richness, and finally in Phase Il an adaptive scalingeba first galaxy not yet assigned to a group.
on N-o relation is used to rescale cylinder dimensions depend-
ing on group richness found in Phase Il. A detailed explamati
of each of these three steps follows in sectlons4.1, 4.22hd 442 Phase Il.

The radius and the half-length of the cylinders of Pha$& | (|n the second phase aff#irent cylindrical window with radius
and£;) and of Phase Il and£,), together withr andl, the R, and half lengths;, is centered on the barycenter determined
scaling factor used to determine respectively the radidsta@ in phase I, and it is used to determine the central richneteof
half-length of the cylinder of Phase IIR{; and.Ly), are free  group. All galaxies that fall in the Phase Il cylinder and epe-
parameters of the algorithm. They have to be optimized usiRgcted to the first-order Delaunay neighbours are caéednd-
physical information about clusters. order Delaunay neighbouysand are considered further group

The choice of a cylindrical shape for the search window igembers. The total number of group members after this phase
physically motivated by the fact that the gravitationaldi@f (the central galaxy plus first- and second-order neighBdsrs
galaxy overdensities induces peculiar velocities whdigceis  considered as the central richnégs of the group.
to make the galaxy distribution to appear elongated in tide re A reliable estimate ol is important as it controls the adap-
shift direction. The only way to take this into account is I3# U tive search window used in Phase Il (see below). From one
ing a search window with a radial extension much longer thaand, the fact of considering only Delaunay-connectedxigsa
the transversal dimension, in order not to miss group mesab&hinimizes the inclusion of interlopers M, . On the other hand,
Note that we use a cylindrical window also in Phase I, whilg a flux limited survey like VVDS, th&\,, distribution varies as
in Marinoni et al. (2002) Phase | search window had a sphegfunction of redshift, because of the variation of the luosity
cal Shape. The Original choice ofa Spherical window for thst fi limit with redshift. To ensure a uniform group popu|aticN“
phase was physically motivated by the fact that galaxieiglteshas to be corrected as a functiorzof
ing in the highest density peaks. the central cores of groups
and clusters, are expected to have smaller peculiar vigscit NEOT(5) — N (20))
However, we verified that for less rich systeris,loose groups 'l (@ =N @)
as those we expect to recover in the VVDS sample, the best
choice is a cylindrical window. In particular, the surveyitgu Here z, is the redshift zero-point considered as reference,
large redshift measurement error together with the spanse s and(v(2)) is the comoving number density, that we calculated
pling rate motivate our new choice. by smoothing the redshift distribution of the galaxy sampled

As we want the length of search cylinders to corresporben dividing it by the diterential comoving volume element at
roughly to the peculiar velocity of the galaxies in the groughe considered redshift. In_Gerke et al. (200%)js the lower

()

(8)
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limit of the DEEP2 galaxy redshift distribution{z),i.e. z = 0.7. properties on a group-by-group basis, and also to repratieae

In the case of VVDS-02h sample, the lower limitri(g) is z =  statistical distribution as accurately as possible.

0.2, but at this redshift the volume covered by the VVDS-02his To test VDM algorithm success in finding the fiducial groups
small. Because of thigy(z = 0.2)) can be poorly constrained.present in the VVDS-like mocks, we used the following qualit
Moreover(v(2)) decreases very rapidly from= 0.2 up toz = estimators (see also Marinoni etlal. 2002 and Gerkel et ak 200
1.0. Thus we chosgy = 0.7 as a compromise between higHor more details):

statistics (it is roughly the peak of ou(z) distribution) and not

yet so large survey volume. - galaxy success rateqq: fraction of galaxies belonging to
At the end of Phase Il the barycenter position is readjusted fiducial groups that are identified members of reconstructed
using allN;; members. groups;

- interlopers fraction f: fraction of galaxies identified by the
algorithm as members of reconstructed groups but that are
4.3. Phase lll. interlopers:
Finally, in Phase Il the algorithm reconstructs the fult e¢ - completenessGraction of fiducial groups that are “success-
group members, using a new search window which is centered fully” identified in the reconstructed catalogue;
on the group barycenter determined at the end of Phase Il andpurity P: fraction of reconstructed groups that “correspond”
with dimensions determined according to the following basi  to fiducial groups.
scaling relations. o )
Assuming that groups are singular isothermal spheres, at Hence, we now need a quantitative measure to determine
any given distance from the center the mass density distribuwhether a fiducial group is detected “successfully” and weet
tion is related to the velocity dispersion through the eiquat & reconstructed group “corresponds” to a fiducial one. Ts thi
p(r) = o2/(2xGr?) (Binney & Tremaink 1988). Sincki(r) = Purpose, we consider a detection to be successful when more
4rr3p(r)/3, and by definingy; as the radius of a spherical vol-than half of a fiducial group members are detected in the same
ume within which the mean density 4s times the critical den- VDM group. On the contrary, a VDM group corresponds to a
sity at the considered redshift, we find thdt;, « o3, where fiducial one when more than half of its members belongs to that
My = M(rvi) is the virial mass. The virial theorem imp"esfiducial group. In general, these two conditions can be \egtifi
that My; o« o « R3. therefore, exploiting the correlation be-ndependently. These general cases are caliesway matches
tween velocity dispersion and central richness, which teenb from one group catalogue to the other (from fiducial to VDM or
confirmed from loose groups up to massive clusters (for exaffithe opposite direction). But when these conditions aréied
ple, seel Bahcall 1981), we end up with the following chain gimultaneously involving the same fiducial and VDM group in
relationsNSo™ oc Myir o o3 o RS, both directions, we have &avo-ways matchS(_) we can have a
Accordingly, we let the central richnes°" of each group One-way completeness;(Gand aone-way purity () when we
to control both the radius and the length of the cylindriegirsh  consider only one-way matches in the fiducial and in the recon

window: structed group catalogue respectively, but aldev@way com-
pleteness (&) and atwo-way purity (B) can be defined when
- R = r(NEomL/3; considering two-ways matches.
- L = (N3, On the one hand, knowing absolute value of completeness

and purity will help us in optimizing the algorithm, but oreth

Here,r and| are normalization parameters to be optimize@ther hand comparin@, with C; and P, with P, we can es-
using simulations. Note that the adaptive search window blish the kind of errors in the reconstructed group catado
Phase I1I will difer from group to group and that all galaxies enl fact, whenC; >> C;, it means that some fiducial groups
closed within the cylinder are considered as further groemm areone-waysuccesses but noo-waysmatches, and thus these
bers, irrespectively of the order of their Delaunay conioest  fiducial groups contain a low fraction of the members of their
From now on, we will call richnesN the final number of mem- reconstructed associated group. This is an indication\tbe

bers assigned to each group at the end of Phase III. algorithm tends to overmerge separated groups in biggenrec
structed groups, or to assign to reconstructed groups tory ma

