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ABSTRACT

We use the most recent data release (DR9) of the DESI legacy imaging survey and SDSS galaxy
groups to measure the conditional luminosity function (CLF) for groups with halo mass M;, > 102 M,
and redshift 0.01 < z < 0.08, down to a limiting r-band magnitude of M, = —10 ~ —12. For a given
halo mass we measure the CLF for the total satellite population, as well as separately for the red and
blue populations classified using the (¢ — z) color. We find a clear faint-end upturn in the CLF of red
satellites, with a slope a = —1.8 which is almost independent of halo mass. This faint-end upturn
is not seen for blue satellites and for the total population. Our stellar population synthesis modeling
shows that the (¢ — z) color provides a clean red/blue division, and that group galaxies in the red
population defined by (g — z) are all dominated by old stellar populations. The fraction of old galaxies
as a function of galaxy luminosity shows a minimum at a luminosity M, ~ —18, corresponding to a
stellar mass M, ~ 10%°My. This mass scale is independent of halo mass and is comparable to the
characteristic luminosity at which galaxies show a dichotomy in surface brightness and size, suggesting
that the dichotomy in the old fraction and in galaxy structure may have a common origin. The rising
of the old fraction at the faint end for Milky Way (MW)-sized halos found here is in good agreement
with the quenched fraction measured both for the MW /M31 system and from the ELVES survey. We
discuss the implications of our results for the formation and evolution of low-mass galaxies, and for
the stellar mass functions of low-mass galaxies to be observed at high redshift.

Keywords: Galaxy clusters(584) — Galaxy groups(597) — Galaxy abundances(574) — Galaxy forma-

tion(595)

1. INTRODUCTION

In the current paradigm of structure and galaxy for-
mation, galaxies form in dark matter halos through a
two-stage process, in which dark halos form in the first
place by gravitational instability of initial density per-
turbations, followed by the formation of galaxies at the
centers of dark halos through gas cooling and condensa-
tion (White & Rees 1978; Mo et al. 2010, and references
therein). Halos grow in dark matter mass by both mass
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accretion and halo-halo mergers. A galaxy at the center
of its host halo, called the central galaxy, grows its stellar
mass by forming stars from the cooled gas and by accret-
ing stars that have formed elsewhere. At a later time,
a halo may fall into a bigger halo and become a sub-
halo, and the central galaxy hosted by it then becomes
a satellite galaxy in the new host. As a satellite, it is af-
fected by environmental effects in the host halo, such as
tidal stripping and ram-pressure stripping, which may
effectively reduce the hot and even cold gas contents of
the galaxy, shutting down its star formation and mak-
ing it quenched and red. On the other hand, physical
processes internal to the galaxy, such as energy feedback
from supernovae and active galactic nuclei may be able
to heat and/or eject the cold gas, which may also quench
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the star formation and make the galaxy red. Thus, the
formation and evolution of galaxies are expected to be
driven by a variety of factors, including the assembly his-
tory and properties of (sub)halos of galaxies and internal
processes and properties of galaxies. In order to obtain
a full understanding of galaxy formation and evolution,
therefore, it is crucial to establish a statistical link of the
properties of galaxies to their dark matter (sub)halos.
To this end, large amounts of effort have been de-
voted to measuring the luminosity function (LF) and
stellar mass function (SMF) of galaxies in clusters and
groups of galaxies, so as to quantify the galaxy popula-
tion in halos of different mass and in systems of different
richness. Early studies were usually limited to nearby
rich clusters, and the LFs of cluster galaxies were found
to be roughly consistent with a Schechter form in the
bright end, but with some sign of a steepening in the
faint-end (e.g. Binggeli et al. 1988; Driver et al. 1994;
Bernstein et al. 1995; de Propris et al. 1995; Yagi et al.
2002; Parolin et al. 2003; Popesso et al. 2005, 2006; Bark-
house et al. 2007, 2009). This faint-end upturn was also
found in galaxy groups in the local Universe (e.g. Zandi-
varez et al. 2006; Yang et al. 2009; Robotham et al. 2010;
Zandivarez & Martinez 2011), mainly from the spectro-
scopic galaxy sample of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey
(SDSS; York et al. 2000). However, these findings of
a significant faint-end upturn were questioned by other
investigations using data from, e.g., the SDSS (Hansen
et al. 2009; de Filippis et al. 2011) and the HST (Har-
sono & De Propris 2009). Results obtained for individ-
ual systems in the nearby Universe also show significant
variance (see Boselli & Gavazzi 2014, for a review), with
a significant faint-end upturn present for some clusters,
such as A1689 (Banados et al. 2010), Coma (Mobasher
et al. 2003; Yamanoi et al. 2012) and Abell 119 (Lee
et al. 2016)), but absent for some others, such as Virgo
(Rines & Geller 2008; Lieder et al. 2012; Ferrarese et al.
2016), Hydra (Yamanoi et al. 2007; Misgeld et al. 2008,
2009) and Abell 85 (Agulli et al. 2014). More recently,
Hashimoto et al. (2022) measured the LFs of dwarf
galaxies in 33 galaxy clusters at z ~ 0.15 — 0.3 using
data obtained from the Subaru Superime-Cam imaging
survey, and found that the faint-end slope is rather flat,
with o = —1.2 ~ —1.4. In contrast, analyses using cen-
tral galaxies and groups selected from the SDSS spectro-
scopic data in combination with satellite galaxies sam-
pled by photometric data from SDSS (Lan et al. 2016),
from DESI (Tinker et al. 2021) and from a combination
of SDSS, DESI and HSC (Wang et al. 2021) revealed
that the faint end of the conditional luminosity function
(CLF) of galaxies shows a significant upturn for halos of

all mass, and the upturn is particularly strong for red
satellites, with o &~ —1.8 (Lan et al. 2016).

These measurements provide important information
about the galaxy-halo connection and on the physical
processes behind it (e.g. see Wechsler & Tinker 2018
for a review). In particular, the faint-end slope of the
LFs in groups/clusters provides a unique way to under-
stand the formation and evolution of low-mass galaxies.
For instance, in the empirical model developed by Lu
et al. (2014) and Lu et al. (2015), a high efficiency of
star formation at z > 2 is required for their model to
reproduce the faint-end upturn in the cluster galaxy LF
obtained by Popesso et al. (2006). In Lan et al. (2016),
the subhalo abundance matching method was used to
relate the faint-end slope («) of the CLFs of the SDSS
galaxy groups to the power-law slope () of the galaxy
luminosity-subhalo mass relation (L oc m?), They ob-
tained L o< m for low-mass red satellites in comparison
to L o« m3/? for their blue counterparts. The relation
L « m indicates that low-mass red satellites formed
their stars with an efficiency independent of halo mass,
a result that has important implications for star for-
mation and feedback in these systems. The observed re-
sults are consistent with the empirical model of Lu et al.
(2014) and Lu et al. (2015) and the pre-heating model
of Mo & Mao (2002) and Mo & Mao (2004), both pre-
dicting enhanced star formation efficiency in low-mass
halos at high redshift. Clearly, reliable observational re-
sults are required to test these predictions. In addition,
the satellite population in clusters of galaxies may also
be related to the origin of the chemical enrichment of
the intracluster medium (ICM). Trentham (1994) sug-
gested that the precursors of dwarf galaxies, in which
supernova-driven winds may expel gas effectively, can
account for the enrichment of the ICM if the faint-end
slope is steep, a ~ —1.9. However, Gibson & Matteucci
(1997) showed that the precursors of the dwarf galaxies
cannot account for the chemical content of the ICM even
if the faint-end slope is steep. Thus, the importance of
the satellite population for the enrichment of the ICM
is still uncertain.

