Astronomyé& Astrophysicsnanuscript no. mgirardi ©OESO 2018
October 31, 2018

Fossil groups origins
lll. The relation between optical and X-ray luminosities

M. Girardi®2, J. A. L. Aguerr?4, S. De Grandi, E. D'Onghi& 7, R. Barren&*, W. Boschif, J. Méndez-Abreti* °,
R. Sanchez-Janssé@nsS. Zarattint 4, A. Biviano?, N. Castro-Rodriguez*, E. M. Corsint® 12, C. del Burgd?, J.
Iglesias-Paramé 1°, and J. M. Vilchez*

Dipartimento di Fisica dell'Universita degli Studi di Ts - Sezione di Astronomia, via Tiepolo 11, 1-34143 Trigkdy

INAF - Osservatorio Astronomico di Trieste, via Tiepolo 1:-B4143 Trieste, Italy

Instituto de Astrofisica de Canariag\Mda Lactea /1, E-38205 La Laguna (Tenerife), Canary Islands, Spain

Departamento de Astrofisica, Universidad de La Lagunagd@lAstrofisico Franciso SanchensE-38205 La Laguna (Tenerife),
Canary Islands, Spain

INAF — Osservatorio Astronomico di Brera, via E. Bianchi #23807 Merate (LC), Italy

Astronomy Department, University of Wisconsin, 475 Cha8e, Madison, W1 53706, USA

Alfred P. Sloan Fellow

Fundacion Galileo Galilei — INAF, Rambla José Ana FernarRiezz 7, E-38712 Brefia Baja (La Palma), Canary IslandsnSpai
School of Physics and Astronomy, University of St AndrewsrtN Haugh, St Andrews, KY16 9SS, U.K. (SUPA)

10 NRC Herzberg Institute of Astrophysics, 5071 West SaanigadR Victoria, BC, VOE 2E7, Canada

11 Dipartimento di Fisica e Astronomia ‘G. Galilei’, Univetaidi Padova, vicolo dell'Osservatorio 3, 35122 Padovdy Ita

12 INAF — Osservatorio Astronomico di Padova, vicolo dell'@sstorio 5, 1-35122 Padova, Italy

13 |nstituto Nacional de Astrofisica, Optica y ElectronichAOE), Aptdo. Postal 51 y 216, 72000 Puebla, Pue., Mexico

14 Instituto de Astrofisica de Andalucia—C.S.1.C., E-18008u&da, Spain

15 Centro Astrondmico Hispano Aleméan/ @esuts Durban Remaén 2-2. 04004, Almeria, Spain

© ®© N o ua E N I I e

[

Received Accepted

ABSTRACT

Aims. This study is part of the FOssil Groups Origin (FOGO) projebich aims to carry out a systematic and multiwavelengttystu
of a large sample of fossil systems. Here we focus on the@alaetween the optical luminosity.{,) and X-ray luminosity (x).
Methods. Out of a total sample of 28 candidate fossil systems, we densi sample of 12 systems whose fossil classification has
been confirmed by a companion study. They are compared vétbdimplementary sample of 16 systems whose fossil natunedtas
been confirmed and with a subsample of 102 galaxy systemstir@lRASS-SDSS galaxy cluster survey. Fossil and normaésyst
span the same redshift range<z < 0.5 and have the sameg distribution. For each fossil system, thg in the 0.1-2.4 keV band

is computed using data from tiROSAT All Sky Survey to be comparable to the estimates of the coimpaisample. For each fossil
and normal system we homogeneously compygein ther-band within the characteristic cluster radius, using diatan the Sloan
Digital Sky Survey Data Release 7.

Resuits. We sample thé&x—L o relation over two orders of magnitudelin . Our analysis shows that fossil systems are not statilstical
distinguishable from the normal systems through the 2D Kgjanov-Smirnov test nor the fit of the—L ¢ relation. Thus, the optical
luminosity of the galaxy system does strongly correlatéwie X-ray luminosity of the hot gas component, indeperigeritwhether
the system is fossil or not. We discuss our results in corapanvith previous literature.

Conclusions. We conclude that our results are consistent with the claksierging scenario of the brightest galaxy formed via
mergefcannibalism of other group galaxies with conservation efaptical light. We find no evidence for a peculiar state ofttbe
intracluster medium.
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1. Introduction ray luminosityLx (bol) > 10*2 h;2 erg s™* (see Jones et al. 2003

. iy for the rationale). Thus, the fossil groups appear to becengr
Several studies of galaxy systems have revealed an int&gest,,;ironments devoid of typical bright galaxies while sitank-
class of objects termed fossil groups (Ponman et al.l199dF gy heing home to the brightest and most massive galaxies i
the observational point of view, these are defined as galgsy Sihe Universe. The first explanation was that they are oldgied
tems with a magnitude ffierence of at least two magnitudes—iny 55y systems in which the large galaxies have merged or coa
the R-band—Dbetween the brightest grgaipster galaxy (BCG) |ggced through dynamical friction. In this merging scematfie
and the second-brightest galaxy within half the virial i 1 o4nityde gap shown by the fossil systems is a consequence of
Reod] and an extended thermal X-ray halo with bolometric Xsyition rather than an initial deficit of L* galaxies (i.e., the
failed group scenario; see, e.g., the discussion in theystfid
Mulchaey & Zablud&[1999).

Send offprint requeststo: M. Girardi, e-mail:;girardi@oats.inaf.it
! The radiusR; is the radius of a sphere with mass overdenstiynes
the critical density at the redshift of the galaxy system.
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The merging scenario has been invoked to explain such dbrmed during the period November 2008—May 2010 at the
servational features as the high values of X-ray lumingdify) TNG, NOT, WHT, and INT telescopes. The spectroscopic ob-
and temperatureTf) of fossil systems with respect to thoseservations went on until April 2012 thanks to additional éim
of normal systems with comparable optical luminosityf) or awarded at TNG through the Spanish and Italian Time Allo-
comparable velocity dispersionr; six fossil groups in Jones etcation Committees. The catalog is described in the companio
al.[2003; seven in Khosroshahi etlal. 2007) and some evidestedy by Zarattini et al[ (2013; hereafter Paper V).
of a high centrally concentrated dark matter halo (Khosabset The first group we analyzed, RX J1054585%52102 (FGS10
al.[2006). The above fierences with normal systems have been the S07 catalog), is a special system, because it is gir@ad
generally interpreted as due to an early formation epochssif very massive, relaxed galaxy clustéd (~ 1 x10' h;é M) at
groups as suggested by numerical simulations (e.g., D'@regh z = 0.47. Contrary to the findings of previous works that claim
al.[2005). Accordingly, the BCGs of fossil groups shouldtedm a boost in the X-ray properties in fossil systems, FGS10i®qu
a fossil relic of the structure formation in the high-redsbini- normal as shown by its position in thg,—Lx plane (see Pa-
verse. Early observations have revealed that the BCGs sil foper ). Here we present our statistical results for 28 ouhef34
groups have dierent observational properties than other briglgroups catalogued as fossils by S07. We have taken carelip app
elliptical galaxies, their discy isophotes (seven fossdups; homogeneous procedures to the fossil and comparison system
Khosroshahi et al. 2006), for example, supporting the ith@& t and, in particular, we have computed consistent opticaiiosi-
they are formed from gas-rich mergers in early times. ties. Our present analysis is mainly based on optical data fr

