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ABSTRACT

Context. Abell 3376 is a merging cluster of galaxies at redshift 0.046. It is famous mostly for its giant radio arcs, and shows an
elongated and highly substructured X-ray emission, bunibadeen analysed in detail at optical wavelengths.

Aims. In order to understand better thexts of the major cluster merger on the galaxy propertiesavatyse the galaxy luminosity
function (GLF) in the B band in several regions, as well astyreamical properties of the substructures.

Methods. We have obtained wide field images of Abell 3376 in the B bardidarive the GLF applying a statistical subtraction of the
background in three regions: a circle of 0.29 deg radius¥Ipb) encompassing the whole cluster, and two circles cedten each

of the two brightest galaxies (BCG2, northeast, coincidiriidy the peak of X-ray emission, and BCG1, southwest) ofitadi5 deg
(0.775 Mpc). We also compute the GLF in the zone around BC@®igiwis covered by the WINGS survey in the B and V bands, by
selecting cluster members in the red sequence in a (B-Vusérdiagram. Finally, we discuss the dynamical charadiesi®f the
cluster implied by a Serna & Gerbal analysis.

Results. The galaxy luminosity functions (GLFs) are not well fit by agle Schechter function, but satisfactory fits are obtamed
summing a Gaussian and a Schechter function. The GLF cothpytselecting galaxies in the red sequence in the regionwwuaing
BCGL1 can also be fit by a Gaussian plus a Schechter functioexéess of galaxies in the brightest bins is detected in the B&d
BCG2 regions. The dynamical analysis based on the Serna BaGerethod shows the existence of a main structure of 82 igalax
which can be subdivided into two main substructures of 256gdlaxies. A smaller structure of 6 galaxies is also detkcte
Conclusions. The B band GLFs of Abell 3376 are clearly perturbed, as ajrdadnd in other merging clusters. The dynamical
properties are consistent with the existence of severatgudiures, in agreement with a previously published Xeaiaglysis.
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1. Introduction terize substructures, if any. X-ray data, in particularpenature
. . . . and metallicity maps of the X-ray gas are a natural complémen

The detailed anal_yS|s O.f cluster_s of galaxies at OIOtICf’ll.e"’avto search for substructures. Coupled with numerical sitiaria,
Igngths allows to investigate their galaxy content a.”d'“'-‘“ they can allow for a given cluster to draw a picture of the his-
tion, through the study of the galaxy luminosity functiorl. . of its formation (see e.g. Durret et al. 2011 and refeesn
Numerous papers have been published on galaxy Iummostmein)
functlons in “norma!” clust_ers of galaxies as well as in merg Abell 3376 is a merging cluster of galaxies at redshift z
ing clusters. The pioneering works by Rood (1969), Peebl8§346 (distance modulus 36.40). Its most remarkable feasur
(1969 Food & Abll (1973, Shectlr (1976), o1 eSSt tance o ant (26 Mpe) g haped o rmal

' . y y B0, 4 dio emitting structures (“radio relics”) discovered bgdghi
More and more distant clusters were also analysed, reaotiiag et al. (2006, see their Fig. 1). A recent polarization andarad

shifts 2=0.3 (Andreon 2001), 20.64 (Massarotti et al. 2003), ectral study of these giant radio relics in Abell 3376 gshe

A
and z- 1.2 (Drory et al. 2003). GLFs are useful to characterizg: ;
the relative distributions of bright and faint galaxies mrious é:ant Metrewave Radio Telescope (GMRT) and the Very Large

regions of clusters, and their shapes canfteceed by merging Array (VLA) suggested that élusive shock acceleration of par-

. ) icles in low Mach number (M 2 — 4) shocks produced in en-
events: the GLFs of several merging clusters have been ftmumir etic cluster merger events are responsible for the sytron

show dips and wiggles, as well as an excess of bright galaxpa ; o ;
. io emission (Kale et al. 2012). The large distanc8@0 kpc)
e e ot e, e beeen he posiion of e 8CG (BCGL) an tato he X-ray
P y ga peak is also remarkable and indicative of a major merger.

ies along filaments feeding clusters (e.g. Adami et al. 2009 ) ; ) i
Whe% a sificient numk?er of speétr(?scopic galaxy redsr)lifts The fact that Abell 3376 is a merging structure is confirmed
is available, it becomes possible to derive the dynamiaappr I X8y Its XMM-Newton image is strongly elongated along

erties and estimate the mass of the cluster, as well as tachaf '€ Northeast-southwest axis joining the two giant radis ar
and the temperature and metallicity maps of the X-ray gassho

Send offprint requests to: F. Durret e-maildurret@iap. fr strong_inhomogeneities (see Bagchi et _aI. 2006, Fig. 2)eRec
* Based on observations taken with the CTIO Blanco and SOAR tenumerical simulations by Machado & Lima Neto (2013) based
scopes. This research has made use of the VizieR and NEDakdta.b on the parallel SPH code Gadget-2 have been able to repro-
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Fig. 1. B-band image of Abell 3376 with the X-ray (XMM-Newton) andiia (VLA, 1.4 GHz) emissions superimposed in red and
blue respectively. The positions of the two BCGs are in@idaas well as the scale. North is up and east to the left.