In this paper, we attempt to obtain reliable mea-
surements of the CLF down to unprecedented limits
for galaxy groups in the local Universe. The CLF was
originally proposed by Yang et al. (2003) and has been
studied extensively using both spectroscopic and photo-
metric samples (e.g. van den Bosch et al. 2003; Hansen
et al. 2005; Cooray 2006; van den Bosch et al. 2007;
Hansen et al. 2009; Yang et al. 2009; Guo et al. 2011a;
Wang & White 2012; Sales et al. 2013; Lan et al. 2016;
Guo et al. 2018; Vazquez-Mata et al. 2020; Tinker et al.
2021; Wang et al. 2021). We use central galaxies iden-
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tified by applying the halo-based group finder of Yang
et al. (2005) to the galaxy sample of SDSS data release
7 (Yang et al. 2007). CLFs have also been measured
for SDSS groups by Lan et al. (2016, hereafter L16) us-
ing the SDSS photometric sample to trace the satellite
population, and by Tinker et al. (2021) using an earlier
data release of the DESI imaging survey. Here, we use
the most recent imaging data from the DESI legacy sur-
vey (DESI-DR9; Dey et al. 2019), which is deeper and
provides better photometry than data used in previous
studies. In addition, we will use the (g — z) color instead
of the commonly-used (u — r) color to separate galax-
ies into red and blue populations. As we will show, the
(u — ) is sensitive to young stellar populations, and it
may mis-classify “old” galaxies dominated by old stellar
populations as blue galaxies due to the contamination
of a small fraction of young populations, particularly for
low-mass galaxies of low metallicity. The (¢—z) provides
a cleaner color division, which allows us to measure the
CLFs of faint galaxies more reliably for both the old and
young satellite populations. Our analysis leads to the
finding of a characteristic mass scale at M, ~ 109°M
in the relation between the old fraction and the stellar
mass, and that the mass scale is quite independent of
halo mass. This indicates a dichotomy of the satellite
population in quenching processes.

The paper is organized as followed. In section 2 we
describe the imaging data and the group catalogue used
in our analyses. section 3 presents our measurements
of the conditional luminosity functions. In section 4
we study the old satellite population versus their young
counterpart, and use stellar population synthesis models
to explore the origin of the color bimodality observed for
galaxies in groups. We discuss our results in section 5
and summarize them in section 6. Throughout the pa-
per, we assume a ACDM cosmology with Q,, = 0.275
and Hy = 70.2kms~'Mpc~! following the WMAP7 re-
sults (Komatsu et al. 2011). We define the mass and
radius of a dark matter halo so that the mean mass
density within the radius is 200 times the mean density
of the universe. For convenience, we use My and 71y,
instead of Magom and r99om, to denote these quantities.

2. DATA
2.1. SDSS galazxies and groups

We use galaxy groups identified by Yang et al. (2007)
from the NYU value-added galaxy catalogue Blanton
et al. (NYU-VAGC; 2005b), a catalog of low-z galaxies
based on SDSS data release 7 (DR7; Abazajian et al.
2009). These groups were selected using the halo-based
group finder of Yang et al. (2005), which uses an iter-
ative method adapted to the properties of dark matter

halos. Unlike the Friend-of-Friend (FoF) method, the
halo-based finder is capable of identifying poor groups,
even those with only one member. We use the group
catalogue constructed from galaxy Sample I1, which cov-
ers an area of 7748 deg? and contains galaxies from the
SDSS main sample with redshift 0.01 < z < 0.2 and
with redshift completeness C > 0.7. Sample II also in-
cludes 7091 galaxies with redshift from other surveys,
such as the 2dFGRS (Colless et al. 2001), but it does
not include galaxies missing redshift measurements due
to fiber collision. Yang et al. (2007) used two methods
to assign halo mass to galaxy groups, based on the ranks
of either the total stellar mass or the total r-band lumi-
nosity of all group members with M, — 5logh < 19.5.
Here we use halo masses, M), estimated from the to-
tal stellar mass. The halo sample with M;, > 102M
are complete at z < 0.08. We thus use the group/halo
sample with 0.01 < z < 0.08 and M, < 1012M@ for our
analyses, unless otherwise stated.

In our analyses, we also use both spectroscopic and
photometric galaxies from the SDSS. Spectroscopic
galaxies are used to estimate K-corrections for photo-
metric galaxies and to check results obtained from pho-
tometric samples. The spectroscopic galaxies used are
also from NYU-VAGC, and K-corrections of galaxies
are obtained using kcorrect v4_1_4 (Blanton & Roweis
2007). As we will describe below, the DESI imaging
data, which we will also use for our analyses, provides
only photometry in the g, » and z bands. We will sup-
plement the data with the u-band photometry from the
SDSS when needed. The SDSS photometric galaxies are
selected from the SDSS data release 16 (DR16; Ahu-
mada et al. 2020). We use galaxies with r-band model
magnitudes r < 21 to guarantee completeness of the
data. We note that SDSS photometry is used only for
the u-band; magnitudes in all other bands are from the
DESI image data.

We use two methods to do the K-correction for photo-
metric galaxies, both based on the K-correction values
of the SDSS main sample provided in the NYU-VAGC.
In the first method, we create a grid in observed (g — )
color versus (r — z) color space to obtain the median K-
correction in each band as a function of redshift for each
of the color-color bins. The value of the K-correction for
each photometric galaxy in a color-color bin is then es-
timated using the redshift of the galaxy group to which
the galaxy is assigned. The second method is to use
the nearest galaxies in the SDSS spectroscopic sample.
For each photometric galaxy, we find its nearest neigh-
bor, in the spectroscopic sample, which is closest to it in
the observed (g — r)-(r — z)-redshift space, and use the
K-correction value of the nearest spectroscopic neigh-
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bor as its K-correction. Here the ‘distance’ (which de-
cides the nearest neighbor of a galaxy) is defined as the
square root of A% (g — 1)+ A2 (r — z) + A%z. The red-
shift used for the photometric galaxies are the redshift
of the galaxy group. We find that the two methods give
very similar results, and our following presentation is
based on the second method.

2.2. The DESI imaging data

The DESI legacy imaging survey (DESI-DR9, Dey
et al. 2019) consists of three parts: the Beijing-Arizona
Sky Survey (BASS), Mayall z-band Legacy Survey
(MzLS), and DECam Legacy Survey (DECaLS). The
depths at 50 are about g = 24.7, r = 23.9, and
z = 23.0, respectively, and the total sky coverage is
about 14,000deg?. We use galaxies that have r < 23
and meet the following selection criteria:

1. TYPE = “REX”,“EXP”, “DEV” or “SER”;
2. FRACFLUX R < 2;
3. FRACMASKED R < 0.6.

Here TYPE represents the morphological type of the
sources, and the four types listed above are considered
as galaxies. FRACFLUX_R represents the profile-weighted
fraction of the r-band flux of a source that comes from
other sources. We have tested using other criteria, such
as FRACFLUX R < 2.5 or 3, and found no significant im-
pact on our results. FRACMASKED_R represents the frac-
tion of masked pixels of an object in the r-band, and
here we follow the criterion used in Tinker et al. (2021).
We find that some sources listed in the catalogue are
substructures of bigger galaxies. We use the following
method to remove them. For each galaxy in DESI-DR9,
we use its half light radius, SHAPE R, and its orientation
and axis ratio specified by SHAPE_E1 and SHAPE_E2 to de-
termine an ellipse with a linear size twice as large as that
given by the half-light radius. We exclude all galaxies
that reside in the ellipse of another galaxy. The factor
of two in the linear size of the ellipse is chosen somewhat
arbitrarily, but our tests using other factors show that
our results are not sensitive to the choice. DESI-DR9
also provides random samples of the survey and we use
them to model the survey mask.