More recent studies have opened the discussion about tie Sloan Digital Sky Survey Data Release 7 (hereafter SDSS-
special nature of fossil groups. Alternative criteria foeit def- DR7, Fukugita et al. 1996; Gunn et al. 1998; Abazajian et al.
inition (e.g., Dariush et al._2007) and the concept of foslsis- [2009) and X-ray data from thROSAT All Sky Survey (RASS,
ters for massive systems (e.g., Cypriano ef al. 2006) hage b¥oges et al. 1999). We have also used the results of paperdy an
proposed. Moreover, studies basedMvody numerical simu- in particular, our check of the fossil classification of tHg&/Sb-
lations have suggested that many systems go through ambpijiects.
fossil phase during their life (e.g., von Benda-Beckmanalet This paper is organized as follows. We describe the SO7 sam-
2008; Cui et al.2011). ple and the comparison sample in Sect. 2. We detail the compu-

Recent observational results are often in contrast with ttasion of X-ray and optical luminosities in Sects. 3 and 4. We
previous results that found no particularly high mass cotvee devote Sect. 5 to the comparison between fossil and norraal sy
tion (Democles et al. 2010) and no special X-ray properti@s (tems in thelqp—Lx plane. We discuss our results and present our
fossil systems, Voevodkin et &l. 2010; 10, Proctor et al12a¥, conclusions in Sect. 6.

Harrison et al.2012). Instead, Proctor et[al. (2011) claipiaal Unless otherwise stated, we indicate errors at the 68% con-
richnesses and optical luminosities, but this has not beend fidence level (hereafter c.l.). Throughout this paper, we us
by Voevodkin et al.[{2010) and Harrison et al. (2012). ReceHo = 70 km s Mpc™ andhzo = Ho/(70 km s* Mpc™?) in
studies of fossil systems have also challenged the formeaige  a flat cosmology witl2y, = 0.3 andQ2, = 0.7. Unless otherwise
sions of an early formation of their BCGs from a gas-rich neerg stated, all cosmology-dependent quantities that we take the
Analyzing the photometric and structural properties of BGG literature are rescaled to our adopted cosmology.

fossil systems, La Barbera et dl. (2009, 25 fossil systemd) a

Méndez-Abreu et al[ (2012, 20 fossil systems, hereafteeiPa
I1) have found that they are similar to bright field elliptisand
to normal cluster BCGs, respectively. Finally, there isrsp&vi- Santos et al[ (2007) list 34 galaxy systems in the range of red
dence of a few fossil systems far from being dynamicallyweth shifts Q03 < z < 0.49 catalogued as fossil group candidates.
(e.g., Harrison et al. 2012; La Barbera et al. 2012; Millealet These systems were obtained as the result of a cross-mateh of
2012). positions of all luminous galaxies with measured spectpiz

Summarizing, there is still an open discussion on the realthe SDSS-Early Data Release (LRG catalogued by Eiseénstei
nature and origin of fossil systems. For instance, on thésbast al.[2001) with sources in the RASS with extended emission
of their observational results, Harrison et Al. (2012) ssgdghat and having a galayjiROSAT source distance of less tharb0
fossil systems formed rather early and their galaxies sgre Only LRGs with magnitude < 19 and elliptical-type were con-
the end products of galaxy mergers, while Proctor el al. 10lsidered by S07. In addition, SO7 looked for the LRG compasion
question the merging scenario, suggesting that the caistiba in the SDSS-DR5, taking objects classified as galaxy withara
of bright central galaxies is not a convincing explanationthe  dius of 0.5h;} Mpc, and having the spectroscopic redshift.
magnitude gap. Possible causes of the discrepancies arbengfavailable,|zspec— z ral < Az = 0.002 or the photometric red-
servational results reported in the literature might beneated  shift zynor, [Zohot — Zra| < Az = 0.1. The systems so constructed
with the use of very small samples, the presence of possiblewere included in the SO7 catalog if the magnitud&ence be-
ases in the estimates of physical quantities, or inhomagesie tween the LRG (i.e., the BCG of the system) and the second-
in the treatment of data of fossil and normal systems. brightest member wasmy» > 2 mag. The authenticity of their

In 2008 we started a large observational program of fosgilssil classification is widely analyzed and discussed ipePa
systems, the FOssil Group Origins (FOGO) project (Agudrri &/, where we used new deapband images and optical spec-
al.[2011; hereafter Paper I). The aim of this project is taycartroscopy information. Out of 34 S07 objects, 15 showed to be
out a systematic, multiwavelength study of a sample of 34 fogenuine fossil groups havingmy, > 2 mag orAmy, > 2.5
sil group candidates identified by Santos etlal. (2007, fiimreamag within O5R,00. The other 19 objects are either not fos-
S07); here each system is denoted by FGS01, FGSO02, etc.,silaar their fossil nature cannot be assessed with availdala.
cording to the S07 list. The FOGO project was awarded tinie the present study, all the S07 objects are considere@péxc
as International Time Programme (ITP08-4 and ITP09-1)at tRGS19 because it was not entirely sampled by the SDSS-DR?7,
Roque de los Muchachos Observatory for a total of 52 niglead FGS11, FGS15, FGS28, FGS29, and FGS32 because a sig-
of observations. Most optical and NIR observations were paificant peak was not detected by our analysis of the 2D galaxy

B. Samples of fossil and normal galaxy systems
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distribution (see Sedi. 4.2). Our ALL-FGS sample includes tet al. [2007) list the k values of FGSs in the (0.5-2) keV band
remaining 28 S07 systems, 12 being confirmed fossil systeasscomputed fronROSAT count rates. A quick comparison be-
(hereafter the CONF-FGS sample; the complementary sarfipléveeen the values of a few FGSs, which are also well-known clus
16 objects is denoted by NOCONF-FGS). The NOCONF-FGE&rs (e.g., Abell 26 FGS02 and Abell 69% FGS05), with the
sample is used as the comparison sample. published values (e.g., Bohringer etlal. 2000), shows they t
As a more extended comparison sample, we consideredre underestimated by a factor-a?. We thus decided to recom-
sample of normal galaxy systems, i.e., galaxy systems maifsp pute X-ray luminosities for the full SO7 sample.
ically selected on the basis of theim, values. Specifically, For each FGS, we considered the counts from the RASS
we considered a subsample of 102 systems in the redshifé raBgight Source Catalog (RASS-BSC; Voges etlal. 1999) or, al-
0 < z < 0.5 extracted from the RASS-SDSS galaxy clugernatively, from the RASS Faint Source Catalog (RASS-FSC;
ter survey (Popesso et al. 2004, hereafter P04). Followirg Moges et al[_ 2000), which are in the broad band 0.1-2.4 keV.
P04 list, here each system is denoted by CLO1, CL02, ete used the total Galactic column densityyj as taken from
The RASS-SDSS survey lists 114 galaxy systems in the rarig8SA's HEASARC Ny tool and the redshifz as listed by S07.
of redshifts 0003 < z < 0.78 and covers a wide range of The computation of the flux was made by using an iterative
masses from groups of 3 h-} M, to massive clusters of procedure based on the PIMffiSoftware available at NASAs
10" h;! Mo. It comprises all the X-ray selected objects aHHEASARC tools (Mukai 1993). We adopted the plasma model,

ready observed by the SDSS up to February 2003. The ra@gnetal abundance of 0.4, and, at the fir;t step, a starting val
son for using this sample for the comparison is threefold: fRr the temperaturkTx = 2 keV. The resulting unabsorbed flux
is quite large; it is based on the RASS and SDSS surve&?“gh“y corrected to take into account the flux comingniro
the same data sources used by S07; and it has been use gg)uter regionsx(1.08, which is the mean value in the NO-
P04 to analyze optical luminosities, and thus several techRRAS clusters, Bohringer et al. 2000). This flux was used to-com
cal points have already been outlined and properly verified Bute a first estimate of the X-ray luminosity (in the 0.1-2eA/k
P04 and following studies. From the 114 RASS-SDSS clugand). We used the X-ray luminosity to compute an estimate of
ters we do not consider: the four systems classified as Ftbs temperature through Eq. 4 in Bohringer etlal. (2000)veelri

by S07 (CLO05-FGS02-Abell 267, CLO1=FGS05-Abell 697; from the luminosity-temperature relation in Markevitct99E)

CL103-FGS36-ZwCl 1717.9-5636;CL105-FGS31), the five and used for the NORAS clustek¥x = 2.34 keVLY%, .o 0.