duce the X-ray emissivity map, and suggest an approximat@yObservations and data reduction
head-on collision with a mass ratio of about 3:1, observediab
0.2 Gyr after the instant of central passage, and takingeplaZ 1. Optical data
very close to the plane of the sky. Still another proof for gaer
ing resides in the fact that the brightest cluster galaxyetaiger \We have obtained optical images in the B band with the CTIO
BCG1) is far from the region with strong X-ray emission, a§m telescope and the MOSAIC2 camera (scale 0.266 arc-
seen in Fig[1: its coordinates are 90125, —40.04442, while  segpixel) on the night of October 12-13, 2010. Four images
the brightest galaxy close to the X-ray peak (BCG2) is latate (to allow dithering) were taken for each of two adjacentoegi
90.5404P, —39.95000 (J2000.0). Note that the direction join-covering the east and west parts of the cluster (more or tess ¢
ing the two BCGs roughly coincides with the direction joigin inciding with the two BCGs), with individual exposure times
the two giant radio arcs. 300s.
Since the cluster was observed at the beginning and at the

Among the few optical studies performed on Abell 3376, wend of the night, the airmass variations were important from
can note that of Escalera et al. (1994) who detected thempeeseone frame to another, so the images were corrected individu-
of several substructures in the galaxy distribution. AB&v6 ally for airmass after the usual bias and flat field correction
is part of the WINGS survey (Fasano et al. 2006, Varela et dlhey were then assembled into two images (the east and west
2009), but the WINGS catalogue in the B and V bands is ceinrages), using the SCAMP (Bertin 2006) and SWarp (Bertin et
tered on BCG1 and does not cover the entire cluster (seE)Fig.@. 2002) software packages. Since the seeing varied betivee
The existence of substructures was confirmed by Ramella ete#ist (1.26 to 1.32 arcsec) and west (1.46 to 1.59 arcsecganag
(2007). However, no detailed optical analysis of the emfinster the two images were analysed separately, and the correisgond
is available. We will derive here the B band GLF for the ovieratatalogues were combined later. For the objects locatelen t
cluster, as well as for two circular regions centered on edchsmall zone common to both images, we chose to use the mea-
the BCGs (see Fifl 8). surements coming from the east image for which the seeing was

better.

We will also discuss the dynamical properties of Abell 3376 A large image was obtained to analyse the overall structure
based on the redshifts and magnitudes available for clustéthe cluster at various wavelengths, as displayed ifFighis
galaxies, to which we apply the Serna & Gerbal (1996) methddrge image covers 1.16065 ded.5947 deg- 0.690238 defy

In this way we will see that it is possible to separate andattar | order to obtain a photometric calibration of these images
terize, both spatially and in redshift, several dynamjodistinct - since no standard stars had been taken during the night of the
substructures. observation, we reobserved the central region of Abell 38&6
night of September 27-28, 2011 with the SOAR telescope and

The paper is organized as follows: the observations and d#tae SOl camera in the same band. This image was taken in photo-
reduction are described in Sectldn 2, the GLFs computedé®th metric conditions with an exposure time of 600 s, and covared
regions are presented in Sectidn 3, the dynamical anatydisi region of 0.084125 deg 0.08075 deg-= 0.0067931 deg(scale
cussed in Sectidd 4 and a brief discussion of our resultghiege 0.15 arcsefpixel) centered on BCG1. It was calibrated photo-
with the main conclusions are given in Sectign 5. metrically with Landolt standard stars. We then cross-ified
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objects present in the Blanco and SOAR images, and calibrate
the Blanco image.
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Fig. 2. B magnitudes of our initial catalogue as a function of %ol ; ; ;
. . L ynomial of the pixel coordinates. We set the referena-ap
magnitudes from the WINGS catalogue, for objects class#&d o tor normalising the PSF at 20 pixels (5.3 arcsec).

galaxies by WINGS. The black line shows the shift of 0.36 be- L einalol ; .
tween our magnitude¥ 4G MODEL from SExtractor, see Section; SExtractor was run in single-image mode, using the exper

. . - .~ imental two-dimensional galaxy model-fitting feature (&er
2.2) and the WINGS magnitudes, estimated for objects kII”‘~;’th11). The fitted model is the sum of a de Vaucouleurs “bulge”
than B=21 (green line).

and an exponential “disk” components, centred on the same po
sition, and convolved with the local PSF model. Our photemet
In order to test this calibration, we retrieved from ViZfeR ic measurements are based on SExtracHAGMODEL “asymp-
the catalogue from the WINGS survey in the B and V bandgtic” model magnitudes, which correspond to the integfhe
(Varela et al. 2009). Though the WINGS image does not elest-fitting bulge-disk mo_del extrapolated to infinite r_adlus.
compass the full cluster, it covers a much larger area than ou The catalogues obtained for the east and west images were
SOAR image, and should therefore provide a more reliable pHfen merged, giving a catalogue of 45538 objects, afterotbje
tometric calibration. We cross—identified our B band cayak in common (1725) were eliminated.
with the WINGS catalogue separately for objects classified a Star-galaxy separation was performed based on SExtractor’
galaxies and as stars by WINGS. The shifts found between GREAD MODEL estimator (e.g., Desai et al. 2012, Bouy
magnitudes and the B magnitudes of WINGS, for B1 (to €t al. 2013). Fig.[13 shows the distribution of detections
avoid faint objects that have larger magnitude errors) were from both eastern and western fields inMAGMODEL vs
BWINGS = 0.50 (dispersion 0.07) for stars and B-BWINGS SPREAD MODEL diagram; the point-source locus centred around
0.36 (dispersion 0.20) for galaxies. Though the qualitheftal- SPREADMODEL~ 0 and the clump from faint residual cosmic
ibration based on stars is expected to be better, if we apjdy trays atSPREAD MODEL~ —0.04 are well visible. Based on a vi-
shift to our B magnitudes the histograms of the (B-V) for gala sual inspection of the diagram, we classified as galaxiedeall
ies values appear quiteftirent for our B magnitudes and fortections withSPREAD_MODEL> —0.018 and fainter than824, or
the WINGS B magnitudes. On the other hand, these histograwi$h SPREAD_MODEL> 0.0025.
are fully consistent if we apply B-BWINGS 0.36 (see Fid.16). In all fields, we have checked by eye all the objects brighter
So in the following we will apply this correction (illustead in  than B~ 17, and eliminated a few bright stars (2B < 17)