For some of our analyses, we also need the u-band
photometry, which is not provided by DESI-DR9. As a
remedy, we use the u-band photometry from SDSS to
supplement the data. Galaxies are cross-matched using
centroid positions, (RA, Dec), provided by the two cat-
alogs. Because the SDSS survey is shallower than DESI-
DRY, we only match galaxies with » < 21 to guarantee
the completeness of the SDSS data. Thus, only galaxies

with r < 21 are used in the analyses that involve the
u-band data.

Since no redshift is available for photometric galax-
ies, K-corrections cannot be applied directly for them.
As mentioned above, we use the K-corrections obtained
from the spectroscopic sample and matching in color-
color space to estimate the K-corrections of photomet-
ric galaxies. There are some systematic offsets between
the SDSS and DESI magnitudes. To account for these
offsets, we first match SDSS spectroscopic galaxies to
the DESI image data to get their DESI-DR9 g, r and
z magnitudes, and assume that galaxies at the same
position in (g — r)-(r — z)-redshift space have a simi-
lar K-correction. For each photometric galaxy, which is
determined to be associated to a given group (see be-
low), we then identify its nearest spectroscopic galaxy
in (g — r)-(r — z)-redshift space, where the redshift of
the photometric galaxy is that of the group. Finally, we
use the K-correction of the spectroscopic galaxy as the
K-correction for the photometric galaxy in question.

3. GALAXIES IN HALOS OF GALAXY GROUPS
3.1. Method to identify member galazies

Because there is no spectroscopic redshift for photo-
metric galaxies, it is difficult to identify member galaxies
in a galaxy group in a deterministic way. Here we use
the same method as used in L16 to identify member
galaxies statistically. Our goal is to obtain the distribu-
tion of member galaxies in the space spanned by galaxy
properties, represented collectively by d, in groups of
given halo mass, i.e. the conditional distribution func-
tion, ® (q | My). To this end, we cross-correlate galaxy
groups with photometric galaxies. Since galaxy groups
are identified from the spectroscopic data, their red-
shifts are known. For the i-th group with redshift z;,
we identify all photometric galaxies within the angular
radius of the group (obtained from its physical radius
and redshift), and assign the redshift z; to all of them.
The redshift is then used to calculate physical quantities
of the photometric galaxy, such as absolute magnitudes
and rest-frame colors. Finally, we obtain the conditional
function, ®grpi (4 | My), of the property g of interest for
group 7 from the corresponding observational quantity
and z;. Since we count all galaxies within the projected
halo radius 7y, the distribution function obtained above
contains galaxies that are not true members, but fore-
ground /background galaxies that are selected because
of projection. For brevity, we will refer to these fore-
ground /background galaxies collectively as background
galaxies. To subtract the contribution of the background
galaxies, we use an annulus with inner and outer radii of
2.57y, and 3ry, around the group in question, and identify
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all photometric galaxies, all assumed to be at z;, within
the annulus. Here again, we use the group redshift, z;
to estimate q from observational quantities. The corre-
sponding galaxy distribution, ®pig;i (q | My), can then
be estimated. Averaging over all groups with similar
halo mass, we get the conditional distribution function,
with the background subtracted:

o (C_i I Mh) = <(I)grp,i ((_i | Mh) - fA,i X (I)bkg,i (q | Mh)>ia

(1)
where fa; is the area ratio between the group and the
annulus.

L16 used two methods to estimate the background
contribution. The first is a local estimator, which uses
galaxies in annulus around individual groups, as de-
scribed above. The second one is a global estimator,
which uses the average of the galaxy counts in eight ran-
domly selected circles, each with a radius corresponding
to the halo radius 7y, to estimate the background for
the galaxy group in question. We have made tests using
the two methods and found that the local estimator per-
forms better. The global estimator ignores background
fluctuations from place to place, leading to an underesti-
mate of the conditional distribution functions. Because
of this, we adopt the local estimator for our analyses.

In our analysis, we use 200 bootstrap re-samplings of
groups to estimate measurement errors. Previous in-
vestigations have shown that clustering of background
galaxies may affect error estimates (Huang et al. 1997;
Driver et al. 2003; Pracy et al. 2004). Driver et al. (2003)
proposed a formula to model the effects of clustering of
background galaxies. In our analysis, an annulus out-
side the group region is used as the reference region for
background subtraction. Thus, for each cluster/group
of an angular size, the number count within its aperture
consists of two parts: that of its member galaxies, N¢,
and that of background galaxies N, with the latter es-
timated from the count of galaxies in the annulus, Ny.
To estimate the impact of clustering on our background
subtraction, we first randomly select positions across the
DESI sky coverage. We then obtain the number counts
of galaxies, Np, within an aperture of radius 6 around
these positions, and the corresponding counts, N4, in
the annulus between 2.50 and 36. We estimate the aver-
age and variance of (N — faN4) as functions of both
0 and the apparent magnitude m,. We find that the
averages are all around 0, suggesting that our method
to subtract the background is unbiased. As a test, we
include the variance of (Ng — f4N4) as an error in the
background subtraction of each group according to its
angular size and redshift (to link M, and m,.) in the er-
ror estimate of the CLF. The test result shows that the
errors obtained by including this variance are compa-

rable to the bootstrap errors, indicating that our error
estimate is able to deal with effects of galaxy clustering
in the background.

3.2. Conditional luminosity functions

We estimate the conditional luminosity functions
(CLF) with the method described in subsection 3.1 us-
ing the DESI-DR9 imaging data and the SDSS galaxy
group catalog described in section 2. In this case, the
galaxy property vector q is the K-corrected r-band abso-
lute magnitude: § = {M,}. To minimize observational
selection effects, we use a group sample defined as fol-
lows. First, any group that has more than 5% of its sky
projection outside the DESI-DR9 sky coverage is dis-
carded. This step is achieved by using the random sam-
ple provided by the DESI-DR9. Second, we mask out a
region around the SDSS Great Wall. The reason for this
is that the distribution of galaxy groups in this region is
crowded and some of the groups overlap with each other
in the sky, making the background subtraction impre-
cise. Third, we discard any group with M; < 103M
that has its center contained in the projection of a more
massive group with My > 10'3M,. We use 200 boot-
strap re-samplings to estimate measurement errors of
the conditional luminosity functions. The results of the
CLF for galaxies in groups/halos of different masses are
shown in Figure 1. Black data points represent results
for satellite galaxies while grey data points for central
galaxies.