SyStemS with X-ray |Umin08ity ||Sted as 0.00 by P04 (CL01$VhereLX,44,HO:50 is the X-ray |uminosity in units of 1‘6 erg 5‘1’
CLO50; CLO52; CLO55; CLO70 of which the last four have redn the 0.1-2.4 keV band, and in the Béhringer etfal. (2000} cos
shift z < 0.01), the other two systems with< 0.01 (CLO82; mology. This temperature and the redshift of the system were
CL083), and the system with the highest redshift (CLO44 gted to compute the K-correction (Béhringer etal. 2004; see
z = 0.784). We obtained a sample of 102 systems (hereafter their Table 3). The K-corrected X-ray luminosity allowedtos

CL sample) with 01 < z < 0.46, i.e., in the same redshift rangebtain a new estimate of the temperature, which could be used
of S07 FGSs. The X-ray luminosity distributions of ALL-FGSgs the new starting value in the PIMMS procedure. The second
and CLs are not statistically fiérent (see the Se¢f. 3.1 fox iteration of the procedure is enough to converge to the final |
computation). Since the X-ray luminosity is a proxy for thass minosities and temperaturds; andTx. Throughout the paper,

of galaxy systems, the FGS sample is expected to span a raji@gel x estimates are our reference values for the FGS sample
of masses that is comparable to that of the CL sample. Howevg{d are listed in Tablgl 1. The question of the level of homo-

their z distributions difer at the> 99% level according to the geneity of these estimates with those taken from P04 for the C
Kolmogorov—-Smirnov test (hereafter 1DKS-test; see, &&d- sample is addressed in Séct]3.3.

ermann_1982). The FG&distribution is picked at higher values
(Az ~ 0.1). Thus, we expect that FGSs are somehow less opti- o ) )
cally contrasted onto the sky than CLs. 3.2. Characteristic radius estimates

The FGS and CL samples are listed in Taliles 1[and 2. RArgect[2 we present our estimation of reference optical-lum
each FGS, Tablég 1 lists notes about Fhelr classification. @ol osities as computed within a radiusReo. We also estimated
the center (R.A. and Dec.) and redshifes taken from S07 and|yminosities within 05Rxqo for useful comparison with other au-
referring to the BCG (Cols. 3 and 4); the X-ray luminosity, in  thors. The use of a characteristic radius is suggested &r ¢od
the (0.1-2.4) keV band (Col. 5); the radiRsoo, and the optical yeat comparable regions for galaxy systems &edént masses.

r-band luminosity computed withiRsoo, Lopt(< Rsoo) (COIS. 6  For each system, we computBeho using Eq. 2 in Béhringer et
and 7);Lopt(< 0.5R200) beingRz00 = 1.516% Rsgp (Col. 8); and 4. (2007),

additional information (Col. 9). The listed values lof, Rsgp,
Lopt are derived in the following Sections. For each CL, Table 2 0544 11 0228
lists the same properties where the CL centers and redsingtsRsoo = 0.753 Mpchy o5 E(2) "Ly %5 (1)

taken from P04, as well as the X-ray luminosity values (he{}ﬂwereE(z) = h(2)/ho andLy 44 is the X-ray luminosity in units
converted to our adopted cosmology). of h;210* erg s (in the 0.1-2.4 keV band). This equation is
based on th&so—Tx relation by Arnaud et all (2005; see details
. .. in the original papers). Following Arnaud et al. (2005; desirt
3. X-ray luminosities Table 2 for whole cluster sample results), we compuRged =
3.1. X-ray luminosity estimates 1.516 x Rsoo, in agreement with numerical simulations where
R200/Rso0 ~ 1.5 for the typical halo concentration parameter
Our reference values for the X-ray luminosities of the CL pEm 5 (Yang et al[ 2009). The median value Ry for FGSs (and
are those computed by P04 and listed in their TatfeSantos CLs)is~ 0.9 h;é Mpc.

2 |In PO4,Lx values are listed for k= 50 km s*Mpct, Q,, = 1,and  ® httpy/heasarc.gsfc.nasa.gogi-biryToolsw3nhyw3nh.pl
Qp=0. 4 At ftp://legacygsfcnasagov/softwargtools/pimms4_3tar.gz.
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Table 1. Properties of the FGS sample.

ID Notes a, 6 (J2000) Z Lx(0.1-24)keV  Rspo Lopt(< Rson)  Lopt(< 0.5Rx00)  Other catalogs
ho2erg/s™ hzsMpc h2oLo hz2oLs References

FGS01 d 01502B0,-1005 305 0.365 A8TE+ 44 108 250E+ 12 200E+ 12 8

FGS02 c 0152 4P0,+01 00256 0.230 R21E+ 44 119 502E+ 12 352E+ 12 2 (Abell 267)

FGS03 c 07 52 420, +4556 574 0.052 221E+ 43 063 305E+ 11 195E+11 -

FGS04 d 08 07 380, +34 00 416 0.208 171E+ 44 093 122E+ 12 106E+ 12 5

FGSO05 d 0842580, +3621593 0282 102E+ 45 135 489E+ 12 373E+12 2 (Abell 697)

FGS06 d 08 44 560, +4258 357 0.054 Q66E+ 43 048 389E+ 11 315E+11 -

FGS07 d 0903 020,+2739294 0489 588E+ 44 105 306E+ 12 284E+ 12 67

FGS08 c 0948 290, +4955 067 0.409 163E+ 44 082 356E+ 12 130E+12 -

FGS09 d 1043 080,+0054 183 0.125 198E+ 44 101 151E+ 12 103E+ 12 4

FGS10 c 1054 5P0,+5521 125 0.468 280E+ 44 090 328E+ 12 243E+ 12 7

FGS11 a 1114 380, +4037 352 0.202 121E+ 44 086 - - -

FGS12 d 1121530,+1049 232 0.240 132E+ 44 086 322E+ 11 379E+ 11 58

FGS13 d 1141 280,+0558 295 0.188 718E+ 43 077 162E+ 12 112E+12 -

FGS14 c 1146 4B0,+0952 282 0.221 178E+ 44 093 197E+ 12 183E+ 12 1

FGS15 a 1148080, +5654 256 0.105 267E+ 43 064 - - -

FGS16 d 1149 160,+4811 049 0.283 201E+ 44 093 208E+ 12 148E+ 12 15,7

FGS17 c 1247 420,+41 31 377 0.155 180E+ 43 057 293E+ 11 345E+ 11 56

FGS18 d 1300 040, +44 43013 0.233 741E+ 43 076 709E+ 11 596E+11 -

FGS19 b 1335600,-0331292 0177 128E+ 44 089 - —_ 1,5

FGS20 c 14 10 020,+41 45209 0.094 Q80E+ 43 049 484E+ 11 434E+ 11 34,5

FGS21 d 14 45 1680,+0039 343 0.306 270E+ 44 098 154E+ 12 150E+ 12 8

FGS22 d 1453 590,+4824 171 0.146 177E+ 43 057 550E+ 11 468E+ 11 5

FGS23 c 1529 480,+44 08 042 0.148 349E+ 43 067 806E+ 11 552E+ 11 58

FGS24 d 1533440,+0336575 0.293 232E+ 44 095 261E+ 12 181E+12 58

FGS25 d 1539580,+3043 040 0.097 167E+ 44 098 171E+ 12 129E+ 12 2 (Abell 2110)