Fig.[2) to our B band magnitudes. wrongly classified as galaxies.
We now concentrate only on the galaxies of the deep large B We checked that the star counts as a function of magnitude
band Blanco image. agreed with those of the Besancon model for the Galaxy (Robi
et al. 2003), thus confirming the validity of our star-galaiys-
sification.

2.2. SExtractor analysis and star—galaxy separation Since BCG1 was saturated in our image, we took for

All sources in the eastern and western images were extracieig galaxy the B magnitude given by the WINGS catalogue:
independently using the SExtractor software (Bertin & Artso B=14.55. For BCG2, which was also saturated on our image,
1996), and the resulting catalogues merged to remove cigtic We took a somewhat arbitrary magnitude .00. The choice
Before extraction, models of the Point Spread Function JPS#f this value was motivated by the fact that on the image BCG2
for both images were derived with the PSFEXx tool (Bertin 20115 smaller than BCG1, suggesting it is fainter than BCG1, and
from non-saturated point sources with asigna|-to-n0i§e (as BCG2 cannot be much fainter than 15 because otherwise it
measured by SExtractor&R_WIN parameter) higher than 20.wouldn't saturate.

Spatial variations of the PSF were modelled as a third degree We ended up with a catalogue of 34660 galaxies, on which
our analysis will be based. This catalogue will be made atsél

1 httpy/vizier.u-strasbg.fwiz-bin/VizieR electronically in VizieR.
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2.3. Completeness
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Fig.4. Completeness as a function of magnitude estimated for
stars in our image (see text): 95% completeness (cyan dashed
line) is obtained for B 24.5 (red dashed line). This translates to L i
95% completeness at24. for galaxies. W

In order to check down to which magnitude we could reason- 1000 = T 7
ably compute and fit the GLF, we performed simple simulations U
to estimate the completeness of our galaxy catalogue asca fun |
tion of magnitude. Our method is to add “artificial stars®&(i. L i
2D Gaussian profiles with the same full-width-at-half-nmaxm ! 1
as the average image point spread function) @edént magni- 500 |- |
tudes to the CCD images and attempt to recover them by running L .

-

Number of galaxies

SExtractor again with the same parameters for object detect L L i
and classification as on the original images. In this wayctre- L - Lbl ]
—
| L

pleteness was measured on the original images. L

These simulations give a completeness percentage for stars o f{ AR R =
of about~95% for B< 24.5 (see Fig[}¥). This is obviously an -2 -1 0 1 e 3
upper limit for the completeness level for galaxies, beeatars By

are easier to detect than galaxies. However, we have shawn th . )
this method yields a good estimate of the completeness for ni!9- 6. Histogram of the (B-V) colour computed with our B band

mal galaxies if we apply a shift of 0.5 mag (see e.g. Adami etc_lata (bllack line) ar_1d with the B band WINGS catalogue (green
al. 2006). We will hereafter consider that our galaxy cajak line), with V magnitudes taken from WINGS. Average colours
in the B band is-95% complete for B 24. For galaxies belong- for an Sab and an elliptical galaxy (taken from Fukugita et al
ing to Abell 3376 this corresponds to an absolute magnitdde $°95) are indicated in blue and red respectively.

Mg ~ —125.

2.5. Galaxy redshifts
2.4. Magnitude distribution and cross—check ) ) ) .
We retrieved all the galaxy redshifts available in NEE€brre-

The galaxy B band magnitude histogram obtained for therulli sponding to our image (in majority coming from Cava et al.
age is shown in Fid.]5. The decrease in galaxy counts fo2B 2009). We found 213 redshifts, out of which 120 are in therinte
indicates that the completeness limit of 95% at. estimated val [0.039,0.055] that can in first approximation be conside
in the previous section could even be a little optimisticv#® as corresponding to the cluster. The redshift histogranisis d
will not push our analysis at magnitudes fainter than2B.5 played in Fig[¥. The mean redshift is 0.04608, correspandin
(absolute magnitude —13 at the cluster redshift). to a mean velocity cz13824 knis, and to a velocity dispersion

In order to test the quality of our photometric calibratiomf 848 knys. The corresponding biweight quantities are 0.04604
(also see Section 2.1), we computed the histogram of the ({Bf the mean redshift, 213813 knfs for the mean velocity, and
Vwines) colours, both for our B band data and for the WINGS B62 knys for the velocity dispersion. The rather high value of the
band data. The result is displayed in Hify. 6 and shows thét beklocity dispersion is expected, since the cluster is in eging
histograms agree, and that the colour histograms are t¢ensisstage, and agrees with the fact that several dynamical compo
with those of normal Elliptical and Sab galaxies (respetyiv
0.96 and 0.78 at=20, taken from Fukugita et al. 1995). 2 httpy/ned.ipac.caltech.egdu
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of 30% of the galaxies in a zone covering only 1.2% of the total
area of these zones can be considered as negligible.