interlopers. On the other hand, whea >> P, we know that

5. Optimizing the group-finding algorithm VDM algorithmis doing the opposite errdg.the reconstructed
51 Success criteria g:]oeup catalogue is highly fragmented with respect to thecfau
In this section we detail the optimization strategy deviserk- We decided to use these indicators to search for the best set

construct groups in the most reliable and unbiased way. %o t®f parameter for our algorithm following some guide lineBeT
purpose, we used VVDS-like mock catalogues. We applied thasic idea is to obtai@; andC; as high as possible, while keep-
VDM algorithm to them, and compared the groups found bylg P, andP, at least above 50%. Moreover, we would like not
the algorithm with the groups present in the mocks identtfigd to produce a highly overmerge@{ >> C;) or a highly frag-
the same FOF identification number (see SubseEfidn 2.2 Frnented P, >> P,) catalogue, and therefore we tried to obtain
now on, we will refer to the FOF groups in the mocks as “fiduc1 ~ C2 andPy ~ P».
cial” groups, while groups reconstructed by our algorithitt w
be called “reconstructed” groups, or simply “VDM"groups. 5, Algorithm optimization

There are two levels of success we are interested in: 1) suc-
cess in finding groupse. to establish the level of contaminationWe applied the VDM algorithm to 20 VVDS-like mocks, obtain-
by interlopers and fake groups, the percentage of missex-galing group catalogues for the full redshiftrang2 & z < 1.5, but
ies and missed groups and other statistics of this kind;@ess for the reasons discussed in Secfiod 3.1 we implementedthe o
in reproducing group propertiése.to accurately measure grouptimization strategy only in the range< z < 1.0.
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With a trial and error approach we explored the flexibility ofable 1. Quality statistics €1, Co, P1, P2, Sqai and fi, see text
the 6 VDM parameters in recovering groups in a robust way. \Vfler details) of the reconstructed group catalogue, for twfted
allowed each parameter to vary in a wide range. In partici)ar ent redshift bins and for the whole redshift range. The falsta
we letR, andR;; increase up to h~*Mpc, with no lower limit:  showsCy, Cy, P1, P2, Sga and f; for all groups, while the sec-
this because we wanted the radii to span projected dimemnsiomd table for groups with at least 3 members. Each paranteter i
up to typical central radius of massive clusters (Bancafil)9 computed as the mean over the 20 VVDS-like mocks, and the
2) We letr span the range.® < r < 1.5, as we want the radius associated error is itgns
of the last search cylinder to be equal or larger than smallgs
typical size ¢ 0.5 h™'Mpc, sed Borgani et al. 1997 and refer- . .
ences therein) and smaller than an Abell radiud.6 h-*Mpc, : Quality statistics for 42
sed Borgani et al. 1997). 3) We &, £, andl vary from 4 to Quality parameter @<z<06 06<z<10 02<z<10

20 h™'Mpc, to include clusters with velocity dispersion as high gl 8‘ggf 8'82 8%f 8'82 82& 8‘82
as 2000 knys also at high redshifiz(~ 1). In this case the lower 2 Py A A

A . ! Py 0.56+ 0.02 055+ 0.04 056+ 0.02
limit is mainly suggested b_y our reo_ls_hlft measurement etinatt P, 048+ 004 050+004 0494003
has to be added to peculiar velocities. We imposeft fo and Sgal 072+003 059+003 Q67+002
Ly the same limits asandl. Nevertheless, we also checked the f, 038+002 043+004  040+0.02

performances of the algorithm when no limits are appliefitp
and £, and we verified that, with the exception of very few
casesRy andLy, ‘behave well’, as we expected as the whole
algorithm is based on physical scales and scaling laws.

Quality statistics for &3
Quality parameter 2<z<06 06<z<10 02<z<10

Exploring the 6D parameter space, we found the parame- gl 8’221’ 8'82 gg;f 8'82 828:‘: 8’8§
. . 2 . = U. = U. *= U.

ter set that kep€C, andC, as high as possible arféy and P, P, 0.61+ 0.03 Q58+ 0.05 060+ 0.03
at least above 50%, while monitoring also the behavior of the P, 050+005 051+007 Q50+005
group properties, both on a group by group basis and on a-stati Sgal 0.75+ 0.04 060+ 0.04 Q070+ 0.03
tical point of view. Then we moved slightly around these @os fi 0.35+ 0.03 040+ 0.05 037+ 0.02
values with smaller steps, to search for a possible finentuni

At the end of this finer search, we found the following pa-
rameter set, from now on called thest sebf parameters: o[ oam g’olo;y e T

- RI = 028 h’lMpC I <© A O interlopers froction

- £, =7.0h"*Mpc i

-Ry = 0.6 hMpc eer t t

- £ = 5.0hMpc - ?ﬂ J"-1- ++

-1 = 0.55h Mpc i + ]

-1=140h"Mpc o 4 1 + ]

We assigned to each group a redshift and a position in the I
R.A.-Dec.plane, respectively defined as the median values of 04l &} @L
redshift, Right Ascension and Declination of the group mem- : @L ﬁ
bers. I
Values of the quality paramete@;, C,, P1, P, Sga and 02l #
f, can be found in Tablel 1. Note that, to test the quality of the :
algorithm also as a function of redshift, we considered s&ply
two redshift bins (2 < z< 0.6 and 06 < z < 1.0). B I R S
We analyzed completeness and purity also as a function of z N s 8 10
group richness. Figufé 5 shols andC, as a function of “fidu-

cial” group members ané; and P, as a function of *recon- gig g, Interlopers fractionf; (empty symbols) and galaxy suc-
structed” group members. One-way statistics are shownuss bless rates,, (full symbols) for diferent lower limits of group
squares, and two-ways statistics are shown as red crossesl Grichness X axis). Diamonds are for the redshift bir20< z <

P have been computed separately in each mock. In Figure 5448 triangles for 06 < z < 1.0 and squares for the entire range

plot C and P values averaged over all mocks, while error bajs < ; < 1.0. Sqa andf; have been computed separately in each
are their rms. The dierences betwee@; andC, and between mqock. In this plot, points argy, andf; values averaged over all

P, and P, indicate that our group catalogue will not be commqcks, while error bars are theins
pletely free neither from overmerging nor from fragmerati
Moreover, Figuré16 shows that, while the galaxy success rate

Sga| does not vary much as a function Mf the interloper frac- Figure(7. In the Figure, the meaapw(2) for the same 20 inde-
tion f, decreases by a factor 6f2 fromN > 2toN > 9. pendent mocks is shown as black points, with vertical bairsgbe
thermsamong the 20 mocks. The plot shows that thféedénce
betweemypm(2) andn;ig(2), despite the presence of fake #ord
missing groups in the VDM catalogue, is within the errors. A
The n(z) distributionWe analyzed how well the “fiducial” group y? test between the two mean distributions giyés= 1.4. We
distributionny¢iq(2) as a function of redshift is recovered by theherefore conclude that the twz) distributions are statistically
distributionnypm(2) of the groups found by the algorithm. Weconsistent with each other, even if there is a tendency faniga
averaged thayiq(2) distribution over 20 independent VVDS-likemore VDM reconstructed groups at low redshift. We repeated
mocks to obtain its mean value, plotted as a continuous finethe same test using only groups with at least 5 members ahd wit