We use analytical models to fit the measured CLF,
but for central and satellite galaxies separately. The
total CLF at given halo mass can then be given by the
sum of the CLF models of centrals and satellites. For
central galaxies, we use a Gaussian function,

2ro 202

where M is the absolute magnitude, and x4 and o the
mean and dispersion of the distribution. We use a Monte
Carlo Markov Chain (MCMC) method for the fitting,
with each data point weighted by the uncertainty ob-
tained from bootstrap re-sampling. The fitting results
are shown as the solid green lines in Figure 1, and the
corresponding fitting parameters are listed in Table 1
for reference. The relation between u and My obtained
here is in general agreement with that obtained before
(e.g. Yang et al. 2009; Lan et al. 2016).

To fit the CLF for satellite galaxies, we use different
functional forms for the bright end (M, < —18) and the
faint end (M, > —18). For the bright end, we use a
Schechter function,

Oy, (M) = Ny, x 10704 M) e+ oy [710*0-4(M*MS)] ,
(3)

B, (M) = —— exp [(M“’} )
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Figure 1. The grey and black dots represent our measurements of the luminosity functions for central galaxies and satellite
galaxies in galaxy groups at 0.01 < z < 0.08 with the DESI imaging data. The grey shaded regions represent the results of total
luminosity functions in galaxy groups in the redshift range 0.01 < z < 0.05 obtained by Lan et al. (2016) using SDSS imaging
data. The orange shaded regions represent the results of the luminosity function of satellite galaxies obtained from Tinker et al.
(2021) using the DESI-DR6,7 imaging data. The green solid and dash lines are the fitting results for our central and satellite
luminosity functions respectively.
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Figure 2. The figures show the model parameters for fitting the conditional luminosity functions of the whole sample as the
function of halo mass. The errorbars represent the 1-o scatters of the parameters. The black and grey dots show the results for
the bright end and faint end. We choose the proper function forms to describe the dependence of the parameters on the halo
mass. The functions are written in the figures shown as the purple and orange lines for the bright and faint end respectively.
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where M is a characteristic magnitude, ay, the faint
end slope and N}, an overall amplitude. For the faint
end, we use a power law function,

D¢(M) = Np x 10704 =M artD) 4)

where My is a characteristic magnitude, ar the power
index and Ny an overall amplitude. We find the fitting
result is insensitive to the chosen value of My, and so
we fix it to be M{ = —18 to reduce the number of free
parameters. We use these functional forms to model
the conditional luminosity function of satellite galax-
ies, instead of the double Schechter function adopted
by L16, to reduce the degeneracy between model pa-
rameters. We note that we obtained consistent results
when using a double Schechter function to fit the data.
The functional forms and the separation at M, = —18
are motivated by an inspection of the measured CLF,
and the model fits are aimed at providing a compact
description of the CLF measurements.

The fitting model adopted here contains five parame-
ters: the bright end amplitude Ny, the characteristic
magnitude for the bright end My, the slope for the
bright end «y,, the faint end amplitude Nt and the faint
end power index as. We require that @, and ®¢ join
continuously at M, = —18, so that we have a constraint
on the model parameters:

By (—18) = Br(~18). (5)

Thus, the model is completely specified by four free pa-
rameters. Here again, we use the MCMC method to
fit the measured CLF of satellite galaxies to the model.
The results are shown as green dashed lines in Figure 1
for groups/halos of different mass. As one can see, the
functional forms adopted can fit the observational re-
sults very well. The best-fit values and the errors of the
model parameters are shown in Figure 2 and listed in
Table 1. The amplitudes of the CLF, N and Ny, in-
crease almost linearly with halo mass, as shown by the
fitting results presented in the right panel. The char-
acteristic magnitude, My, is almost independent of My
at My > 103Mg, but becomes significantly fainter at
lower My,. This My-dependence of M is well described
by the functional form indicated in the left panel. Both
of the slopes, ap, and «ag, are quite independent of halo
mass, and oy is significantly steeper than «;, (see the
middle panel). We notice that the faint-end slope, al-
most constant at oy = —1.59, is very close to the faint-
end slope of the luminosity function of the general pop-
ulation of low-z galaxies which is & ~ —1.6 after the cos-
mic variance in the SDSS sample is corrected (Li et al.
2022, see their Figure 8).

3.3. Dependence on galazxy color

In this subsection, we examine the rest-frame color
distribution as a function of absolute magnitude for
member galaxies of groups/halos. In this case, the
galaxy property vector is § = {M,;,g — z}, where the
(9 — z) color can be obtained from DESI-DRY. Let
us first look at all member galaxies in groups with
M, > 1012M@ at 0.01 < z < 0.08. The black data
points in Figure 3 show the (g — z) color distributions
for group galaxies in different intervals of M,. As one
can see, over a large range of M., the color distribu-
tions are bimodal. We use a bi-Gaussian function to
fit each of the distributions, and the fitting results are
shown as colored curves in Figure 3. The red and blue
curves are for red and blue modes, respectively, while
the green curves are the sum of the two. It is clear that
a bi-Gaussian function can fit the observational data
very well, and we can use the fitting results to divide
galaxies into two populations. For example, one may
use the point where the two Gaussian curves intersect
to separate galaxies into red and blue populations for
each M, bin. This separation is marked by the verti-
cal dashed line in each panel of Figure 3. Qualitatively,
as the luminosity of galaxies decreases, the red fraction
first decreases, reaching the lowest value at M, ~ —18,
and then increases. In the faint end (M, > —15), almost
all galaxies are contained in the red population. We will
discuss the results in more detail in section 4.

In Figure 4, we plot the (¢ — r) color as a function
of M;. The red and blue lines represent the mean val-
ues of the Gaussian fitting for the two modes, while the
shaded regions represent the corresponding 1-o ranges.
The green crosses are the separation points shown by the
vertical lines in Figure 3. We also obtain a demarcation
line following Baldry et al. (2004):

T'(M,) = po + qo tanh (Zqu_ql) : (6)
2

To reduce degeneracy between parameters, we set q; =
—15 and g = 5, treating only py and qg as free parame-
ters. For a given choice of demarcation (i.e. for given pg
and ¢qo), we calculate a ‘completeness’ factor, C; or Cp,
which is defined as the fraction of galaxies in the red or
blue mode that are selected according to the demarca-
tion line, and a ‘reliability’ factor, R, or Ry, defined as
the fraction among all galaxies separated into the red or
blue mode by the demarcation line that are truly red or
blue mode galaxies. These two factors are estimated for
each of the M;-samples, i, and we compute the value of

P= HCr,iRr,iCb,in,i (7)
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Table 1. Model parameters of CLF for the whole sample

log (Mn /M) m o Ny, My a Nt af

+0.002 -+0.001 +0.03 +0.23 +0.26 +0.05 +0.03

12.00~ 12.34  —21.199700%  0.339T00; 0477003 —19.707022  —0.617022  0.217002 —1.67705

+0.003 +0.003 +0.03 +0.23 +0.19 +0.11 +0.04

12.34~ 12.68  —21.7297 000 0.31470 005 0.627 003 —20.45720  —0.84T70  0.407. ,  —1.667 5

+0.005 -+0.003 +0.03 +0.40 +0.16 +0.29 +0.04

12.68~ 13.03  —22.1507000°  0.3197'003  0.767) 05  —21.467)60 —1.0370-1%  0.807 2% —1.627)0%