Since the corrections for incompleteness due to non-
detections in the haloes of bright stars or of the BCGs ardlsma
and probably not very accurate, we decided not to apply tleem t
our galaxy counts and GLF computations.

20 —

—
(o))
L

3.2. The B band galaxy luminosity functions in three regions
(statistical background subtraction)

Number of galaxies
-
)
I

In order to compute the B band galaxy luminosity functions,
we counted all the galaxies in magnitude bins of 0.50 mag and
subtracted statistically the contribution of backgrouathgies,
using the field galaxy counts per square degree estimated by

F r McCracken et al. (2003) in the B filter. Since these authors gi
Y ORI B I field galaxy counts for B> 18, for galaxies brighter than-B.8
004 0045 005 005 we only took into account galaxies with a spectroscopic red-

spec

shift in the cluster. This approach is justified by the facitth
the completeness of the spectroscopic data is high: thesrati
6f the numbers of galaxies brighter thas-B3 with measured
redshifts to the total numbers of galaxies brighter thasi8are

. 78% (4254), 87% (1315) and 87% (2@3) in the overall cluster,
nents are present (see Secfibn 4). Our values agree withdhes BCG1, and BCG2 regions respectively. In view of the reldgive

tained by Cava et al. (2009)=0.0461 andre; = 841+ 56 km’s. small numbers of galaxies, we did not apply a completeness co

rection to the bright end of the GLF (since these numbersadvoul
. . . . have further been distributed in various magnitude binaytod
3. The galaxy luminosity function (GLF) in the B adding noise to the data. We can note that the excesses etdserv
band in somes GLFs at very bright magnitudes are thus lower limits
3.1. Definition of three spatial regions Since the McCracken counts are given in AB magnitud_es,
we had to convert our magnitudes to the AB system, applying:
Abell 3376 is characterised by a very large distance betwe®n Bag = Byega— 0.09. We also applied to our galaxy catalogue
position of the brightest cluster galaxy (hereafter BCGAgl a an extinction correction of 0.186 mag, as given by NED from
that of the second brightest galaxy (BCG2) located in thea ar8chlafly & Finkbeiner (2011), and normalized all surfaces to
of the X-ray peak. This is illustrated in Figl 1. We therefor@ ded. In view of the small redshift of the cluster, we did not
divided the overall image in three zones to analyse the GL&pply a K-correction.
a circle of 0.29 deg radius (1.5 Mpc) encompassing the whole The resulting galaxy luminosity functions were computed as
cluster, centered on the position: 90.346 deg0.0 deg (the a function of absolute magnitude, assuming a distance rmedul
“whole cluster”, coded in magenta in several figures, witBB8 of 36.40, in order to make the comparison possible with other
galaxies), and two circles of radii 0.15 deg (0.775 Mpc) eesd  clusters. They are shown in F[d. 9. The GLF of the entire efust
on each of the two brightest galaxies: BCG1 at 90.17125 d€fh magenta) is rather smooth, but shows an excessat M18.
—40.04444 deg (coded in green, 1969 galaxies) and BCG2®ie GLF in the region of BCG1 (in green) is quite irregular,
90.54041 deg:39.9500 deg (coded in red, 3567 galaxies). Theith several dips and wiggles and an excess in the brightest
positions of these circles, together with those of the twaEBC bin (Mg = —215). The GLF in the region of BCG2 (in red),
are shown in Fid.18. which coincides with the X-ray peak, is also somewhat irreg-
We first derive galaxy luminosity functions in the three redlar at bright magnitudes (i.e. for ¢ —185), with an excess
gions described above, obtained by applying a statistizgld s at Mg < —20.5 in the two brightest bins.
traction of the background. For the BCG1 region, which is the The fits of all three GLFs by a simple Schechter function are
only one to be fully covered by the WINGS survey, we will alsmot good (i.e. the fit obtained with the MIGRAD minimizatioh o
derive the GLF by selecting cluster members from the red sbe MINUIT software does not converge). We therefore fit them
guence in a (B-V) versus V diagram. with the sum of a Gaussian and a Schechter functions, keeping
We estimated the numbers of objects that we could be migs-mind the fact that a fit including 7 free parameters (the 7th
ing due to the presence of bright stars or to the haloes of thiee parameter being a constant, found to be zero in the lbvera
BCGs. We find that the surfaces covered by bright stars coreexd BCG1 regions, but non-zero in the BCG2 region) and less
spond to 3% to 5% of the total area in the BCG1 region artdan 20 data points could be somewaadtoc.
about 2% in the BCG2 region. For the Gaussian function, we took:
The objects in the halos of the BCGs should normally be de- 5
tected and deblended from the BCG by SExtractor. We checked =~ G(M) = Aexp[(=4+In(2) « (M — Mc) )/(fwhn?)]
by eye the areas around the BCGs for galaxies undeblendedioy, o\ is the central magnitudéwhmis the full width at half
SExtractor. All the galaxies visible on the image locatedeno . : f _
: . ~ .~ maximum andA is the amplitude foM = M.
than 1 arcmin from the BCGs are in our catalogue. Within cir- For the Schechter function. we used:
cles of 1 arcmin radii from the BCGs, we found that the fractio ' ’
of lost sources was about 25%-30%. The ratio of the surface co S(M) = 0.4 In100* y*+1 e
ered by a 1 arcmin radius circle to the total surface coveyed b
the BCG1 and BCG2 regions (radius 0.15 deg) is 1.2%, so a logish y = 10°4M=M),