5.3. Tests on recovered group properties
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Fig.5. C; andC,; statistics as a function of “fiducial” group members (on tb#)landP; and P, statistics as a function of “re-
constructed” group members (on the right). One-way stegistre shown as blue squares, and two-way statistics avenst®red
crosses. C and P have been computed separately in each malc&se plots points are C and P values averaged over all nocks
while error bars are theims On thex axis we grouped the number of elements in the following wily:2],[N=3,4] ,[N=5,6] and
[N>7]

o > 350 knys, that is those groups for which we are sure we canVVDS-like data sample is not a reliable estimatoogf for
compute a reliable velocity dispersion, and we found alghigy  o-meas< 350 kn's.

case thahypm(2) andnsig(2) are consistent with each other. Besides the group-by-group comparison, it is also interest
Velocity dispersionAs discussed above, the comparison béng the analysis of the velocity dispersion distributiotingis in-
tween group properties in the fiducial and in the reconsaictcluding unrecovered and fake groups in the fiducial and in the
catalogue is an important check to verify that VDM algorithmeconstructed catalogues respectively. Figlire 9 showsdire
is not only able to recover real groups, but also to preséwie t parison between(o ;i) andn(cvpwm) distributions (the solid line
characteristics. This means that when we compare the two Gatd the black diamonds respectively). Values onytizis are
alogues on a group-by-group basis, the fractions of inperloaveraged over 20 VVDS-like mocks. Vertical bars associtded
ers and missing galaxies modify group properties only belaw,py points are theirms over the 20 mocks. One can notice
some tolerance level. The same has to hold also for the fidbat the area below the two distributions ifdient. This mainly
cial and reconstructed statistical distributions of theegperties, because imrypy distribution we excluded groups for which we
when considering that the reconstructed catalogue canfake were not able to measute, i.e. groups for which we imposed
groups and it misses some groups. ovpbm = 0. This comparison shows that the two distribution
For each VDM group, we measured the velocity dispeagree forr- > 350 kny's, as confirmed throughy& test between
sion oypwm Of its galaxies using Equatidd 1, correcting it as ithe two mean distributions fer > 350 knys.
Equatior[ 8. Figurgl8 shows the comparison between the veloc- As a further test for the recovered,py distribution, we
ity dispersion in the reconstructed groups/fm) and thevirial  compared it with thea(o;r) in mock catalogues with the same
velocity dispersiond;; quoted in the simulations) of the fidu-flux limits as VVDS-02h sample but with 100% sampling rate
cial groups in VVDS-like mocks on a group-by-group basigthe M(10Q 0) catalogues presented in Subsedfioh 2.2), and with
Only two-waysmatches are considered. The Figure is dividegie n(c;;) of mock catalogues with no flux limits (the com-
in two panels as Figui€ 4: the upper part shows the scattgr plslete light cones from whictM(100Q,0) catalogues have been
the lower shows the percentage error, computed as in Higuresgtracted). In Figurg10, we show the normalized meam pu)
Green and blue triangles are groups with at least 5 membrers,@lack diamonds) for- > 350 knys. Itis the same distribution as
ange and purple squares groups with at least 8 members; grieerigurel9, but it is normalized by the total numbers of gup
and orange points are single groups, while blue and purpte sywith o > 350 knys. Overplotted green triangles represent the
bols are the median (oxaxis) and mean (og axis) values in normalized meam(o;) of fiducial groups inM(100,0) mock
bins of the property on the axis. Vertical error bars anensof  catalogues, and the orange crosses are the normalized mean
mean values. n(oir) distribution of fiducial groups in complete light cones of
This scatter plot shows the following: on a group-by-groufne MILLENNIUM Simulation. For each distribution, the red-
basis, foroypm = 350 kny's, close to the intrinsic limit set by shift range considered isD< z < 1.0. Considering these nor-
the flux-limited nature of the VVDS catalogue, the correati malized distributions forr > 350 knys, ay? test between the
betweernrypy ando is such thatrypy overestimates.;, but  n(oypm) and then(oir) for M(100 0) catalogues leaves us with
on average always by 30% for groups with at least 5 membersy? such that we can conclude that the two distributions are sta-
while this overestimate is on averagel0% for groups with at tistically in agreement. We obtain the same result when we ap
least 8 members. In fact, we have shown in Sedfioh 3.2 that thlg the same test betwee o pnv) andn(o;r) for the complete
velocity dispersionrmeasthat one can measure in groups withircatalogues. This means that th@rypm) of the groups recon-
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Fig. 7. Mean distribution of fiducial groups as a function of red- 200 400 60D 8OO 1000

shift (continuous line), computed as the average over 20 $VD sigmo(VOM)

like mocks. The mean distribution of VDM-reconstructed

groups over the same 20 mocks is over-plotted as black pointsig- 8. Comparison between virialy(axis) and VDM recon-
structed k axis) group velocity dispersion. Only 2 ways matches

are considered in this plot. The upper panel shows the scatte
. . : . _ plot, the lower shows the percentage error. Green and hilue tr
structed by our algorithm is unbiased with respect torog;i) angles are groups with at least 5 members, orange and purple

of groups in the complete light cones. ; . i
I squares groups with at least 8 members; green and orange poin
We repeated the tests shown in Figures 9and 10 also s gingle groups, while blue and purple symbols are theanedi

only groups with at least 5 members, and we found similar "85n x axis) and mean (og axis) values in bins of the property

sults. . . . . on thex axis. Vertical error bars amens of mean values.
As discussed in Sectidd 4, one of the primary goals of the

VDM is to be able to recover the virial line of sight velocitisd

persion of group galaxies, at least above some minimumtihres

old. This is not achieved, for example, by other commonhduse

group-finding algorithms, such as the FOF method (see Sectio

[)). The comparisons (o) distributions between reconstructed

and fiducial groups presented in this Section show that ims a

has been successfully obtained in a deep redshift survéyasic

VVDS, at least up t@ = 1. Moreover, VVDS redshift measure-

ment error and sampling rate imposedsgpriori lower limit for -

a reliable measurement of the line of sight velocity disjpers

of group galaxieso > 350 ks, see Subsectidn 3.2). We have

shown in Figure§]9 arld 110 that the finding group algorithm we

used not only can recover a relialoir) distribution above some

minimumo, but also it does not worsen the minimunthresh-

old imposed by the survey strategy itself. This result haanbe

reached thanks to the flexibility of the 6 VDM parameters.lEac

of them has a specific role in determining the choice of thegro

members, through an intuitive localization of group bantees

(Phase 1), a reliable estimate of the central richness @PHas

and a correct exploitation of group scaling laws (Phase Ill)  Fig.9. Mean distribution of virial line of sight velocity disper-
Sampling rate As we applied the algorithm to the VVDS-sion (continuous line), computed as the average over 20 \VDS

like mocks, we optimized it for the whole observed areaD(5 like mocks. The mean distribution of of groups reconstructed

ded each), irrespective of the varying sampling rate across thg the VDM, averaged over the same 20 mocks, is over-plotted

field. Nevertheless, we tested also how completeness aitgl puas black points, with vertical bars corresponding torits

change if computed separately in areas with veffedént sam-

pling rate, that is covered by 1, 2 or 4 passes of the spectro-

graph (hereafter called ‘1p’, ‘2p’ and ‘4p’ areas). For ttest, P, = 0.48+ 0.08, while in the (%2)p areaxC; = 0.58 + 0.04,

we assigned each group to the 1p, 2p or 4p area accordindgto= 0.52+ 0.04,P; = 0.57+ 0.03 andP, = 0.49+ 0.04.