+0.008 +0.005 +0.06 +0.12 +0.07 +0.42 +0.03

13.03~ 13.37  —22.4137 -0 0.3687 002 2.3070s  —21.247007  —1.0470 00 2,477 28 —1.5770°03

+0.011 +0.006 +0.08 +0.19 +0.08 +0.99 +0.06

13.37~ 13.71  —22.60170 077 0.388T. 000 2.847) s —21.76757 —1.14700%  4.437000 —1.4270-0¢2

+0.016 +0.021 +0.19 +0.11 +0.06 +1.52 +0.03

13.71~ 14.05  —22.77770°010 0.4297 0 ¢ 8.07T. 5,0  —21.617 7 —1.057) 0 9.1877°%7 —1.577005

+0.025 +0.021 +0.53 +0.09 +0.06 +2.48 +0.07

14.05~ 14.39  —22.946700°%  0.4227 020 19.4670-25 —21.537)- 00 —0.96702  16.32725%  —1.507. 08

+0.084 +0.137 +0.93 +0.09 +0.05 +7.52 +0.06

14.39~ 14.73  —23.1897 75 0.6107 oL 34.217) 05  —21.817 00 —1.1270 2 50.737J57  —1.4070 0%

+0.152 +0.172 +3.47 +0.12 +0.08 +21.10 +0.05

14.73~ 15.08  —23.71070150  0.5357 102 92377300 —21.667) 72 —1.037)00  99.3772 8 —1.657.0%

1,25 [T T T T T T T T T T T T T
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Figure 3. The black dots represent the (g—z) color distributions of all member galaxies in the galaxy groups with My > 10*2 Mg
at 0.01 < z < 0.08 using DESI imaging data. The red and blue solid lines are the fitting results with Gaussian function for the
red sequence and blue sequence. The green lines are the overall fitting results. The grey vertical dash lines are the dividing
lines to separate the red and blue populations.
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M,

Figure 4. Here we show the fitted red and blue sequence
in Fig. 3 for (g — z) color as the function of absolute magni-
tude. The solid lines represent the mean value and the shade
region represent the 1-o scatter of the sequence. The green
crosses represent the demarcation points at given absolute
magnitude. The green solid line are the fitted demarcation
line of Eq. 8.

for the set of parameters in question, and maximize P
by varying the values of py and ¢o. The optimized color
demarcation line so obtained is

T(M,) = 0.7 — 0.6 tanh <M) ,

. (5)
which is shown as the green line in Figure 4. This demar-
cation line matches that represented by the green crosses
well at M, < —15. From Figure 3 we can see that both
the red and blue modes become broad and overlap with
each other at M, > —15, making it difficult to have a
clean separation of the two modes. However, our tests
showed that this uncertainty in the color demarcation
does not have a significant impact on our results.

We use Equation 8 to divide group galaxies into red
and blue populations and compute the CLF separately
for them. The results are shown in Figure 5 and Figure 6
for the blue and red populations, respectively. The light
blue (red) and dark blue (red) data points represent the
results of central and satellite galaxies in the blue (red)
population. For blue satellites, the CLF can be well
fitted by a single Schechter function. The fitting results
are shown as dashed green lines in Figure 5, and the
corresponding fitting parameters are shown as functions
of halo mass in the upper panels of Figure 7 and are
listed in Table 2 for reference. As one can see, the single
Schechter model describes the data well.

We use the same power-law plus Schechter model de-
scribed in subsection 3.2 to fit the CLF for red satellites,
and the fitting results are shown as dashed green lines

in Figure 6. The fitting parameters are plotted as func-
tions of halo mass in the lower panels of Figure 7 and
are listed in Table 2 for reference. We again see that
the fitting model describes well all the observed CLF
of the red population. For reference, we use the same
functional forms described in subsection 3.2 to fit the
dependence of the model parameters on halo mass. The
results are shown in Figure 7 and the corresponding fit-
ting functions are provided in each panel.

As one can see from Figure 7, the faint-end slope for
the CLF of the blue population, o ~ —1.25, is almost
completely independent of halo mass. This is also true
for the brighter (Schechter) portion of the CLF of the
red population, although the slope, ap =~ 0.8 is much
shallower. The faint, power-law portion of the CLF for
the red population has a slope, af ~ —1.8, although
there are some fluctuations from sample to sample. For
the blue population, the characteristic absolute magni-
tude is roughly a constant, My ~ —21.1, for halos with
My, > 103 Mg, and increases (becomes fainter) with de-
creasing My, at My, < 10'3M,. The dependence of M
on halo mass for the Schechter portion of the red popula-
tion is roughly the same as the blue population, although
the errors in the measurements are much larger at the
low-My, end. At a given My, the characteristic absolute
magnitude for the red population is in general brighter
than that for the blue population. Finally, the overall
amplitude of the CLF is roughly a power-law for both
populations, but it is sub-linear, with a power index of
~ 0.7, for blue galaxies, and slightly super-linear, with
a power index of ~ 1.1, for the red population. These
results are consistent with those obtained previously, as
we will discuss in the following subsection.

3.4. Comparison with previous results

For comparison, the shaded grey regions in Figure 1,
Figure 5 and Figure 6 show the CLF measurements ob-
tained by L16 from the SDSS imaging data, and the
shaded orange regions in Figure 1 show the measure-
ments by Tinker et al. (2021) from the DESI DR6 and
DR7 imaging data. As one can see, our measurements
match both of the previous results. For the total CLF's,
the only exception is seen at 14.39 < log(My/Mg) <
14.73, where the CLF obtained by Tinker et al. (2021)
is higher at M, > —19. The reason is that Tinker
et al. (2021) included all massive groups in this mass
bin, but L16 and our work have one more mass bin for
the most massive groups as shown in the bottom-right
panel. Since DESI-DR9 is about 2 magnitudes deeper
than the SDSS data and DESI-DR9 has more pass times
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Figure 5. The dark blue hollow dots and light blue solid dots represent our measurements of the luminosity functions for
central galaxies and satellite galaxies of blue sample in galaxy groups at 0.01 < z < 0.08 with the DESI imaging data. The
grey shaded regions represent the results of total luminosity functions in galaxy groups for the blue sample in the redshift range
0.01 < z < 0.05 obtained by L16 using SDSS imaging data. The green solid and dash lines are the fitting results for our central
and satellite luminosity functions respectively.
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Figure 6. The dark red hollow dots and light red solid dots represent our measurements of the luminosity functions for central
galaxies and satellite galaxies of red sample in galaxy groups at 0.01 < z < 0.08 with the DESI imaging data. The grey
shaded regions represent the results of total luminosity functions in galaxy groups for the red sample in the redshift range
0.01 < z < 0.05 obtained by L16 using SDSS imaging data. The green solid and dash lines are the fitting results for our central
and satellite luminosity functions respectively.
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Figure 7. The figures show the model parameters for fitting the conditional luminosity functions of the red sample and blue
sample as the function of halo mass. The errorbars represent the 1-o scatters of the parameters. We choose the same function
forms as in Fig.2 to describe the dependence of the parameters on the halo mass. The functions are written in the figures,
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Table 2. Model parameters of CLF for red and blue sample