Fig. 7. Histogram of the 120 galaxy redshifts in the cluster rang
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Fig. 8. B band image of Abell 3376. The three large circles are thdserathe GLF was extracted: the whole cluster in the magenta
circle, the BCGL1 region in the green circle and the BCG2 me@idhe red circle (see text). The two brightest galaxiesradizated

with blue circles (BCG1, considered as the cluster cergety the west, and BCG2 corresponds to the zone of maximuny X-ra
emission). The galaxies with spectroscopic redshifts endlaster range are marked in orange. The cyan rectanglesshevield
covered by the WINGS catalogue in the B and V bands. The totafe size is D3x 0.59 ded. North is up and east to the left.

Table 1. Galaxy luminosity function parameters. SS stands forstiedil background subtraction and RS indicates red seguenc
selection.

Region Range (M) P M* a A Mc fwhm
Whole cluster (SS) 4215,-135] 486+110 -1676+022 -136+0.06 60+2 -1904+008 246+0.11
BCG1 (SS) £215,-14.0] 103+ 14 -1938+013 -145+0.02 45+3 -2000+0.03 089+0.04
BCG1 (RS) F215-125] 679+111 -1580+0.18 -1.32+0.04 108+7 -1809+0.14 274+0.17
BCG2 (SS) £210,-135] 190+48 -1774+024 -163+0.03 110+4 -192+0.02 094+0.04

The fits are shown in Fi§]9 and the parameters of the Gli¢ally confirmed cluster members that lie outside this zame]
fits are given in Tabl€ll (see discussion in Section 5). We cBEG1. We exclude the eight galaxies falling in the red seqaen
note that the 7th parameter is not zero for the BCG2 region, imnterval but with spectroscopic redshifts outside thetelus
plying the existence of an excess of very bright galaxieii®t ~ The GLF obtained by this selection is displayed in Eig. 11.
Zone. Here also, a single Schechter function cannot fit the data, bu
a good fit is obtained by summing a Gaussian and a Schechter
function (see parameters in Table 1). We can note again an ex-
cess of galaxies in the brightest bin in this region.
) ) We can see in Fi§. 11 that the GLFs obtained with both meth-
Since the WINGS catalogue in the V band covers completely tBgs for the BCG1 region agree within error bars in almost all
BCGL region, we also derived the GLF in this zone by seleghagnitude bins. The fact that the GLF points in the individua
ing cluster galaxies from the red sequence in the (B-V) \@rsjins tend to be higher in the statistical subtraction caae th
V colour-magnitude diagram, as shown in Figl 10. One can sgf red sequence selection could be due to the fact that fiee ga
that the red sequence is well defined (in particular by specthetween the CCDs in the WINGS data reduce by a small amount
scopically confirmed cluster members). Fot ¥9 the best fitto the number of galaxies measured in the V band, and theréfere t
the red sequence is: number of galaxies cross-identified with our B band catadogu

(B-V) = -0.077x V + 2.15. Although the GLFs obtained with the two methods roughly
agree, we can see in Table 1 that the parameters of the best fits
We select as cluster members all the galaxies witfx8 on obtained with both methods (see Table 1) are quifiedint for
either side of this relation, to which we add the five spectnps the bright component (the Gaussian), while the faint endeso

3.3. The B band galaxy luminosity function in region BCG1
(red sequence galaxy selection)
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(green points). The units are galaxy counts in bins of 0.5nikag
tude and per square degree. The best fit is obtained by summing
Fig.9. Galaxy luminosity functions in the B band in the thre@ Gaussian (in blue) at the bright end, and a Schechter amcti
zones of Abell 3376 shown in Fi@] 8, with the same colodin red) at the faint end; their sum is shown as a black dashed
codes. The units are galaxy counts in bins of 0.5 magnitude dife. The GLF obtained by statistical subtraction in the sag

per square degree. The best fits obtained are shown as curgig is shown as blue points, displaced 6§.1 mag to avoid

a Gaussian (in blue) at the bright end, a Schechter funciion pverlapping.

red) at the faint end, and the sum of both shown as a black dashe

line.

obtaining robust luminosity functions and to fit them in aakle
3 way, and this should be a warning not to overinterpret data.
Assuming that all the galaxies selected in the red sequence
belong to the cluster is certainly an overestimate, althaihg
fact that the GLF derived from the red sequence agrees wéth th
one computed by statistical background subtraction temds t
dicate that the contamination is probably not too large.
We can estimate this contamination by considering the Coma
cluster, which has extensively been covered spectrosaibpiny
the Sloan Digital Sky Survey, which is completerto= 17.5.
By applying the colour correction from Fukugita et al. (1995
for a typical elliptical galaxy at the redshift of Abell 337this
corresponds to M~ —16. If we count the numbers of galaxies
outside the Coma cluster (i.e. with redshifts< 0.012 orz >
0.035) falling within an interval 0f-0.3 from the red sequence,
L T we find a contamination of 9%. Therefore for Abell 3376 the
15 20 25 contamination of the red sequence that we considered by field
Vinas galaxies is about 9% for M~ —16. For fainter magnitudes
(-15.5 < Mg < —-14), even our Coma cluster spectroscopic cat-
Fig. 10. (B-V) versus V colour-magnitude diagram for the BCGhlogue is not sfliciently complete to estimate the contamination
region of Abell 3376. Black crosses show all the galaxied, rddy background galaxies in the same way, but the fact thatethe v
squares show the galaxies with spectroscopic redshifthen ties of the GLFs (and of the faint end slopes) estimated for the
cluster and green squares show all the galaxies selectdédsas BCG1 region with the two methods (statistical subtractibiine
ter members within the red sequence delimited by the two blbackground or red sequence galaxy selection) do not strongl
lines (see text). The (few) black crosses within the red sege  differ suggests that this contamination is not very strong yet fo
have spectroscopic redshifts outside the cluster and tlewe wMg < —14.
not taken into account to compute the GLF. These results will be discussed in more detail in Section 5.