its R.A-Decposition (computed as the median valudof.and While C,, P; andP, differences are inside error bars, one can

Dec. of the member galaxies), even if it extends over an areatice a larger worsening i@, when we decrease the number of

with a sudden drgfncrease of the sampling rate. Consideringpectrograph passés.the sampling rate. Moreover, analyzing

the whole redshift range.® < z < 1.0, in the 4p area we find the dependence & andP on group richness, we can add that

Cy = 067+ 0.04,C, = 054+ 0.04,P; = 055+ 0.03 and inthe 4p area completeness is higher everiNfgr 5. Moreover,

05...|...|...|

200 400 600 800 1000
l.o.s. velocity dispersion
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Fig.10. Normalized mean distribution ofypy (black dia-

monds) foro > 350 knys. It is the same distribution as in

Figurd®, but it is normalized by the total number of groupthwi
o > 350 kny's. Overplotted green triangles represent the norm
ized mearr;; distribution of fiducial groups in MILLENNIUM

mock catalogue with flux limits dixg = 24 and with 100% sam-

pling rate M (100 0) mock catalogues, see Subseclion 2.2), a
the orange crosses are the normalized megndistribution of di
fiducial groups in complete light cones of the MILLENNIUM

Simulationji.e. catalogues with no flux limits. For each distribu
tion, the redshift range considered i2& z < 1.0.

we also notice that in 4p area there is a higher overmergsig,
pecially for N < 4, while in the (%2)p area fragmentation is
increased foN > 5.

5.4. High purity parameters

13

Table 2. Quality statistics €1, Cp, P1, P2, Sqai and fi, see text

for details) of the group catalogue reconstructed by therétgm

with thehigh-purityparameter set, for two fierent redshift bins
and for the whole redshift range, considering groups witt2N
Each parameter is computed as the mean over the 20 VVDS-like
mocks, and the associated error igritss The same parameters
for groups with N>3 are consistent, within error bars, with those
presented here.

Quality statistics for &2
2<7z<06 06<z<10 02<z<10

Quality parameter

C 0.29+0.03 020+ 0.03 024+ 0.02
C, 0.24+0.03 017+ 0.02 020+ 0.02
P1 0.75+ 0.04 073+ 0.06 074+ 0.04
P> 0.66+ 0.07 069+ 0.06 067+ 0.05
Sgal 0.32+0.03 021+ 0.04 028+ 0.03
fi 0.24+0.04 027+ 0.05 025+ 0.03

6. VVDS-02h field group catalogue

We applied the group-finding algorithm to the VVDS-02h sam-

le described in Sectidn 2.1, using thest setof parameters.

le defined the redshift and the position in Bié.-Decplane of
each group as the median values of redshift, Right Ascemsidn
Declination of the group members. Figliré 11 shows the rédshi

tribution of the identified groups, withftérent line styles for
fferent cuts in group richness, as indicated in the Figure. It i
clear that beyond ~ 1 there is a significant drop in the number
‘of recovered groups, irrespectively of their richness xaeeted
from Figure[2. This drop in the redshift distribution may thar
be related also to the choice of optimizing the algorithnyamd
to z = 1 (see Section 5.2). We applied the VDM to our galaxy
sample also using thkigh-purity set of parameters. With the
gest sebf parameters, the algorithm identified 318 groups with
or more members in the redshift rang2 @ z < 1.0, one third
of them having also been detected with tigh-purityset. The
identified groups comprise 19% of the galaxies in our sample.
Comparing this percentage with the fraction of galaxies tha
side in groups in VVDS-like mock catalogues, we found that it
is consistent with both the fraction of galaxies residindidu-

With the best setof parameters, we can obtain from VvDS-<ial groups ¢ 20 %) and the percentage of galaxies residing in
02h data a group catalogue with high completeness, but it Hagonstructedjroups ¢ 22%).

been shown that only 50% of groups is pure. This means that

each group identified by the algorithm has, on average, @#§ 5
probability of being a real group. It could be useful to idnt

For each group we estimated the line of sight velocity dis-
persiono. We used thgapper method, as described in Section
[3.2, and we corrected it for the redshift measurement eulor s

the subsample of groups that has an even higher probabilitytéicting it in quadrature as in Equatibh 3. We set 0 knys
being real. Thus, we optimized the group-finding algorithm f@r those groups with a measured (from Equatior{ 1) lower
second time, in this case maximizing purity (but payingrattethan the redshift error- 25% of groups witho > 350 kny's
tion not to reduce the new recovered group catalogue to a fé@ve been detected by the algorithm also with tifgh-purity

‘super-secure’ groups). The so calleih-purity parameter set
is the following:

- R =0.10h"tMpc

- £, =5.0h"Mpc

-R, =0.6 h_lMpC

- L) =5.0h*Mpc

-r =0.55hMpc

-1 =140h"Mpc

Table[2 showsC and P for the high-purity parameter set.

parameter set.

It is worth noticing that, given the small value of the param-
eterr, driving the projected dimension of the search cylinder in
Phase Il (see Sectidn_ 4.3), the typical projected radiubimwi
which the full set of group members is selected is always
h~*Mpc.

Detailed group catalogue statistics are shown in Table 8. Th
number of groups that has been found in VVDS-02h field is
quoted. Diferent rows are for dlierent values of velocity dis-
persion, diferent columns for dierent richnesses. Numbers in
brackets indicate the number of groups that have been identi

NecessarilyC is very low, but now each group identified by thdied by the algorithm also with theigh-purityset of parameters
algorithm has-~ 70% of probability of being real, and the inter-(even if with less members).

lopers fractionf, decreases from 40% to~ 25% with respect
to the one obtained with tHeest sebf parameters (see Taljle 1)

We tested the reliability of the reconstructed catalogueeby
computing the groups excluding galaxies with #&gand 9,i.e.
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Table 4. List of groups recovered in the VVDS-02h field in the
range 02 < z < 1.0. Columns are the following: 1) group ID;

2) R.A.; 3) declination; 4) redshift; 5) number of detecteem
bers; 6) l.o.s. velocity dispersiar 7) possible high purity. R.A.
and declination are in degrees amdn kmy/s. R.A., declination
and redshift are the median values of all the galaxies in each
group. The star near the group ID label those groups found by
the algorithm also when using only galaxies with flag 3 and 4
(see text for further details). Column 7 labels with an ‘Hotle

groups detected by the algorithm also with thigh-purity set
of parameters. See the electronic edition for the compittef
VVDS-02h groups.