log (My/Mg) Iz o Ny My ap N af

red

12.00~ 12.34  —21.08519:992  0.20670-901  0.0679:01  —20.907992  —0.9779:3%  0.0670 %  —1.9270:96
12.34~ 12.68  —21.66670005  0.208T00%%  0.25100%  —21.2470%%  —0.53703%  0.061002  —2.12700%
12.68~ 13.03  —22.11370:09%  0.30910:99%  0.657001 —21.04703 —0.581032  0.19%097  —1.97770¢
13.03~ 13.37  —22.39270907  0.35679:09% 2201008 —20.887%1%  —0.677973 0857920 1811004
13.37~ 13.71  —22.59210-011 0.39170-997 3067017 —21.407017  —0.807012  1.58F0%2 1547012
13.71~ 14.05 —22.77879017  0.41379:012 8131020 —21.417371%  —0.8079%% 4147978 1727004
14.05~ 14.39  —22.943T0:0%%  0.420%0-922  19.687037 21367005 —0.691007  7.26f))3  —1.617009
14.39~ 14.73  —23.18270079  0.50470140  33.647909 —21.697319 —0.97799¢  29.01%18% 1497009
14.73~ 15.08  —23.72070- 170 0.55370-202  84.5973-20  _21.627012  —0.9170:09 597571212 1777008
blue

12.00~ 12.34  —21.45573004  0.3147390%  0.197992  —20.26757] —1.227997

12.34~ 12.68  —21.995T0000  0.28010-00%  0.32%0:9%  —20.48707%7 —1.197092

12.68~ 13.03  —22.33073012  0.30073905  0.3879%%  —20.97791%  —1.247597

13.03~ 13.37  —22.5661700%2 0.3881001%  0.74%00% —21.147070 —1.267003

13.37~ 13.71  —22.86570957  0.45379981 1417918 _21.007015 —1.2570-92

13.71~ 14.05  —22.56110157  0.783%0%2 . 2.33F030 —21.13707%  —1.317003

14.05~ 14.39  —23.03973%77  0.077199%9 5087955 _20.967017 —1.2770-9%

14.39~ 14.73 9.147778  —21.187%320  —1.2970%%

14.73~ 15.08 19.747557  —21.207015  —1.2679:03

—3.08 —0.16 —0.03
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Figure 8. The color-color diagram in (g — z)-(u — r) space for all member galaxies in the groups with DESI imaging data
at different absolute magnitude. The green dash lines are the demarcation lines to separate the red and blue mode. The
demarcation lines for (g — z) color are from Equation 8. The demarcation lines for (v — r) color are from Baldry et al. (2004).

than the DESI-DR6/7, our measurements have smaller
uncertainties than those obtained by 116 and Tinker
et al. (2021).

Another discrepancy can be seen in the low-luminosity
ends (M, > —16) of the CLF in low-mass halos (M} <
1013 M), particularly for the blue population, where a
significant upturn is seen in .16 but absent in ours. This
might be attributed to the fact that L16 used the SDSS
(u — ) color, instead of the (¢ — z) color used here,
to separate galaxies into blue and red populations. In
Figure 8, we show the distribution of group galaxies in
the (u — r) versus (g — z) diagram, where the (u — )
color is from the SDSS photometry used in L16 while
the (g—z) color is from the DESI-DR9 photometry used
in our analyses. Group members are identified from the
DESI-DR9 using the method described in subsection 3.1
and are matched to SDSS galaxies using their centroid
positions (RA, Dec). Only galaxies brighter than the
SDSS magnitude limit of r < 21 are used. For compar-
ison, the horizontal lines show the demarcations of red
and blue populations adopted by 116, while the verti-
cal lines are those adopted in the present paper. For
M, < —17, the distribution is bimodal in both (u — r)
and (g — z), and the demarcations adopted by L16 and
us give similar separations of the two populations. For

fainter galaxies with M, > —17, a bimodal distribution
can still be seen in the (¢ — 2z) color and is delineated
by our demarcation lines, but it is much less clear in
the (u — r) distribution. The demarcations adopted by
L16 cut across the red modes, which might explain the
strong upturn in the faint end of the CLF obtained by
L16 for blue galaxies in low-mass groups. There are also
some differences in the fitting parameters between our
results and those of LL16. For low-mass halos, the char-
acteristic magnitudes of the CLF from our fitting are
slightly fainter. The bright ends of the CLF for satellite
galaxies in these low-mas halos are quite noisy. The fit-
ting results of L16 sometimes extend to the range of M,
where the measurements of the CLF for satellite galax-
ies drop rapidly to zero, while our fitting results follow
this rapid drop more closely. We note that there is de-
generacy among model parameters, and that our fitting
functions can match the measurements from the SDSS
imaging data, as one can see in Figure 1, Figure 5 and
Figure 6.

4. THE OLD AND YOUNG POPULATIONS OF
SATELLITE GALAXIES

4.1. The presence of an old sequence
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Figure 9. The figures show the red and blue sequence as the function of absolute magnitude for (¢ — z) and (u — r) color.
The sequences for (g — z) are same as Figure 4 and the sequences for (u — r) are from Baldry et al. (2004). The dark red lines
represent the results of the single burst model. The look-back time of the star burst are labelled on the figure.

As shown in Figure 3, group galaxies have bimodal
distributions in their (g — z) colors. At the very bright
end, the population is dominated by galaxies in a nar-
row (g — z) color distribution in the red component. As
galaxy luminosity decreases, the peak position of the red
component of the distribution shifts gradually towards
the blue end, with the width remaining roughly constant
for M, < —16 and becoming broader for fainter galax-
ies. Starting from the brightest end, the blue component
becomes more important for fainter galaxies. The im-
portance of the blue component reaches its maximum at
M, ~ —18 and decreases gradually towards the fainter
end. We note that the red and blue modes start to merge
at M, > —16, and the blue modes are observed only as
an extended tail at the blue side of the (g — z) distribu-
tion. We also note that the red modes for faint galaxies
are actually bluer than the blue modes for galaxies at
the brightest end. Thus, our separation of red and blue
populations is not in terms of absolute color, but based
on the bimodal distribution of galaxies of similar lumi-
nosity.

To gain insights into potential causes of the color bi-
modality of group galaxies, we use the BC03 spectral
synthesis model (Bruzual & Charlot 2003) assuming the
Chabrier initial mass function (Chabrier 2003) to pro-
vide some guidance. We first consider a simple case
where the star formation history is a single burst at some
look-back time ty,:

U () oc 5 (t—t), 9)

where t is the cosmic look-back time. The spectrum of
a stellar population depends not only on the stellar age,

but also on the stellar metallicity. We use the observed
mass-metallicity relation (MZR) given in Kirby et al.

(2013) to model the metallicity:

log (£> = (—1.69 = 0.04) + (0.30 % 0.02) log < -

M.
Zo 106M, )’
(10)

where Z; = 0.02 and M, are the solar metallicity and
mass, respectively. Note that the errors quoted here
are uncertainties in the mean relation. The scatter in
log(Z) at given M, is about 0.25dex. To obtain the
stellar mass of a galaxy from its luminosity, we use the
relation between the mass-to-light ratio and color given
in Bell et al. (2003):

log ( M. ) = —0.2240.51x (g—=2)—0.40x (M, —4.64)—0.15,

Mg
(11)
and
M,
log (M ) = —0.2240.30x (u—1)—0.40 x (M, —4.64)—0.15.
®

(12)

The single burst model is expected to be valid only
for galaxies dominated by old stellar populations. We
thus use the (¢ — 2z) and (u — r) colors of the red
sequence shown in Figure 9 to convert luminosity to
stellar mass. We then use Equation 10 to obtain
the stellar metallicity. The BCO03 model only pro-
vides spectra for stellar populations with metallicity
Z = 0.0001,0.0004, 0.004, 0.008,0.02 and 0.05. To pre-
dict the color of the stellar population at the metallicity
obtained from the mass-metallicity relation, we first ob-
tain the (¢ — z) and (u — r) colors of the stellar popula-
tions of different ages for each of the 6 metallicities, we
then use a linear interpolation to obtain the two colors
corresponding to the metallicity in question.