B—Vies
L L L LV ¥ S s B S

. . . 3.4. The bright to faint galaxy density ratio
do not strongly dfer. It is rather surprising that the GLF fits

for two sets of data that seem consistent within error bans cé/e quantified the distributions of galaxies as a function afm
be so diferent. To our opinion, this illustrates theffitulty of nitude in a more global way, by estimating the densities igftir



Durret et al.: The cluster Abell 3376

and faint galaxies and the bright to faint galaxy densitiogatn Table 2. Properties of the substructures found in Abell 3376 by

the three regions of interest. the SG method. The columns are: name of the subsstructere (se
For this, we computed the numbers of bright (absolute matgxt), number of galaxies, average velocity, velocity digon,

nitude Mg < —16) and faint £16 < Mg < —14) galaxies in the and mass relative to that of the overall cluster.

three regions analysed, and the ratios of these numbeisgin t

three regions. We find a bright to faint number ratio of 0.20 inStructure  Na  velocity velocity ~mass

the whole cluster and 0.15 in the BCG2 region. In the BCG1 (kmys)  dispersion  mass (overall)
region, the bright to faint number ratio is 0.29, that is hbga (km/s)
higher than in the other regions. There are two possitslit- g\llerall 155 igggg 1§$'55 é'gg
ther the BCG1 region has a higher density of bright galaxies, ‘
- ; . . . . Sla 25 13823 367 0.11

the BCG2 region has a higher density of faint galaxies. Thiis w

- . . Sib 6 14731 188 0.004
be discussed in Section 5. S2 6 12669 110  0.002

4. Dynamical analysis

alogue, including the two BCGs (the uncertainty on theirotxa
magnitudes should not have a strong influence on the results)

For each structure detected by the SG method, we give in
Table[2 the following parameters: number of galaxies, ay@ra
velocity, velocity dispersion, and mass relative to thatttoe#
overall cluster. The galaxy distributions are shown in Eg.

The overall cluster is detected as a structure of 122 gadaxie
with an approximate mass of%104 M,. Note however that
this structure should only include the 120 cluster membesrs d
cussed in Section 2.5, so the velocity dispersion of thisei@il
structure” is obviously overestimated (1045 fminstead of
862 km's) and this is therefore also most probably the case for
its mass. In any case, the mass of the “Overall structuref is o
the same order as the virial mass o6 04 M, estimated by
2000 Tooe T T e T T oo 2000 Escalera et al. (1994). The main substructure, hereafteinS1
A(RA) arcsec cludes 82 galaxies (34 members, among which BCG1, and 48
probable members, among which BCG2). A much smaller sub-
Fig.12. Positions of the structures detected by the Serna dructure (S2) of 6 galaxies is detected with an averagecitglo
Gerbal method. The main structure (S1, 82 galaxies) is sla@wvrsmaller than that of the overall cluster by 920/km
black open squares, and includes two smaller structuresasd Structure S1 can be subdivided into two substructures, Sla
S1b, of 25 and 6 galaxies respectively, shown in red and greg@Ad Si1b, with 25 and 6 galaxies respectively. It ificllt to
A second independent structure of 6 galaxies (S2) is shownggsign a particular substructure to each of the BCGs, silhce a
cyan. The axes correspond to the right ascension and déatinathe structures detected seem to cover a rather large area-in p
offsets (in arcseconds) relative to the position of the certter jection on the sky. This is in agreement with the fact that the
the magenta circle (90.346 deg}0.0 deg). The two blue circles merging takes place in the plane of the sky, and in this case th
show the positions of BCG1 (west) and BCG2 (east). SG method is somewhat lesieient to discriminate subgroups.
Nevertheless, we can see that S1ais much more massive éhan th

In order to identify the substructures present in the galafjner substructures, as expected since it corresponds éree-
distribution of Abell 3376 and to estimate their relativesses, ton of the merger and to the region where most of the brightes