20f 3

b arlD R.A. Dec. z N o Purity
b 3 deg deg kny's
. 124 36.56310 -4.31748 0.5850 3 351 H
144 36.79910 -4.59669 0.6135 5 428 H
224 36.80323 -4.67940 0.7898 4 392

_TabIe 5. List of group galaxies belc_)nging to the groups listed
Fig. 11. The redshift distribution of groups in the VvDS-02HN Table[4. Columns are the following: 1) galaxy ID; 2) R.A.;
sample, found using thbest setof parameters. Dierent line 3) declination; 4) redshift; 5) redshift quality flag (seectien
styles are for dferent cuts in group richness, as indicated. TH&1); 6) ID of the group to which the galaxy belongs 7) total

total number of groups with the corresponding richness el number of group members. R.A. and declination are in degrees
in the labels, for two dferent redshift ranges. See the electronic edition for the complete list of VVDS-02h

group galaxies.

using only galaxies whose redshift has a high likelihao@5%)

of being correct. We verified that, with respect to our orajin galib® E'eA‘ (?sc' z zflag grid N
group catalogue, 80%17%/75%) of the groups with at least 55359021 36.5%095 -4.%1812 0.5859 a 04 |3
(/4/3) members are still recovered. These means that for thesgzoos02  36.56310 -4.31748  0.5850 4 124 |3
recovered groups the galaxies with fidyand 9 were notinthe | 20310401 36.56771 -4.31544 0.5824 2 124 |3
seedof the groupj.e.in the first set of galaxies recovered in the 20176187 36.79656 -4.61242 0.6072 4 144 |5
Phase | of the algorithm (see Section/4.1). 20183000 36.79910 -4.59744 0.6135 4 144 |5
Table[4 lists all the groups identified in the redshift winp 20183332  36.79801 -4.59669 0.6136 4 144 15
dow 02 < z < 1.0. It is worth noticing that the quoted num-| 20184297  36.80199 -4.59303 0.6137 2 144 5
ber of members has to be considered as a lower limit for th&0184706  36.80420 -4.59215 0.6126 3 ~ 144 |5
real richness, as the sampling rate of our survey is not 100% 81228;2 gg'ggggg :jg?ggg 8;388 g %gj j
The groups labeled with a star near their ID are those recq 50147204 3679638 -4.67940 07911 2 224 |4
ered also when using only galaxies with #e&jand 4. We apply | 55151406 36.79351 -4.66935 0.7898 3 224 |4

this label only to groups with at least 3 members. The grots:

members are presented in Table 5. Note that the galaxy ID
the same used to identify galaxies in the public VVDS reledse

is

The galaxy ID refers to the public VVDS release at
httpy/cencosw.oamp.fr

http;//cencosw.oampfr.

In Figurd 12, the two-dimensional VVDS galaxy distribution
is shown, with galaxy positions projected on Right Ascensiaeconstructedjroups, with vertical bars being tims of the 20
and redshift. Each plot shows af#iirent redshift bin, as quotedmock catalogues. In this plot we consider theneasured with
on they axis. Black dots are field galaxies, while coloured dotsie gapper method (for both mocks and real data) and not the
are group members (blue dots are pair members, green deg tripirial velocity dispersion. Moreover, we are excluding groups
members, orange are quartet members and red dots are galaxith measuredr equal to 0, because this value indicates that
included in groups with 5 or more members). we have not been able to measure it due to the redshift mea-
surement error (see Equatign 3). This is the reason why #ee ar
undern(o;r) in the plot is larger than the area under the other
distributions. In this Figure one can notice a consistenche
It is interesting to check whether the real universe lodkesthe Nn(o) distributions of real and mock group catalogues, at least f
simulated one. In this section we compare the VVDS catalogae> 350 knys.
with the Millennium-based mock catalogues. The relatively large number of groups for which the velocity

We compared th@&(o) distributions of real and simulateddispersion estimated through Equation 3 is formally negds
groups. Figuré_13 shows th&c) distribution for all VVDS- probably due to the fact that we did not take into accountiposs
02h groups in the redshift range20< z < 1.0 (red triangles) ble dependences of the mean redshift error on the propeities
and then(o) distribution for VVDS-like mock catalogues. As inthe galaxies (i.e. magnitude, presence of emission lirek Htis
Figurel9, the continuous line is the distributionoaf; of fiducial likely that for many of these groups the redshift error a&ted
groups, while black points represent the mean distribufiion to their galaxy members is somewhat smaller than the adopted

6.1. Line of sight velocity dispersion of group galaxies
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Table 3. Number of VVDS-02h groups reconstructed by the algorithingishe best seof parameters in VVDS-02h field, for
0.2 < z < 1.0. Statistics are quoted as a function of the number of groambers (columns) and of measured line of sight
velocity dispersion of group galaxies(in kmys, rows). Numbers in brackets indicate the number of groapsd also applying
the algorithm with thénigh-purityset of parameters.

o (kmy/s) Group members
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 ALL
oc=0 89(23) 24(10) 8(2) - - - - - 121(35)
0<o0 <350 | 61(25) 39(18) 18(6) 8(5) 3(2) 3(3) 2(1) - | 134(60)
o > 350 24(0) 196) 6(3) 5(1) 4(2) 3(2) 1(0) 1(1) 63(15)

Total: | 318(110)

@) We refer the reader to Sectibh 6 for the meaning-6f 0

average value (275 kfs). Nevertheless, we are reassured by thray luminosityLy presented in Table 5 bf Pierre et al. (2006) and

fact that none of the groups with > 5 haso- = 0. the velocity dispersions- we have measured. We verified that
groups XLSSC 013 andc have ao-Lx relation well in agree-
ment with the linear fit in the plane-Lx presented in Figure 13

6.2. Comparison with other group catalogues in the same of[Popesso et al. (2005). For group XLSSC 025 we measure a
field that would be too low for its quoteldy, according to the shown

Several group catalogues have already been compiled frrelat|on, but as it~ is of the order of 200 ks it does not reside

\ . . ady 1 _"Mnhe o range that we consider reliably measured.
different kind of observations and withfidirent methods in 7 g y

. Itis worth noticing that our richest groups (10 groups with a
the sky area covered by the VVDS-02h field. For exams,q: 7 members) do not match with XMM-LSS clusters, except
ple, X-ray clusters have been identified from XMM-Newto