FGS26 c 1548 590,+08 50 444 0.072 175E+ 43 059 133E+12 100E+ 12 3

FGS27 c 1614 310,+26 43504 0.184 Q24E+ 43 082 134E+ 12 105E+ 12 8

FGS28 a 16 37 260, +41 11 203 0.032 QO09E+ 43 031 - - -

FGS29 a 16 47 Q20,+3850 043 0.135 193E+ 43 059 - - -

FGS30 c 1718 190,+5639561 0.114 158E+ 44 096 108E+ 12 934E+ 11 7.8

FGS31 d 1720100,+2637 321 0.159 G68E+ 44 131 381E+ 12 268E+ 12 7.8

FGS32 a 17 28 520, +5516 408 0.148 115E+ 43 052 - - -

FGS33 d 2256 300,-0032 107 0224 916E+ 43 080 303E+ 12 256E+ 12 7.8

FGS34 c 2358 130,+1505436 0178 341E+ 43 066 703E+ 11 631E+11 -

Notes. (a) With no clear corrisponding density peak in the 2D galdisgribution (see Sedt._4.2); (b) not fully sampled by SOS?; (c) with
confirmed fossil classification according to Paper Il (0@NF-FGS sample); (d) our NOCONF-FGS sample.

References. (1) Zwicky & Kowal (1968) and catalogs therein; (2) Abell @989, Abell-ACO); (3) Gal et al[ (2003, NSC Northern Skpt@al
Cluster Survey); (4) Miller et al[ (2005, SDSS-C4); Koesteal. (2007, MaxBCG); McConnachie et al. (2009, SDSSCGB)nWt al. [(2009,
2010, WHL); Hao et all[ (2010, GMBCG). For each system, thtadiaot meant to be exhaustive (see NED for this).

3.3. Lx estimates: uncertainties and homogeneities ing the same procedure we used for FGSs (see [SeLt. 3.1), these
alternative estimates being labelledaSssc/rsc. For two of the

We adopted the valuex = 20% for CLs, taken from P04 as102 CLs in our comparison sample we failed to find any RASS-

a typicalLx uncertainty. In the case of FGs, we used the couBEGFSC source within 5from the P04 center and we did not

error listed by RASS-BSESC and computed the relative errorconsider them. We found that theffdirence of the two alterna-

The same relative error was assumedfpi(e x ~ 25%; median tive estimates strongly depends on whether the systemasgjrec

value). nized as an extended source or not by the RASS/BSC cat-

The X-ray luminosities computed by P04 were not obtainédogs; the extended emission is one of the selection aiteri
using the RASS-BSESC counts, but rather with the counts egiuired by S07. Among the 100 CLs, 67 and 33 systems are clas-
timated through the GCA method (Bo6hringer et[al. 2000, NGified as extended and nonextended sources, respectioetiie=
RAS clusters). Bohringer et al._(2000) have pointed out thd8 honextended sources, we confirm a large systemafierdi
RASS-BS@FSC underestimate counts, probably because of @@ce, findind-x pos/Lx ssc/rsc = 2.6 (median value). For the 67
design of the source analysis technique used for RASS (e#e thXtended sources, the two alternative estimates are oghtlgl
Fig. 11b). To check thefkect of this on ourLy estimates, we differentlLx pos/Lx Bscrsc = 1.21. The presence of a systematic
recomputed X-ray luminosities for 100 out of 102 CLs follow(although small) dference led us to also consider two alterna-
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Table 2. Properties of the CL sample.