The color-magnitude relations predicted by the single
burst model with different ages are presented in Fig-
ure 9 as the dashed lines, with the left and right panels
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showing results for the (¢ — z) and (u — r) colors, re-
spectively. The dark shade around the 10 Gyr line in
each panel indicates the range covered by the variance
of +0.25dex in the metallicity. Also included in the fig-
ure are observed color-magnitude relations for both the
red and blue sequences obtained in subsection 3.3 for the
(g — z) versus M, relation, and by Baldry et al. (2004)
for the (u — r) versus M, relation. The green lines are
the demarcation lines between the red and blue modes.
As one can see, the red sequences in both (¢ — z) and
(u — r) are consistent with the prediction of a single
burst with an old age ~ 10 Gyr. Both the slope and
width of the red sequence follow the prediction of the
observed mass-metallicity relation, indicating that the
red sequence is dominated by galaxies with an old stel-
lar population, quite independent of the stellar mass of
galaxies. The demarcation lines divide the galaxy pop-
ulation roughly at an age around 5 Gyr. However, the
shapes of the demarcation lines are quite different from
those of the color-magnitude relations predicted by the
single burst model, indicating that the star formation
history of galaxies becomes more complicated and likely

mass-dependent as one moves to the blue sequence.
Next, we consider a more complex model in which the
star formation history of a galaxy consists of two compo-
nents, one starburst in early times, and a constant star
formation rate from some earlier time to the present day.
Mathematically, the history can be written as follows:

W (o) o (1= £)8 (- 0 (L ) At 0 M1,
y,0 y,e
(13)
where H (t) is the step function: H(z) =1 for x > 0
and = 0 otherwise; f, is the fraction of the young

population; ¢, is the age of the old population; ty
and ty . are the look-back times of the onset and end-
ing of the constant star formation period, respectively.
For simplicity, we fix the age of the old population at
t, = 10 Gyr, and the onset of the young population at
ty.o = 5 Gyr. We test three cases where t, . = 0, 0.1 and
1.0 Gyr, respectively. We note that our results are not
sensitive to the exact values chosen for ¢, and ¢, ,. We
use the same method as described above for the single
burst model to estimate the color-magnitude relations
for different values of the young fraction, fy.

In Figure 10 the triangles show the predicted (g — z)
versus (u — ) relation on top of contours showing the
observed color-color relation for group galaxies. The
three tracks in each panel represent the three different
assumptions for the value of t, ., while the color scale
along each track represents the value of the young frac-
tion, fy. In each panel, the open square shows the re-
sult of a burst at ¢, = 10Gyr, with a metallicity of
0.25 dex above that assumed for the t, . sequences plot-

ted in the panel. As one can see, the model predictions
can roughly cover the color-color sequence for galaxies
of different luminosity in the observational data. In par-
ticular, the f,-sequence assuming ty . = 0.1 Gyr follows
well the trend from the red to blue modes. Galaxies in
the red mode are old in their stellar population, and
there is little room for them to contain a significant
amount of recent star formation. The blue mode is
consistent with having a constant star formation rate
continuing to the present day, but more than half of the
stellar mass is still contained in the old population, even
for low-luminosity galaxies. This is consistent with re-
sults obtained by Weisz et al. (2011) from modeling the
color-magnitude relation of individual stars in nearby
low-mass galaxies, by Lu et al. (2014, 2015) from em-
pirical models of galaxy formation in dark matter halos,
and by Zhou et al. (2020) from stellar population syn-
thesis modeling of the star formation history of low-mass
galaxies in the SDSS-IV/MaNGA survey. As expected,
the allowed young fraction depends on the value of ¢ ..
For ty . = 1 Gyr, the young fraction f, near the demar-
cation line is about 30% at M, < —17. In contrast, if
tye = 0, the value of fy near both demarcation lines are
less than 5%. For M, > —17, the value of f, at the de-
marcation lines can be a factor of two higher. Overall,
a large fraction of stars are still in the old population,
independent of galaxy luminosity.

For low-luminosity galaxies, the observed (u—7) color
distribution at given (g — z) has large scatter, which is
not well reproduced by varying the age and metallicity
of the stellar population. We note, however, that the u-
band data from the SDSS imaging survey are relatively
shallow, with the 95% completeness limit at v ~ 22.0
(Abazajian et al. 2009). Thus the results shown in
Figure 8, obtained from data at r < 21, may be af-
fected significantly by the detection limit of the u-band,
particularly for faint red galaxies that are intrinsically
faint in ultraviolet. The model presented here is also
very simple, and ignores any dust attenuation that may
have a significant impact on the (u — ) color. Further-
more, there is also degeneracy between age and metal-
licity in the spectral synthesis model used here. In
our model, we only use the mean metallicity-mass re-
lation to make model predictions. We find that includ-
ing the scatter in the metallicity-mass relation has the
effect of stretching the color-color relation along indi-
vidual ¢y . sequence, without broadening it significantly.
However, there might be correlations between metallic-
ity and other galaxy properties, which may change the
color-color relation and is not included in our model.

In conclusion, our results indicate that (i) mem-
ber galaxies of clusters/groups in the red mode are
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Figure 10. The figures show the results of the two components model, one starburst in early time and a constant star formation
rate from some early time to the present day at different absolute magnitude. The age of starburst is ¢, = 10 Gyr. The constant
star formation starts from ¢, , = 5 Gyr. We plot three cases where ty . = 0,0.1,1.0 Gyr. The colors represent the fraction of the
young population. The hollow squares represent the results of the starburst model with the metallicity higher than the mean
relation of Equation 10 0.25dex. The background grey contours represent the distribution in the groups we measure.

dominated by old stellar populations, independent of
galaxy luminosity (mass); (ii) member galaxies of clus-
ters/groups in the blue mode also contain a large frac-
tion (more than a half) of old stars in their stellar pop-
ulation; (iii) a more-or-less constant star formation ex-
tending to the recent past is needed for galaxies, par-
ticularly low-luminosity ones, in the blue mode; (iv) for
galaxies in the green valley [near demarcation lines in
the (u — r)-(g — z) plane], only a small fraction of their
stars can have ages lower than 1Gyr, indicating that
their star formation was quenched more than 1 Gyr ago.