! . ) dne that is the counterpart of the X-ray selected graufhere
images and then spectroscopically confirmed (Andreon et Qre at least three reasF())ns why an op){[ical groupgma?have not

2004b; Valtchanov et &l. 2004; Andreon et al. 2005; Willislet : ; :
: == = i been detected in X-ray: a) it may falls on the boundaries of a

20058&,pb] Bremer et al. 2006; Pierre et al. 2006). The match ) ot ; d _

filter technique has been used as well (Olsen et al. |200; M-LSS pointing, thus in & region where the X-ray detector

together with a weak lensing search (Gavazzi & Souca dfected by vignetting; b) it may have a redshift much higher
2007) and structure identification through photometricsmm an the meaareachable by the performed X-ray observations;

) ) it may have a low surface brightness, that corresponds to a
;(:)'\I'qgtzour:weefrgca(lia%gg"r?r.nAC”FtnisLeS latter methods were applied ghallow potential well of the mass distribution, thus makk:

ray detection more flicult. We inspected our richest groups,

Among the X-ray clusters of the XMM-LSS, only 8 clustersind we found that all of them fall in at least one of these three
fallin the VVDS-02h field area in the redshift bin< z< 1.0:  categories. In particular, we verified that tRéz) distribution of
XLSSC 005, XLSSC 013 and XLSSC 025 from C1 catalogugj| X-ray clusters in the above-cited works is peaked at0.4,
XLSSC 038 form C2 catalogue and then the clusterb, ¢, d while theN(2) distribution of our richest groups is quite flat and
from C3 catalogue (see Table 3lin Pierre et al. 2006). We fiRglacheg ~ 0.9, with 5 groups withz > 0.7. Moreover, at least
that both cluster$ andc have a counterpart in our VDM cat- half of our richest groups do not have a dominant member, that
alogue (with 6 and 8 detected members respectively), with g galaxy with luminosity andr stellar mass much higher than
almost perfect match in the!r barycenters. Clusters XLS$8 Othe others. The VVDS-02h field sampling rate could be enough
and XLSSC 025 have possible counterparts at the same z (Wifexplain this lacking of dominant galaxies, but in prireipe
4 and 3 members respectively), but their barycenters ireta-ctan not reject the hypothesis that the dominant galaxy iméso
have a shift of~ 200h™* kpc. Inspecting these two groups morgf) these groups may not exist, and in this latter case we are
in details, we find that the pOSSIble XLSSC 025 counterpart gflowed to think that these groups have a real low X-ray s@fa
dominated by a massive galaxy that is distant from XLSSC 0B%ightness.
barycenter~ 100 h™* kpc, showing that in this case a better "We compared our group catalogue also with the ones in
match would have been obtained if we had computed a maggvazzi & Soucdil (2007), Olsen et al. (2007) and Mazurelet al
weighted barycenter. On the contrary, for XLSSC 013 countgpo07).
part we do not identify any dominant galaxy. This shifto200 Among the about 20 clusters lin Olsen et al. (2007) that are
h™* kpc could also be explained by the following: we studied th@side the sky area and redshift range that we have explored,
distances between the barycenters of VDM groups and their cgyughly half fall inside regions with too low sampling rater f
responding fiducial groups, and we found that their distidiu  our Phase | cylinder to be able to detect at least a pair; two of
is a Gaussian centered at0 with a scatter ot 200h™ kpc. them (ID 30 and 42) fall very near in redshift to two wide struc
Finally, we do not find counterparts for XLSSC 005, XLSSGyre atz ~ 0.32 andz ~ 0.45 , within which our algorithm detects
038,aandd in our catalogue. They fall inside our low Samp“”@(possibly fragmenting them) a few groups. Finally, consittg
rate areas (covered only by 1 or 2 passes of the spectrograghy depth of the redshift bins in which Olsen’s groups caitlees
and a further inspection confirmed that the sampling ratedse¢ Az ~ 0.1) due to the use of photometric redshifts, we find that
regions does not allow our algorithm to find at least two g8 for 5 groups in Olsen’s catalogue there exists a counteipart
inside the volume enclosed in the Phase | cylinder. our catalogue.

We concluded this comparison with XMM-LSS detections Among the about 30 structures detected| by Mazurelet al.
inspecting the relation between optical and X-ray propertif (2007) in the redshift range® < z < 1.0, we find that about
the four groups for which there exists a (possible) XMM cour0 fall inside regions with too low sampling rate for our fingi
terpart. In particular, we considered the relation betwéenX- group algorithm (13 of which in the 1 pass area); a few of them
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Fig.13. As in Figure[®, but in this case the velocity dispersion
distribution of VVDS-02h field groups is also shown with red
triangles.
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1.000

tect any group.

In this comparison we also took into account that in the
CFHTLS data that have been used in the three above-mentioned
works there are masked sky regions that have not been used
for group finding, as it is shown for example in Figure 1 in
Mazure et al.[(2007) and Figure 9.in Olsen etlal. (2007). We find
that ~ 5% of our groups in the ranged < z < 1.0 fall in
those regions. Moreover, we observe that roughly half of thi
masked area falls inside the region that in VVDS-02h field has
the highest sampling rate (the central area highlightedgore
[@), and that this higher-sampling region covers onl25% of
the VVDS-02h field. Thus, the percentage of our groups fallin
in the masked areas increases-t8% for groups with at least
3 members and to 20% for our 10 richest groups (those with at
least 7 members).

0.900

=0.68 deg
o
o]
o
o

Dec range

redshift

0.600

Fig.12. Two-dimensional VVDS galaxy distribution as a func—7' The U-B colour of group galaxies

tion of Right Ascension and redshift (points are compressed Having reconstructed a catalogue of groups at kigie want
the Declination dimension). Each plot shows fiatient redshift now to use it to study the dependence of galaxy propertieson e
bin (0.2 <z< 0.6 and 06 < z< 1.0 in upper and lower panel re-vironment, and also its evolution with cosmic time. Morecipe
spectively). Black dots are field galaxies, coloured dasgaoup ically, we aim at investigating if physical properties ofogp
members, according to the group catalogue obtained with tyglaxies are dierent from the properties of the entire sample of
best setof parameters. The colour code is the following: blugalaxies, up t@ ~ 1. Are the relations that we see in groups at
dots are pair members, green are triplet members, orange |ai¢ redshift already present at~ 1? Is there any unambiguous
quartet members and red dots are members of groups with Ssigfnature of time evolution in known scaling relations ctvaer-
more members. izing galaxies in cluster environments? In this paper, wenei

carry on an exhaustive analysis of this topic, that will begiloly

the goal of a future work. The main aim of this paper is to pnése

the VVDS-02h field group catalogue and discuss its relighili
reside in redshift slicegz(~ 0.3,z ~ 0.7 andz ~ 0.9) where a So, in this Section we simply want to show the potentiality of
wide (in ra-dec) structure is also present, that has beesitgps our group catalogue for studies related to environmerffatts
fragmented by our algorithm, producing in our catalogueenopn galaxy properties on group scales.
than one counterpart. Finally, three of the structuresoteteby As we want to investigate the redshift evolution of the prop-
Mazure et al.[(2007) have a possible direct counterpart n atties of group galaxies, we have to study a group sample homo
catalogue (general ID 5, 19 and 21, see Table!3 in Mazure et@dneous at alt. We thus require that the groups we use for this
2007). analysis have at least two members brighter than a luminosit