ID a,0 (JZOOO) 4 Lx (Ol - 24) keV Rso0 Lopt(< R500) Lopt(< 0.5R200)
hzZerg/s™ hgMpc  hz2Ls h22Le
CLOO1 00415m9,-0918068 0.052 424E+ 44 124 281E+12 202E+12
CL002 01145610,+0022286 0.047 434E+ 43 074 136E+ 12 964E+ 11
CLO03 01193773,+1453352 0129 129E+ 44 091 308E+ 12 216E+ 12
CLO0O4 01371%6,-0912101 0.039 244E+ 43 065 570E+ 11 488E+ 11
CLO06 07 36246,+3925584 0117 275E+ 44 109 139E+12 114E+ 12
CLOO7 07470089, +4131530 0028 421E+ 42 044 131E+11 635E+ 10
CLO0O8 0753188,+2922268 0.062 565E+ 43 078 117E+12 723E+ 11
CLO09 0758283 +3747197 0041 160E+ 42 035 236E+11 216E+ 11
CLO10 0800588, +3602488 0288 S77E+44 118 439E+ 12 320E+ 12
CLO11 0809 4®@5,+3455343 0.080 791E+ 43 083 703E+ 11 580E+ 11
CLO12 08102%61,+4216008 0.064 278E+43 066 675E+ 11 450E+ 11
CLO13 08221M1,+4705582 0.130 303E+ 44 111 253E+12 162E+ 12
CLO14 0824092 +0326179 0.347 106E+ 44 Q77 138E+ 12 539E+ 11
CLO15 082525 +4707106 0126 283E+44 109 375E+ 12 272E+ 12
CLOl16 0828 0657,+4445482 0145 237E+ 44 104 223E+12 168E+ 12
CLO19 08501198 +3603410 0.373 109E+ 45 130 964E+ 12 738E+ 12
CL020 09 134936,+4056020 0442 101E+45 123 342E+ 12 396E+ 12
CLO21 09134670,+4742076 0.051 366E+ 43 071 531E+11 468E+ 11
CL022 09175129,+5143203 0.217 735E+ 44 129 671E+ 12 S90E+ 12
CL023 0943 020,+47 00137 0406 498E+ 44 106 890E+ 12 711E+ 12
CL024 0947 089,+54 28 314 0.046 246E+ 43 065 523E+11 407E+ 11
CLO25 0952482 +5153197 0214 S03E+ 44 119 218E+12 135E+ 12
CL0O26 0953414,+0142425 0.098 545E+ 43 076 571E+ 11 446E+ 11
CLO27 10003®@4,+4409180 0154 167E+ 44 095 790E+ 11 700E+ 11
CL028 1013443,-0006306 0.093 700E+ 43 081 134E+12 128E+ 12
CL029 1017 394,+5933277 0353 144E+ 45 140 101E+13 836E+ 12
CLO30 10223079,+5006 108 0.158 341E+ 44 112 340E+ 12 291E+12
CLO31 1023390,+04 11143 0.285 190E+ 45 155 498E+ 12 384E+ 12
CL032 10234109, +4908056 0144 423E+ 44 118 271E+12 188E+ 12
CLO33 1053448,+5452214 0.075 528E+ 43 076 112E+12 875E+ 11
CLO34 10582@3,+5647319 0.136 354E+ 44 114 322E+12 273E+ 12
CLO35 1058 2%®5,+013405 0.039 106E+ 43 054 665E+ 11 364E+ 11
CLO36 1113220,+0232326 0.075 107E+ 44 090 167E+ 12 112E+ 12
CLO37 1114230,+5823265 0.206 364E+ 44 111 129E+ 12 120E+ 12
CLO38 1115323 +542605 0.069 383E+43 071 107E+ 12 822E+ 11
CLO39 1115535,+0129442 0.349 162E+ 45 144 106E+ 13 692E+ 12
CLO40 11213619,+4803500 0112 905E+ 43 085 204E+ 12 151E+ 12
CLO41 1121443+0248515 0.046 284E+ 43 067 956E+ 11 855E+ 11
CLO42 11331728,+6622455 0116 151E+44 095 163E+ 12 115E+12
CLO43 11345@B3,+4903464 0.034 196E+43 062 717E+11 630E+ 11
CL045 1144045+0548112 0103 728E+43 081 121E+12 106E+ 12
CLO46 1144 4@B5,+6724400 0115 172E+ 44 098 184E+ 12 150E+ 12
CLO47 1159150,+4947 463 0.210 339E+ 44 109 301E+12 179E+ 12
CL048 12002#48,+0319516 0133 394E+ 44 117 360E+ 12 249E+ 12
CLO49 1204 2518,+0154 018 0.020 151E+43 059 558E+ 11 491E+ 11
CLO51 1217 4@80,+0339410 0.076 275E+ 44 111 286E+ 12 240E+ 12
CLO53 12275®8,+6323013 0145 126E+ 44 090 154E+ 12 124E+ 12
CLO54 1236598,+6311290 0.301 S87E+ 44 117 720E+ 12 571E+ 12
CLO56 1247420,-0247316 0179 280E+ 44 106 337E+ 12 277E+ 12
CLO57 12584109, -0145248 0.084 348E+ 44 117 245E+ 12 173E+ 12
CLO58 13 025@0®9,-0230223 0.083 GO4E+ 43 078 118E+12 811E+11
CLO59 1303560,+6731037 0106 198E+ 43 060 817E+11 505E+ 11
CLO60 130919, -0136454 0088 930E+ 43 086 752E+ 11 616E+ 11
CLO61 13113mM0,-0120074 0.181 123E+45 148 678E+ 12 534E+ 12
CL062 1314285,+6434440 0.220 435E+ 44 115 247E+ 12 192E+ 12
CLO63 1325499,+5919206 0151 188E+ 44 098 175E+ 12 146E+ 12
CLO64 1326183,+0013325 0.082 914E+ 43 086 758E+ 11 629E+ 11
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Table 2. Continued.

ID a,0 (JZOOO) V4 Lx (01 - 24) keV Rso0 Lopt(< R500) Lopt(< O.5R200)
erg/s th>2 Mpchz} Lohz3 Lohzd
CLO65 1327 096,+0211535 0.259 824E+ 44 117 S31E+12 432E+ 12
CLO66 13304%4,-0152221 0.086 113E+ 44 090 207E+ 12 150E+ 12
CLO67 1332330,+5419095 0101 G65E+ 43 079 871E+11 692E+ 11
CLO68 13 36063,+5912266 0.070 143E+ 44 096 179E+ 12 146E+ 12
CL069 13420%7,+0213390 0077 822E+ 43 084 169E+ 12 127E+ 12
CLO71 135300/7,+0509212 0.079 109E+ 44 090 273E+12 240E+ 12
CLO72 1359534,+6231196 0.329 GO9E+ 44 116 S97E+ 12 337E+ 12
CLO73 1401025,+0252473 0252 192E+ 45 158 819E+ 12 626E+ 12
CLO74 1411247,+5212364 0460 GO3E+ 44 108 250E+ 12 209E+ 12
CLO75 1415141, -0030036 0.136 134E+ 44 092 178E+ 12 140E+ 12
CLO76 14244818 +0240559 0.052 151E+43 058 397E+ 11 369E+ 11
CLO77 1425222 +6311226 0139 280E+ 44 108 221E+12 163E+ 12
CLO78 14285131,+0145364 0320 139E+ 44 084 261E+12 207E+ 12
CLO79 14382%27,+0338370 0224 910E+ 43 080 248E+ 12 206E+ 12
CLO80 14403817,+0328199 0.027 189E+43 062 631E+ 11 526E+ 11
CLO81 1452591 ,+5802586 0317 792E+ 44 124 459E+ 12 395E+ 12
CL084 151133%3+0145511 0037 371E+ 42 042 257E+11 197E+ 11
CLO85 15125105,-0128473 0122 124E+ 44 091 154E+ 12 120E+ 12
CLO86 1516198 ,+0005521 0118 168E+ 44 097 205E+ 12 175E+ 12
CL087 1516343, -0056557 0115 576E+ 43 076 131E+ 12 919E+ 11
CLO88 1529 125,+5250398 0.072 313E+43 068 685E+ 11 479E+ 11
CLO89 1544231 ,+5127450 0158 169E+ 44 095 169E+ 12 122E+ 12
CLO90 1601223 +5354191 0.106 122E+ 44 091 285E+ 12 240E+ 12
CL091 1611149 +3657382 0.067 295E+43 067 7T72E+ 11 612E+ 11
CL092 1617 330,+3457493 0.030 147E+ 43 058 611E+11 521E+11
CL093 1627403 +4055149 0.030 632E+ 42 048 346E+ 11 317E+ 11
CL094 1627241, +4240426 0.031 G33E+ 42 048 249E+ 11 196E+ 11
CLO95 16294188,+4049232 0031 142E+ 43 058 797E+ 11 514E+ 11
CL096 1640220,+4642198 0228 150E+ 45 151 858E+ 12 592E+ 12
CL097 1654 447,+4002514 0100 585E+ 43 Q77 934E+ 11 721E+ 11
CL098 16562®8,+3916599 0.061 266E+ 43 066 716E+ 11 523E+ 11
CL099 1659456,+3236580 0101 110E+ 44 089 151E+ 12 109E+ 12
CL100 1702432 +3403407 0.095 410E+ 44 121 314E+ 12 251E+12
CL101 17124%2 +6403475 0.080 269E+ 44 110 440E+ 12 373E+ 12
CL102 17152160,+5724302 0028 247E+ 43 066 630E+ 11 569E+ 11
CL104 1720022 +2740088 0.164 360E+ 44 113 333E+12 280E+ 12
CL106 21251238,-0657558 0115 719E+ 43 080 142E+ 12 104E+ 12
CL107 21294(4,+0005474 0234 105E+ 45 139 6.86E+ 12 449E+ 12
CL108 21554(4,+1231552 0192 335E+ 44 110 306E+ 12 250E+ 12
CL109 2157 25/5,-0747406 0.061 586E+ 43 079 184E+ 12 131E+12
CL110 22144982 +1349494 0.025 472E+ 42 045 281E+11 237E+11
CL111 2216 1518,-0920236 0.082 143E+ 44 095 169E+ 12 940E+ 11
CL112 23242105 +1439522 0.042 517E+ 43 Q77 135E+ 12 992E+ 11
CL113 2354137,-1024464 0.076 138E+ 44 095 275E+ 12 208E+ 12
CL114 2337 4(®6,+0016 365 0.278 G30E+ 44 121 S16E+ 12 428E+ 12