we applied the Serna & Gerbal (1996) method (hereafter S@flaxies are concentrated.
Very briefly, this method calculates the potential bindinggy Based on a wavelet analysis, Escalera et al. (1994) classi-
between pairs of galaxies and detects substructures taking fied Abell 3376 as “unimodal with structures in the core”. ithe
account positions and redshifts. Here, we required a mimimuvavelet map shows a clear elongation in the approximate-dire
number of 5 galaxies for a substructure to be present. Assumiion of the merger. Such a unimodal classification appeéngra
a value of 100 (in solar units) for the total mass to stellanitu surprising at first sight, since there are two BCGs in the-clus
nosity ratio (but results do not strongly depend on this d¢jtan ter. However, it agrees with our finding that BCG1 and BCG2
see e.g. Adami et al. 2005), galaxy magnitudes can be trafge both part of Sla. Itis flicult to compare quantitatively our
formed into masses, and approximate values can be estimdgg¥lts to those of Escalera et al. (1994), since they hadrfew
for the total (i.e. dynamical) mass of each substructurtadigh  redshifts and did not give the precise positions of theissuie-
the absolute values of these masses are not fully reliatdes mtures, but there does not seem to be any obvious discrepancy
ratios can be considered as robust, with a typical unceytain between their analysis and ours.
the order of 25%. Note however that we neglect here the uncer- Ramella et al. (2007) searched for substructures in the area
tainty on the ML ratio assumed for the galaxies. More details;overed by the WINGS data and detected a main structure
as well as a discussion of the influence of incomplete spectayround BCG1 (the black dots in their figure 6) and a substractu
scopic sampling, can be found in Guennou et al. (2013, A& the northeast (the green dots in their figure 6) which coatd
submitted). incide with our structure S1b. However, since their imagesdo
We applied this method to the catalogue of galaxies withot encompass the whole cluster, it igfidult to make a more
spectroscopic redshifts and with B band magnitudes in aidr cdetailed comparison between our results and theirs.

1000

500
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5. Discussion and conclusions flat slopes determined by Rudnick et al. (2009) for clustérs a
, ) ) redshiftsz < 0.8. We are in the process of analysing galaxy lu-
Abell 3376 is a cluster undergoing a major merger and chafiinosity functions in a sample of clusters a4 & z < 0.9 from
acterized by a strongly elongated X-ray emission, peakéd@n he pAFT/FADA survey in all stages of merging, from relaxed
second brightest galaxy BCG2, while the brightest galax$BC g strongly substructured (Martinet et al. in preparatidit)is
is located about 0.3 deg (1.55 Mpc) south west of BCG2.  ghould shed light on the influence of mergers on the galaxy dis
We have analysed a large image of this cluster in the B bangputions in clusters.
reaching a completeness level of 95% forBl. We computed  The diference in the bright to faint number ratio in the BCG1
the B band galaxy luminosity functions (GLF) based on diatisand BCG2 regions can be interpreted as either due to a higher
cal background subtraction in three regions: one encorfigassdensity of bright galaxies in the BCG1 region, or to a higher
all the cluster (the “whole cluster”), one centered on BC@d a density of faint galaxies in the BCG2 region.
the other on BCG2. The three GLFs present excesses, dips and3CG1 is usually considered as the center of the main cluster
wiggles, and cannot be fit by a single Schechter functiont@n thecause it is the brightest galaxy and has a cD like morplyolog
other hand, they can all be satls_factonly fit with the sum of A higher density of bright galaxies in the BCG1 region agrees
Gaussian and a Schech'ger functions. The overall clustevssh@at least qualitatively) with the scenario simulated by Kado
a small excess of galaxies atsM —18. This may be due to & Lima Neto (2013), where the subcluster around BCG2 has
the fact that we consider spectroscopic data for galaxighter crossed the main cluster about 0.2 Gyr ago, and the clustes ma
than B=18 (Mg ~ —184) and statistical background subtracratio is about 3:1. In this case more bright galaxies are etepe
tion for fainter objects, and the connection between th@oi aground BCG1 than around BCG2.
obtained with these two methods may not be perfect. On the other hand, the BCG2 region could have a much
The GLF of region BCG1 is quite irregular and shows ahigher density of faint galaxies, and could even be more mas-
excess in the brightest magnitude bir M —21.5. The GLF of sive than the BCGL1 region. There are several argumentsan fav
region BCG2 also shows some irregularities, and an excélss inof this hypothesis. First, the number of galaxies in the BC&2
two brightest bins for M < —20.5. Although we would expect gion (3567) is almost twice the number of galaxies in the BCG1
the region of BCG1 to dominate the overall cluster, we can sesgion (1969). Second, the number of bright galaxies (EB)
in Table 1 that the best fit parameters obtained for the GLFsisfalso larger in BCG2 (23) than in BCG1 (15). Third, the faint
the overall cluster and of the BCGL1 region are quitedent, end slope is notably steeper in region BCG2 than in BCG1 (see
except for the faint end slopes. The GLF best fit parametersTafble 1). And finally, the fact that the peak of X-ray emissi®n
region BCG2 also dier from those of the other regions, and thé&cated in BCG2 could indicate the presence of a deeper poten
faint end slope is notably steeper than in the two other zones tial well in the BCG2 region. The only disturbing point withis
For the region around BCG1, we also computed the Gls$eenario is that BCG2 appears at the edge of the distribofion
obtained by selecting galaxies along the red sequence ifVg (Bthe various structures determined by the Serna & Gerbalodeth
versus V diagram (with V magnitudes taken from the WING&ee FiglIR).
catalogue), taking into account the spectroscopic redistdr- We have been granted one night observing time on Blanco
mation available. The GLF thus obtained is consistent wigni with DECam in January of 2014, to obtain very deep images
ror bars with that obtained by statistical background sadtion, of Abell 3376 to perform a weak lensing mass reconstruction
except in a few magnitude bins fainter thag M —16. However, of this cluster. This should allow to choose between these tw
the best fit parameters of the GLFs obtained by both methatenarios.
differ quite strongly, except for the faint end slopes (which are The dynamical analysis of Abell 3376 based on the Serna
not fully consistent though, but we have noticed before that & Gerbal (1996) method shows that the cluster (122 galaxies)
error bars computed by MINUIT were in some cases under@ontains a main structure (82 galaxies) which can be suthetivi
timated). This illustrates the fiiiculty of deriving unambiguous into two substructures Sla and Slb, of 25 and 6 galaxies re-
fits for GLFs: the error bars on each bin are large, and changispectively, the first one containing BCG1 and BCG2. A smaller
the galaxy counts by a small amount can modify the fit paramgubstructure of 6 galaxies is also detected with an average v
ters obtained. Obviously, a good photometric calibrat®oru- locity smaller than that of the overall cluster by 920/krS1a
cial and a check with numerous spectroscopic redshiftsyggoiis much more massive than the other substructures, as expect
as deep as possible in magnitude, is mandatory to ascemaingince it corresponds to the direction of the merger and toghe
quality of the GLFs thus obtained (the results obtained om&o gion where most of the brightest galaxies are concentr@ad.
with very deep spectroscopy by Adami et al. 2009 illustragd w results agree qualitatively with those of Escalera et 894)
this point). This result should be kept in mind in furtherdsas. and Ramella et al. (2007) but a quantitative comparison is no
As already noted e.g. in the case of Abell 1758 North, whidppssible.
is clearly the result of a merger (Durret et al. 2011 and ezfees Abell 3376 has been studied at radio and X-ray wavelengths
therein), the dips and wiggles of the GLF seem to be a chardBagchi et al. 2006), and accounted for by recent numericgl s
teristic of merging clusters. The GLF of Abell 1758 North fbu ulations (Machado & Lima Neto 2013), but it remains poorly
be fit with a single Schechter function, so the comparisohef tknown in the optical, though it was part of the WINGS survey
bright ends of the GLFs in Abell 3376 with this cluster arelpro (Fasano et al. 2006, Varela et al. 2009). We hope to have shed
ably irrelevant. However, we can compare the faint end siopgome light on its optical properties in the present paped, an
(the @ parameter). The faint end slopes estimated for all the rielan to obtain deeper images in the future to improve our un-
gions of Abell 3376 are steeper than that of Abell 1758 Nor@erstanding of this cluster where violent merging everedak-
(@ = —1.00+ 0.02 in theg band, at a redshift of 0.279). Aning place, in particular by analysing its mass distributimough
explanation could be that the mergers in these two clusters\ti€ak lensing techniques.
not have the same age and that the faint end SIOpe varies Vﬂé‘%omﬂedgements. We warmly thank the anonymous referee for many con-