Finally, the 3 structures detected by Gavazzi & Soucdimit that allows us to be complete up o= 1. This luminos-

(2007) and that fall inside VVDS-02h field are in very low samity limit evolves with redshift. Following roughly the euation
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of M*, the characteristic magnitude of the luminosity functiofic- confidence levels, are.2r + 0.07 and 015 + 0.02 for the
(llbert et all 2005), we set this limit &dg < —189 - 1.1z Our group and total sample respectively. Although they are bigth
‘group galaxy’ sample is composed by those galaxies, beighnificantly different from zero, and the group slope is steeper, they
than this limit, in groups with at least two members briglthem are compatible with each other, the group sample slope being
this limit itself. Moreover, we define a ‘total’ galaxy saregon- steeper only at a.o- significance level. At this stage of investi-
sidering all galaxies brighter than this limit (includinigathose gation we are only able to confirm thefidirent overall value of
in groups). f, between group galaxies and the total sample, but not their po
Once defined the sample, as a first step we studied the fraible diferent evolution. We verified that these results are stable
tion of ‘blue’ galaxies f, from now on) in both the group and against the variation of the U-B threshold adopted to define b
total samples, in the range< z < 1.0. The general blueing galaxies (by+0.05 mag). They did not change significantly also
of cluster galaxy population for increasing redshift, fskbwn when we implemented a colour cut that depends on luminosity,
byButcher & Oemler (1978) and Butcher & Oemler (1984) anfbllowing the mild dependence on magnitudes of the green val
known as the Butcher-Oemleffect, has been widely confirmedley locus. Although we do not detect any redshift dependefce
in following studies (see for example Margoniner €t al. 2001he green valley locus up = 1, we also allowed the colour cut
De Propris et al. 2003; Gerke et al. 2007). Neverthelessanowo vary by 0.1 mag redward for any redshift decreasgzzf 1.0
days there is no full agreement about the origin of this bluéas suggested by Blanton 2006 and as adopted by Gerke et al.
ing. It can be related to environmentd#lexts €.g.Dressler et al. 2007). As a matter of fact, even in this case the two slopes are
1997), but it has also been suggested that it is consistéimthneé appreciably dierent from zero, and their relativefifirence sig-
overall ageing of all galaxies, irrespective of their eamiment nificant at the~ 1.5¢- level.
(Andreon et al. 20044, 2006). We compared our results with those presented by Gerke et al.
According to our criteria, a galaxy is ‘blue’ if it has a colou (2007), who studied the fraction of blue galaxies in groupsia
U - B < 1. This threshold has been chosen as it corresporttis field within diferent subsamples extracted from the DEEP2
roughly to the minimumi(e. the green valley) in the bimodal data set. In their Sample I, the one with a selection mostaimi
U - B colour distribution. Moreover, this colour cut has beeto ours, they find thafy, is lower in groups than in the field, but
kept constant at all redshifts as we found that the greeeywalthey do not detect any significant evolution fgfwith z neither
colour does not evolve much in tlkeange considered. For thein groups nor in the field. Anyway, evolutionargfect are much
computation of théJ - andB-band absolute magnitudes we refemore dificult to quantify in that sample since the redshift range
the reader to Ilbert et al. (2005). as well as the luminosity range covered is narrower witheesp
Since our goal is to studf as a function of redshift, we first to that explored in this study.
verified that the failure rate in redshift measurement da®s n  Our results are in agreement with those presented by
depend on redshift for specific galaxy colours. We assigonedlbvino et al. (2010), who studied the evolution ff in groups
each galaxy a “photometric type” according to the scheme prand in the field within the zCOSMOS-10k sample (see also,
posed by Zucca et al. (2006). The classification is carrig¢dbpu for completeness, the analysis|of Kovac et al. 2009 conegrni
fitting the Spectral Energy Distribution of galaxies to séxnt- the fraction of early type galaxies in groups). This agreetme
plates (four observed spectra, Coleman et al. 1980, andtawo sbased on the comparison with their Sample 11, the one with a lu
burts SEDs, Bruzual A. & Charlot 1993). We then proceeded asinosity cut most similar to ours, and it holds for both theugs
in [Franzetti et al.| (2007), by defining a broad bimodal classiand the total sample. Interestingly, lovino et al. (2010jl finat
cation. We considered/80 and early spirals as ‘early type’,in their luminosity limited sample galaxy colour still deys on
and late-type spirals, irregular and starburst types asita-‘| environmentat ~ 1 (with a trend similar to what we find in this
type’. The relation between this classification scheme &ed twork), but at the same redshift they do not converge to theesam
colour U-B that we use to compufg is monotonic, with bluer conclusion when the blue fraction is recovered from a @tgell
colours being associated to ‘late type’ templates. In paldr, mass limited sample (loy{/Mo) > 10.8). They explain this re-
our ‘early type’ population constitutes 90% of the galaxies sult suggesting that red galaxies of such stellar massesdl
with U — B > 1. We computed the ‘late type’ galaxy fractionin place atz ~ 1, may rise from internal mechanisms of evolu-
in both our spectroscopic sample and in the photometricparéion, on which environment has no influence. We refer theeead
catalogue, in three redshift bins in the rangk € z < 1.0 (us- tollovino et al. [(2010) for more details.
ing photometric redshifts for the parent catalogue, sedi@ec Cucciati et al.[(2006) carried on a similar analysis usirey th
[2.] for their determination). As already foundlby Franzettal. same VVDS-02h data set that we use in this work. They studied
(2007), who carried on a similar analysis on wider redshift i the colour-density relation up t» = 1.5, with the local den-
tervals up taz ~ 2, the ‘late type’ fraction is 3% higher in thesity computed within Gaussian filters with= 5 h~*Mpc. They
spectroscopic sample and this increment does not deperdion found that the colour-density relation becomes weaker rfer i
shift. This result implies that any trend &f with redshift is not creasing redshift (the evolution d§ being faster in high den-
due to a measurement bias in our sample. sities), and that at ~ 1 no significant colour-density relation
Figure[14 shows, for the group galaxies (blue triangles) inis detected, for galaxies withg < —20 (that is equivalent to
three diferent redshift bins:.@ < z < 0.5, 05 < z< 0.7 and the threshold we use in this work). Taken at face value, our
0.7 < z < 1.0. The vertical error bars are therIconfidence results are not compatible with these previous findings, as w
levels associated t&, computed with the usual approximatiorfind that atz ~ 1 f, is still different in groups and in the to-
of the formula for binomial statistics given in_Gehrels (98 tal sample. This dierence can be explained with the fact that
o2 = fofi/n, wheref, = 1 - f, andn is the total number of we are exploring higher densitjsmaller scales{ 1 h-*Mpc,
galaxies in the redshift bin. see Sectiofi]6). For example, there are several studiesein lit
As reference, we plot the linear fit of the three points asaure suggesting that environmentéleets on large scales are
blue line, while the upper black line is the linear fit fijrcom- only a weaker residual of the ones acting on smaller scalgs (
puted within the ‘total’ samplefy is clearly lower in groups than [Kauffmann et al. 2004; Blanton etlal. 2006). The same hypoth-
in the total sample. The slopes of the two fits, together widirt esis is suggested by Cooper et al. (2007), when comparing the
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colour-density relation found in the DEEP2 data set with the
one presented in Cucciati et dl. (2006). They still find a aplo o9 ' ' ' i
density relation ax ~ 1, but on smaller scales than those inves- o8k E
tigated by Cucciati et al. (2006). :
A direct comparison of results obtained on the basis of het- 0.7 E
erogeneous definitions of the local environment (as for gtam g
density field maxima as opposed to groups) is not straightfor w 06 E
ward. Cooper et all (2007) showed, for example, that the evo- 'E
lution of the colour-density relation is continuous in tleenge g % 3
04 < z < 1.3, whilelGerke et al. (2007), who used the same = oa 3
DEEP2 data set but aftierent definition of environment based '
on groups, found that the evolution & in groups is flat in 03E 3
the range < z < 1.0, and it steepens ford < z < 1.3. : E
Nevertheless, the two works agree on the fact that at 1.3 0.2E . - - - L