tive approaches when comparing FGSs and CLs (see[$ect. 5): i)
usingLx ssc/escfor CLs (only the 67 extended systems are con-
sidered), and ii) applying a correction to the FGS X-ray lkumi
nosities determined in Seff. B.1 in such a way as to morelglose
resemble those listed by P04 for CLs. The correction was ob-
tained by fittingLx pos VS. Lx gsc/esc for the sample of the 67
extended CLs. The direct regression line, recommendedeto pr
dict the value of they variable (see, e.g., Isobe et fal. 1990), is
|09(ny44,po4) = 0.136+ 0.865- |Og(LX,44,BSC/FSC)y WhereLX,44

is the X-ray luminosity in units ofi;510**erg s*. The corrected
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luminosities for FGSs, hereaftéx .o, are obtained from the density reconstruction gives as output the list of densitsiks,
values computed in Sed¢f._B.1 using the right-hand side of tteir significance, density, and richness, as well as ttagivel
above equation. membership. To minimize thefect of foregrountackground
galaxies we only worked on galaxies (hereafter likely merspe

. . . . having a color close to that of BCG, i.€r,—i)—(r —i)scg| < 0.2
4. Optical luminosity estimates (see also Harrison et al, 2012), and having magnitdgde: —19,
in order to sample the luminosity function downtd\; +3 mag,
if possible, but not considering fainter galaxies.
The galaxy catalogs were optalned frqm the.SDSS'DFW' FOr For most S07 objects, there is an excellent match between
each galaxy system, we considered objects within a cire8lar iha |ocation of the BCG and the densest density peak in the

gion with a radius of 30positioned on the center listed by SO ,qje Rooo region [hereafter IpeakBog)]. In a sample of 24

(P04 for CLs). Only objects classified as extended and not cagh7 sy stems, the median distance between the BCG and the den-
taining one or more saturated pixels were selected. Thedest sity peak location igl ~ 80 h- kpc ~ 0.05R0. In the above
70 : -

straintis required to reject stars classified as brighbgesa(e.g., ~gses the ; PG r
: ) presence and identification of a galaxy systent-is ou
Yasuda et al. 2001). We always considered only objectséabe tanding and, with the exception of FGS13, they all alreatieh

“PRIMARY” (see Yasuda et al. 2001 for more details). As g di tem i blished opticala
further check, we have also looked at objects classified as Eéctglrgzsé[.)on Ng system In one or more pubiished opticaetus

tended and saturated objects, but that are real galaxiesghav
cz> 1000 km st. The inclusion of these (few) objects—almost__ !N other cases (FGS03, FGS08, FGS10, FGS32, FGS34), the

always nonmember, foreground galaxies—would change the BC does not correspond to the IpeaR{@), but to the densest

erage observed luminosity for only 8 of the 136 analyzed sy&@K Within Reoo, IpeakReeo), often separated by a great dis-
tems. For the sake of completeness of our catalogs, we dbciﬁce' €.9.d < 0.5Rp00in FGSO3 and FGS10. This means that
to include only three galaxies: the BCGs of FGS21, CL013, aHifS® FGSs can be strongly contaminated by a very densg/galax
CL100; other diferences are negligible. system that is close en_ough. Howev_er, FGSOS, FGS08, FGS10,

In order to compare with previous works in the literature, w&d FGS34 are very rich [IpedR{og) is richer or comparable
considered SDS&band magnitudes. The SDSS photometry §f IPeak(&a00)], andor havez-data to support the existence of
point-like sources is nominally 95% complete down to a mod@f €xtended galaxy system (see Paper 1V), and appér su
magnituder = 22 (Stoughton et al, 2002) and the ggalaxy clently co.ntre}sted with respect to _the field (see. our Iocztgli.fle
classification is still reliable down to ~ 215 (Lupton et al. computation in Secf_4.3); the noticeable negative exoap
2001; see also Capozzi etfal. 2009). Accordingly, we adogt héh.us. FGS32. In other cases, no S|gn|f|cant peak can be _dtétecte
a limiting magnitude of ~ 215 for the entire SDSS catalog.  Within Reoo (FGS28), or IpeakReog) is far from the BCG, i.e.,

We used dered magnitudes (hereafte), i.e., model mag- 9 > 0-5Re00 (FGS11, FGS15, FGS18, FGS29). However, in the
nitudes already corrected for the Galactic absorptionedieer C2S€ of FGS18, the BCG is closely located to a §|gn|f|cant sec-
A:). We applied both K-dimming and evolutionary correctiorPdary peak, lipeakeoo), somewnhat contrasted with respect to
We used the K-correctiori;(2), supplied by Fukugita et al. the field around it. Summarizing, we did not consider FGS11,
(1995), for elliptical galaxies, assuming that the mainydapion FGS15, FGS28, FGS29, FGS32. All the _rejected objects have
of galaxy systems in our samples are the old elliptical gatax "° corresponding system in published optical cluster ogsal
at the system redshift (see also P04). We also used theiewvelut  The objects listed in SO7 span a wide range of morphologi-
ary correctiont,(2) = 0.86z from Roche et al. {2009), which is cal appearances; some are very dense, concentrated, Etedso
typical for elliptical galaxies. The absolute magnituddédined systems, while others are very substructured@nsurrounded
as by a rich large scale structure. Figlile 1 shows a few examples

of the 2D-DEDICA contour maps: FGS88bell 697, probably

the most massive system in the SO7 sample, is well isolated in
Mr = my — 25— 5log;o(D /1IMpc) - K: (2 + & (2, (2) the 2D space (but not confirmed to be a fossil system); FGS27,
a massive fossil cluster; FGS03, a poor nearby fossil groutp,
just acceptable enough to be part of our analysis (see above)
and FGS11, a S07 object not considered in this study. With the
4.2. Checking the 2D galaxy distribution of SO7 objects present data, we cannot be definitive about the nature okthe r

_ ) ) jected objects. We suspect that they might not correspoad to
While RASS-SDSS clusters are well-studied systems in the i*;xtended system (or that they are only poor subsystems). The
erature in both the X-ray and the optical wavelengths, this $07 identification of extended systems based only on the RASS
not true for all SO7 objects. Using NEwe have found that BSC and FSC definition of extended sources might not always
23 S07 objects have been clearly identified as galaxy systegesreliable. For instance, out of six fossil groups idertitig La
in one or more optical clust@roup catalog(s) based on photogarbera et al[(2009) in a similar way, the following XMM Xyra
graphic plates or SDSS and few of them are well-known sygata analysis shows that one does not have an extended@missi
tems. On the contrary, 11 SO7 objects have no such identifiggm another is at the border of a real extended system (La Bar-
tion, the closest galaxy system being more distant tHafker pera et al, 2012). Alternatively, the rejected objects rmainply
each FGS object, we analyzed the galaxy distribution in €3e he too poorly contrasted in the sky. In either case, we wete no
gion around the BCG through the 2D DEDICA method, whicple to perform a reliable computation of the optical lunsity
is an adaptive-kernel method (Pisani_ 1993 and 1996; see alsoI L I ' ,

n summary, considering the rejection of the five FGSs with

€.g., Girardi et al. 2011 for a recent application). Thismoetof no clear identification in the galaxy distribution and FGS19

5 The NASAIPAC Extragalactic Database (NED) is operated by th@’Vhi_Ch is not fully sampled by SDSS-DR?7), our working sam-
Jet Propulsion Laboratory, California Institute of Teclugy, under ple is formed of a sample of 28 FGSs (the ALL-FGS sample),
contract with the National Aeronautics and Space Admiatiin. 12 of which are confirmed fossil systems (the CONF-FGS sam-

4.1. Galaxy catalogs

whereD is the luminosity distance ih;} Mpc.