time. AnOther possibility is that the ffiint elnd_ slope vamdth  siructive comments that helped us to improve the paper. \kieoadedge long
redshift, and is flatter at larger redshift. This is suggebtethe term financial support from CNES as well as CAPESFECUB program
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71111. We are grateful to the DAFFADA team for the SOAR observations
of this cluster.
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Appendix A: Description of the electronic table

The galaxy catalogue will be available in electronic form in
VizieRd. It is ordered in right ascension, magnitudes are in the
Vega system and no extinction correction is applied.

The table columns are: sequential number, right ascension
in decimal degrees (J2000), declination in decimal degrees
(J2000), B band MAGAUTO, B band error on MAGAUTO,

B band MAGMODEL , B band error on MAGMODEL,
SPREADMODEL, error on SPREADMODEL. All these val-
ues were computed with SExtractor (see Section 2.2).

The galaxy catalogue was cut taMODEL< 25, but obvi-
ously objects fainter than BIODEL=24 or 24.5 should be con-
sidered with caution. All objects brighter thanNBODEL< 18
were checked by eye in order to elliminate bright stars tlalt h
been misclassified as galaxies (a few tens). The final catalog
includes 28828 objects. Note that the photometric calitmat
was done as described in Section 2.1., applying the zerd poin
shift of 0.36 determined from comparison with the WINGS B
band catalogue for galaxies. As described in Section 2.8 it i
95% complete for B 24. The first ten lines of the catalogue are
displayed in Table A.1.

3 httpy/vizier.u-strasbg.fwviz-bin/VizieR
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Table A.1. First ten lines of the galaxy catalogue that will be avaiahlVizieR. The columns are: Galaxy number, right ascension
declination, BAUTO magnitude and its error, IODEL magnitude and its error, SPREARIODEL and its error

Number RA (J2000.0) DEC (J2000.0) _AJTO error BMODEL error SPREADMODEL error
(B_AUTO) (B_LMODEL) (SPREADMODEL)
1 89.6201787 -39.7236609 24.528 0.179 22.800 0.165 0.026 0060.
2 89.6202716 -39.7070639 18.762 0.004 20.599 1.146 1.000 0001.
3 89.6203079 -39.7500203 23.658 0.135 22.873 1.449 0.011 0050.
4 89.6203211 -39.7573528 23.488 0.120 22.062 0.202 0.018 0060.
5 89.6203219 -39.7469425 24.651 0.209 22.756 1.803 0.019 0060.
6 89.6203259 -39.7201251 24.221 0.143 23.177 4.936 0.019 0090.
7 89.6203409 -39.6848968 23.329 0.128 23.014 0.228 0.020 0050.
8 89.6203633 -39.7595031 23.729 0.122 23.075 0.256 0.008 0060.
9 89.6203726 -39.7550236 23.284 0.109 22.882 2.372 0.019 0040.
10 89.6203876 -39.7388027 23.399 0.111 23.056 0.319 0.007 .0050
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