the colour-density relation seems to disappear. No neechto e
phasize that the physics associated witffiedent environmental

definition hqs still to be f!J”V understood. , Fig. 14. Fraction of blue galaxied — B < 1) for group galaxies
Also a direct comparison of our results with those presentggl ;o empty triangles) in threeféérent redshift bins: @ < z <
in other works up ta ~ 1 is not trivial. Interpretation is ham- 05,05< z< 0.7 and 07 < z < 1.0. The linear fit of this three
pered by the the non-homogeneity of group catalogues selechyins is overplotted as a blue line, while the upper black Is
according to dferent selection criteria. As a consequence, thge linear fit forf, computed within the ‘total’ sample. he dashed
picture emerging from these studies is complex and somstimgaa along the two linear fits show the locus where the liitsar
even contradictory. As this Section is meant to give a génegg,|q Jie considering their 4= error on both intercept and slope.
idea of the kind of studies that can be potentially carriethdth - gee text for more details. Other symbols are for group geaxi
our group sample, we will not enter in details. We ratherrtéfe ;. groups with increasing corrected richneNgorr > 7,14, 20

reader to Poggianti et al. (2006) and Andreon et al. (200630 nreen diamonds. oranae squares and red stars resmective
more in-depth discussion about the status of the art andrtie p g ’ gesq be

lems related to uncontrolled selectioffiexts.

As a second step, we examined the behavidfah groups g Summary and conclusions
characterized by dfierent degrees of richness. There is still no _ _
agreement in literature about the dependencé,ain cluster We have compiled a homogeneous catalogue of optical groups
properties. For exampld;, is found both to depend on clusteridentified in the VVDS-02 field by means of the VDM algo-

richness|(Margoniner et lal. 2001; Goto et al. 2003), or tonbe irithm, in the range @ < z< 1.0.

dependent of it, as well as of line of sight velocity dispensind

We used mock catalogues simulating the VVDS survey to

mass|(De Propris et al. 2004; Goto 2005; Popessalet al. 2000ptimize the performances of the group-finding algorithraxm
To address this issue, we associated to each group the nofmbémizing the completeness and the purity of the resultingugro
members found by the algorithm. Nevertheless, due to theegur catalogue) as well as to minimize possible selectidaots. Our

characteristic (sampling rate, spectra signal to noise,ratc.),
the observed number has to be corrected to recover the n@al nu
ber of members within the flux limit of the surveing < 24).

We did this by weighting each galaxies with the ‘target sam-

pling rate’ and the ‘spectroscopic success rate’ of theesufsee

lIbert et al. 2005). We then modulated this mean weight with a

finer correction which takes into account that the samplatg r
is not uniform in the field. This is done by using théa, 5) se-
lection function described In Cucciati et al. (2006). Thespfor
each group we computed a corrected richndk} (vhich is the
sum of the weights of those galaxies brighter than the englvi
luminosity limit described above. In Figurell4, green dianis
orange squares and red stars sHpwithin groups withN. > 7,

main results are here summarized.

- Using the mock catalogues, we verified that the VVDS-02h
survey sampling rate allows us to recover at least 50% of
the groups (with a virial line of sight velocity dispersion
ovir = 350 knys) that are potentially present in the parent
photometric catalogue up o= 1.

- We tested how welb-;; of the halo mass particles can be
estimated using sparsely sampled galaxy velocities. We ver
ified that with this method, given the characteristics of our
survey (flux limit, sampling rate, redshift measuremerdgrr
we are able to recover a sensible value-gf for oir > 350
kmy/s.

14 and 20. We can see in the plot a general trend of decreasirgApplying the optimized algorithm to the VVDS real data set,

f, for increasingN., at any redshift explored. Given the error
bars, this decrement is not significant when consideringlsin

we obtained a catalogue of 318 groups of galaxies (with at
least two members) in the rang2& z < 1.0. Among these

steps inN, but the overall tendency is clear. Nevertheless, it groups, 63 have a measured line of sight velocity dispersion

does not seem that thfg redshift evolution is dferent for dif-

greater than 350 kfa. The group catalogue is characterized

ferent values ofN.. These results are in agreement with those by an overall completeness ©f60% and a purity of 50%.

found byllovino et al..(2010) in their analysis of the zCOSMOS

Nearly 19% of the total population of galaxies live in these

10k group sample, but we extended them to fainter magnitudes systems.

It would be indeed interesting to study the dependencé&lon
also for other galaxy properties, as it has been done for pkeam

- the number density distribution as a function of both réftish
(n(2)) and velocity dispersionn(c-)) of the VVDS groups

for star formation rate (SFR) and specific SFR (see for exam- with o > 350 knys scales in qualitative agreement with the

plelPopesso et al. 2007b). This could give hints on hdtedint
galaxies properties may béfected by diferent environments.
We defer this study to a future work.

analogous statistics recovered from the mock catalogues.
- We studied the fractioffy, of blue galaxiesy — B < 1) in the
range (2 < z < 1. We used a luminosity-limited subsample
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of galaxies extracted from our datMg < -189 — 1.12),
complete up ta@ = 1. We found thaff, is significantly lower
in groups than in the global galaxy population. Moreo¥gr,

increases as a function of redshift irrespectively of the eg
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