Article number, page 7 ¢f12



A&A proofs:manuscript no. mgirardi

| | L1 1 | L1 1 |

Pt
= a~p =
| [ |

II|III|II _II|III|II
4 2 0 -2 -4 4 2 0O -2 -4

Fig. 1. Projected spatial distribution and 2D-DEDICA isodensipntours of SDSS galaxies witfr — i) — (r —i)gcc| < 0.2 andM; < -19ina
few FGSs spanning a wide range of appearances (see textpldthare centered on the SO7 BCGs (marked with black crpsHas inner circle
encloses the region withiRyoo. The outer two circles enclose the regions withiRyeg and Ryo0. The sectors used for the computation of the local
field are displayed. Units on the axes aréjj Mpc.

ple), while the complementary sample of 16 objects is called Observed clustggroup luminositieslns, Were obtained by

NOCONF-FGS. summing the individual absolute luminosities of all gaés<and
assuming the absolute magnitude in thkand for the Sun as
Mo, = 4.68 (as listed by SDSS).

The observed luminosity needs to be corrected for fore-
We computed.qp; Within Rsgg (and 05R2q0) following standard groundbackground contamination, which is the largest source of
procedures for photometric samples (e.g., Girardi et ab020 uncertainty in these kinds of estimates (see, e.g., P04).afw
P04). In particular, PO4 suggests that the count-baggdesti- proaches can be used for the statistical subtraction ofdtexy
mation has to be preferred to the fit-based one in the studybafckground: the local and the global backgrounds. Thedimit
the correlation between optical and X-ray properties (be@ t tion of the global background is that local fluctuations o th
Sect. 5.3); our procedure is of the count-based type. luminosity field are not taken into account. The alternaitvbie

4.3. Computing Lopt
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tive member galaxies, i.e., we applied the same conversion i
absolute magnitudes of Eq. 2. Corrected coutds, are then
obtained in a similar way. As for the FGS sample, the typical
correction is~ 35% (median value) with the worst case having a
75% correction (FGS12).

In the case of the CL sample, we applied the above pro-
cedure adopting the global background; P04 has shown that
the luminosity diference using a local or global background is
smaller than the statistical error. The typical correctior25%)
is smaller than in the case of FGSs, in agreement with the fact
that FGSs are expected to be somewhat less contrasted on the
sky than the CLs.

In order to obtain the total optical clustgroup luminosity
Lopt, We need to add the contribution of the galaxies below the
magnitude completeness limit. To compute this contribyutie
adopted the usual Schechtier (1976) form for the clustemraosai
ity function (LF) obtaining

AV]

o

log N,,,/0.5mag/deg?

|
M)

I

|

Lijim /L

PR SRR N SR T N NN ST S AR S SRR Lopt — Lcorr + (D* L*f Xl+(te—XdX, (3)
Lmin/L*

r whereLi, is the luminosity corresponding to the limiting mag-
nitude;Lmin corresponds to a cufiofor the minimum galaxy lu-
Fig. 2. Average field counts (squares) compared to those by P04 (blfdnOSsity (here we adoftryi, = 107*L*); andL", @, and®" are

triangles). The error bars represent 1sigma Poisson efiioessolid line  the parameters of the LF. .
is the fit for the Euclidean geometry. We adopted the LF parameters determined by Popesso et al.

(2005), i.e., the_* value corresponding to the absolute magni-

tudeM; = —-22.12+ 5logh;o anda = —1.30 as listed in the first
local background method, which is limited by the Poisson uRart of their Table 2 (second line). Following previous stsd
certainty of the counts. As for FGSs, we decided to compute @dmsden et al. 1997; Girardi et al. 2000), the parameter is
individual local field. For each FGS we extracted from SDSsdletermined from the (corrected) galaxy number counts ingema
DR7 the catalog of galaxies in the annulus betweBgp@and nitude interval aroun1* to obtain a more robust value. We used
3Ru00 in such a way that the galaxy background has been edfbor(—19, —23) computed for-23 < M, < -19 to obtain
mated outside the system, but still locally. However, os&si

obtaining a local field contaminated by close companionxyala L(-23)/L*
systems. To overcome this problem, the annulus was divided i®* = N¢orr(—19, —23)/ x*e7*dx, (4)
12 sectors, each sector having an area similar to that Wigais) L(-19)/L

the sectors containing 2D-DEDICA contour levels indicgtan whereL(-19) andL(-23) are the luminosities corresponding to
relative density> 30% with respect to the FGS peak were nofpsoiute magnitudes M, = —19 andM, = —23, respectively. If
considered (as above, the DEDICA analysis was applied to fhe apsolute limiting magnitude is brighter thih = —19, we
likely members, see SeEf. 4.2). We also did not take intowaticoae | .. for the lower integration limit in Eq. 4. Owing to the
those sectors not fully sampled by SDSS data. The survidingeyiranolation to faint magnitudes, the luminosity incesaby
sectors were used to compute the local counts for each FGS. _ 1004 and 5% (median values for FGSs and CLs). The obtained

The local counts in the magnitude bins for each FGS weltgminosity Loy is considered our reference optical luminosity.
then averaged all together. These average counts, edfimste
ing a global area of 5 ded, agree rather well with those of L )

P04 (see Fig12). The line in Figl 2 shows a fit to the galax§4 Uncertainties in Lop estimates

counts-magnitude relation expected in a homogeneousrseiverhe foregrountbackground correction is the largest correction
assuming Euclidean geometry for a 3D space M{gk)] = applied to the observed luminosity and is the largest soofce
log(A) + 0.6(m; — 16) (see Yasuda et &dl. 2001). We obtainegindom error in luminosity estimates. The comparison betwe
A = 441 (0.5 mag)' deg? using four points in the range Loptloc-back@NdLoptglob-back for FGSs suggests a 20% estimate of
16 < m < 18 (atmy ~ 1575 the number of galaxies is al-the Juminosity uncertainties. We also estimated uncetiésitior
ready quite smallN = 16). We define our global backgroundeach individual FGS using the field sectors adopted to coenput
as the combination of our average counts and the Euclideani |ocal background. For each FGS, we compweaptical lu-
for m: > 1575 andm < 1575, respectively. A posteriori, we minosities using the backgrounds as derived for the availgb
verified that, on average, thefiirent corrections do not signif- sectors: the rms of their distribution (or half of the distriion
icantly afect the clustegroup luminosity estimation: we foundrange in the case @ < 4) was taken as an estimate of the lumi-
that Loptioc-pack/ Loptglob-back = 1.01+ 0.03 with rms= 0.18. nosity uncertainty for each individual FGS (on averag20%).

For each system, we computed the corrected luminosiBonservatively, for each FGS, the largest between thigiithaal
Lcor, by subtracting the background luminosity,ck obtained estimate and the above global 20% estimate is assumed te be th
from the background counts rescaled to the area of the systemtistical uncertainty due to the background (hereaftgfoack).
Lcorr = Lobs — Lback. Before the field subtraction, the field galaxAs for CLs, we assumedlopthack = 20% , in agreement with that
ies of each system were treated in the same way as the resp@ectly estimated by P04.
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The above uncertainty has been obtained for a fixed apertdr@!e 3. Fit parameters obtained using Eq. 5.
In addition, for both FGSs and CLs, we had to take into account
how the uncertainty in the estimateRfoo propagates to thieg
computation. First, th&®sg estimate is subjected to the uncer-

tainty in theLx estimate: according to Eq. 1, the formal erroris _Sample N a b
small enough, i.egs00 = 1/0.228¢ x ~ 5% and 8% for CLs CONF- FGS 12 -03+01 18+03
and FGSs. Second, one should consider the intrinsic s¢agter NOCONF-FGS 16 -02+01 21+04
not due to measurement errors) in the relations used toaleriv. ALL — FGS 28 -024+008 20+02
the value oRsp0 (EqQ. 1 and those referred in the original papers) ClLs 102 -0.32+0.04 178+0.08

or, more generally, the intrinsic scatter betw&gg, values esti-
mated from diferent observables. This issue is connected to the
cluster mass calibration and its complete discussion isaul

side the scope of this paper. In this study we have considered
the result of Zhang et al. (2011), i.e., the presence ©f20%
intrinsic scatter in the relation betweBgyg, as determined from L
X-ray observables, and velocity dispersion (see their &)l
Adding both sources of uncertainty, a 25% error in Rgp
estimate was considered. The propagated uncertainty,gn
€Loptradius Was cOm pUted as ha'-foptr500+25%_ Loptr500—25%|/|—opty
where Loptrsoor259% and Loptrsoo-25% are the luminosities in re-
gions where the radius is 25% larger and smaller fRap. We
obtainede optradius ~ 20% (median value). Summarizing, the es- 0
timate of the total uncertainty o Was then conservatively '
computed a8 opt = ELoptradius+ ELoptback ~ 40% (median value).

/(10%erg s71)]

o
| - -4 4
5. Comparison between fossil and normal galaxy ; -1 H
systems % i 17
5 - 4
Here we present the comparison between CONF-FGSs ar@d - 11
NOCONF-FGSs in thelqy—Lx plane. We also compared ~ B 31
CONF-FGSs (and ALL-FGSs) with CLs. The first comparison —< R A :'.".'.' ity T

has the advantage of being only based on the S07 catalog and
thus it handles a single selection function, but it has theals -1 —0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5
drawback of being based on two small samples. For the second 1og[L 4o (<Rs00)/ (10%2L) ]
comparison, we also explored the possibility of udingsc/rsc

for CLs or, alternatlvelylj_x,corr for FGSs n such a way as toFig. 3. X-ray luminosity vsr-band optical luminosity for CONF-FGSs
improve the homogeneity of the comparison (hereafter homge circles), NOCONF-FGSs (blue crosses), and CLs (rés) dBr-
and corr-cases). We note that X-ray and optical luminositi¢ € ror bars for the CL sample are omitted. Reference values fgrand
mates have always been consistently determined, i.e.athes L, are shown. The blue solid and dotted lines indicate the fitshie
used to computéy is always based on the corresponding XSONF-FGS and ALL-FGS samples, and the red solid line is tifeffit
ray luminosity estimate. In practice, we considered thiefdghg the CL sample. The magenta long-dashed and cyan dasheadinte
comparisons: 12 CONF-FGSs — 16 NOCONF-FGSs; 12 CONfits when using alternative X-ray luminosity estimategssc/rsc val-
FGSs — 102 CLs; 12 CONF-FGSs — 67 CLs (homo-case); ‘1%8 for t?eICtL ﬁamp'ti agg)((),/corr lvalue?dfor the Icl_:ONF-FGliﬁsamtple.
. e Inse ot shows the 0 C.l. confidence ellipses Ccool (0]
O 102 s o ceee 2 AL PSS 10 Gl A on o A PGS ol e
CLs (corr-case). We considered optical luminosities withdth ed blue curves), an -S (solid red curve). Results for e Ty
luminosities are showr:x gs/rscfor CLs (magenta long dashed curve)
Rsoo and Q5Rz00. _ andLy cor for CONF-FGSs (cyan dashed line).
As a first approach we used the 2D Kolmogorov-Smirnov
test (hereafter 2DKS-test, Fasano et al. 1987, Press[€3%i),1
which has the advantage of being a nonparametric test. No i Discussion and conclusions
nificant diference was detected. The comparison for our refer-
ence values is shown in Fid.] 3. We also performed the lindarom the comparison between FGSs and CLs presented above
fitin the Lopr—Lx logarithmic plane. We used a maximum likeliwe conclude that fossil systems are not significantly distish-
hood estimate of the regression lines (see, e.g., Kendall&rs able from normal galaxy systems in thg,—Lx plane. In partic-
1979; Press et al. 1992) to fit ular, we find no evidence in favor of fossil systems being ¥X-ra
overluminous (by a factor 0£10, Khosroshahi et al. 2007, see
_ ) their Fig. 2) or optically underluminous (by a factor-a8, Proc-
109(Lx.44) = @+ b- log[Lopr2(< Reoo)l: ©®) tor et a?. 2())11, See th)éir Sect. 5.3 and(th)(/—:‘ir Fig. 4) than mbrm
where Ly 44 is the X-ray luminosity in units oh;510™ergs®  systems. Diferences such as those suggested in previous studies
andLopt12 is the optical luminosity in units d’qglolzL@. Tabld3 are inconsistent with the plot shown in Fig. 3 (see also[B)g. 4
shows the main results. Figutd 3 also shows the fitted rekati@lthough there is still space to accommodate modé&&rdinces.
for the two alternative estimates bf. For each comparison of We plan some futurefforts to reduce the scatter of the S07 FGSs
the above list, the 90% c.|. ellipses overlap (see also 8t plot around theLx—Lqp relation, e.g., using FOGO redshift data, to
in Fig. [3). The same result was obtained fgp(< 0.5Rx00). further improve the optical luminosity estimates. To im@the
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the large BCG is the product of merg&@nnibalism of other
T group galaxies, with the conservation of the galaxy optigat.
In a general context, Lin & Mohi (2004) argue that BCGs grow
in luminosity mainly by merging with other luminous galagie
as the host clusters grow hierarchically. The evidencewbat
_ luminous galaxies grow in luminosity and decrease in number
. as the parent cluster evolves is the result of a study based on
. merging vs. relaxed clusters (Barrena ef al. 2012). We m®po
. that this process was particularlffieient in fossil systems with
. the BCG growing at the expense of the other brightest gadanie
T the system. Our Paper IV—using a subsample of SO7 FGSs for
7 which we have computed,—shows that the main flerence
between fossil and normal systems of comparable mass is the
fraction of optical luminosity contributed by the BCG. Oreth
other hand, it seems that the mergit@alescing process does
not cause any peculiarity in the global state of the hot alaster
medium or, alternatively, that possible peculiarities areery
N short-lived phenomenon.

log[Ly(bol)]/(10%erg s-!)]
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