4.2. The old fraction and evidence for a characteristic
stellar mass scale

In last subsection, we have seen that there is a well-
defined population of red galaxies that are old. Here we
examine the fraction of the old population as a function
of galaxy luminosity (mass) in halos of different mass.
The old fraction is calculated from the conditional lu-
minosity function of red galaxies divided by that of the
total population, and the results are shown in Figure 11.
The red lines are the results obtained from the DESI-
DRY, and the shaded regions represent the standard de-
viation estimated from 200 bootstrap re-samplings. The
average old fraction increases with halo mass, particu-
larly in the intermediate luminosity range. There is a
valley-like structure of the old fraction as a function of

galaxy luminosity for all halo mass bins. The minimum
of the old fraction occurs at M, ~ —18, pretty much
independent of halo mass. This result indicates the ex-
istence of a characteristic luminosity, M, ~ —18 (corre-
sponding roughly to a stellar mass of 10°-°M,), at which
the old fraction of galaxies is the lowest.

As a check of our results, we also estimate the old frac-
tion using the spectroscopic sample from SDSS, which is
much shallower than the DESI-DR9. The memberships
of individual galaxy groups used here are adopted di-
rectly from Yang et al. (2007). Each galaxy is weighted
by 1/(VimaxC) to compensate the apparent magnitude
limit and redshift incompleteness, where Vi.x and C
are both from the NYU-VAGC. The results obtained
this way are shown as blue solid points in Figure 11,
with error bars again obtained from 200 bootstrap sam-
ples. These results are consistent with those obtained
from DESI-DR9 over the luminosity range where the
old fraction can be measured reliably from the spectro-
scopic sample. For the lowest three halo mass bins where
the measurements from the spectroscopic sample can go
below M, = —18, an upturn towards the fainter end
can also be seen. All these indicate that the use of the
photometric data does not introduce any significant sys-
tematic error in our results.

4.3. Comparisons with previous observations
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Figure 11. The old fraction defined as the fraction of the satellites in red mode by the (g — z) color as a function of r-band
absolute magnitude and stellar mass, measured for different intervals of halo mass as indicated. In each panel the red line shows
the measurements from the DESI photometric sample, and the shaded region shows the standard deviation estimated from 200
bootstrap re-samplings. The light blue dots connected by dashed lines represent the result from the SDSS spectroscopic sample.
The three additional symbols/lines in the last panel show the red fractions measured by Weinmann et al. (2011) for the Coma,

Virgo and Perseus clusters.

There have been many studies to measure the fraction
of quenched/red galaxies as functions of galaxy prop-
erties and/or dark matter halo mass. In most cases
these studies are based on spectroscopic samples lim-
ited to relatively bright galaxies, while other studies are
focused on individual systems in the nearby Universe.
In the bottom-right panel of Figure 11 we show the red
fractions measured by Weinmann et al. (2011) for the
Coma, Virgo, and Perseus clusters. Similar to our re-
sult, the red fraction in Coma cluster shows a dip at
around M, ~ —18.5, although the overall amplitude is
higher. The red fractions in the Virgo cluster are com-
parable to our result, but with a weaker dependence on
luminosity and no obvious dip at any luminosity. The
Perseus cluster also shows no significant dip at the in-

termediate luminosity, and red fractions are comparable
to those of the Coma cluster and higher than our re-
sult. We note that the red/blue galaxy populations in
Weinmann et al. (2011) were identified using the (g —1)
color, which might mis-classify some of the faint galaxies
that are red in (g — z) but blue in (g — ). The higher
red fractions in Coma and Perseus may be reflecting the
overall increase of the red fraction with increasing halo
mass, given that the halo masses of the two clusters,
M, = 2.7 x 10 M, for Coma (Kubo et al. 2007) and
M, = 2.2 x 105 M, for Perseus (Meusinger et al. 2020),
are higher than both the average mass of groups in that
panel, M}, = 7 x 10 M, and the mass of te Virgo clus-
ter, My, = 6.3x 1014 M, (Kashibadze et al. 2020). Given
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Figure 12. Our measurements of old fraction of satellite galaxies in Milky Way mass halos with 12 < log(Myn/Mg) < 12.34 (red
line) is compared with the quenched fraction of the satellites in the Milky Way and M31 system (yellow crosses; Wetzel et al.
2015), as well as measurements from the ELVES (blue dashed line; Karunakaran et al. 2022) and SAGA (green symbols/line;
Mao et al. 2021) surveys. The result for field galaxies in SDSS from Geha et al. (2012) is plotted as the cyan shaded region for

comparison.

these differences, the comparison with our results is not
straightforward.

Measurements of quenched fractions for faint satellite
galaxies have also been obtained recently for nearby sys-
tems similar to the Local Group. In Figure 12 we show
the old fraction of galaxies as a function of M, obtained
by us for Milky Way-like halos with 12.0 < (M), /Mg) <
12.34, in comparison with the quenched fractions ob-
tained by Wetzel et al. (2015) for the MW+M31 sys-
tem, by Geha et al. (2017) and Mao et al. (2021) us-
ing the SAGA survey of 127 satellite galaxies around 36
Milky Way (MW) analogs at z ~ 0.01, and by Carl-
sten et al. (2022) and Karunakaran et al. (2022) using
the ELVES survey of a nearly volume-limited sample of
dwarf satellites down to My ~ —9. Our result is in
good agreement with the result of both the MW+M31
halo and the ELVES survey. The quenched fractions
from the SAGA survey also show an upturn as the lumi-
nosity decreases, but overall they are significantly lower
than both the MW+M31 result and our measurement.
Karunakaran et al. (2022) made careful comparisons be-
tween the SAGA and ELVES results, and attributed the
lower quenched fractions from SAGA to sample incom-
pleteness at the low-mass end caused by the adopted ab-
solute magnitude cut for satellites (M, < —12.3). Note,
however, the old fraction in the present paper is de-
fined by the (g — z) color, which could be different from
the quenched fraction defined in other studies using star
formation rates. As mentioned in subsection 4.1, the
old sequence based on the (g — z) color may contain
some recent star formation, and the true quenched frac-
tion might be lower than the old fraction defined in our
paper. For comparison, the quenched fraction of field
galaxies estimated by Geha et al. (2012) based on the

NASA-Sloan Atlas catalog (Blanton et al. 2011) is plot-
ted as the cyan shaded region. Different from the mem-
ber galaxies of groups/clusters, galaxies with M, > —18
in the field are barely quenched. This again indicates
that the upturn of the old (quenched) fractions at the
faint end is a unique behavior of group/cluster galaxies.

4.4. Comparisons with theoretical predictions

It is also interesting to compare our measurements of
the old fraction with theoretical models which predict
the fraction of quenched or quiescent satellites for halos
of different mass. In Figure 13, we compare our mea-
surements with the predictions by two “state-of-the-art”
hydro-dynamic simulations: Illustris-TNG100 (Nelson
et al. 2019; Pillepich et al. 2018) and EAGLE (Schaye
et al. 2015; Crain et al. 2015; McAlpine et al. 2016).
For massive galaxies with M, > 10°Mg, both sim-
ulations can roughly match the observational results,
consistent with what was found in Xie et al. (2020).
Both simulations can also roughly reproduce the Valley-
like shape of the quenched fraction, although the min-
imum of the quenched fraction in the simulations oc-
curs at a slightly higher luminosity (M, = —19 ~ —20)
than in the observation (M, ~ —18). Quantitatively,
Mustris-TNG100 can match the observation down to
M, ~ 10®My, for halos with mass M, < 5 x 1013 M,
while EAGLE overpredicts the quenched fractions for
galaxies below the characteristic mass for halos of all
masses except for Milky-Way mass halos. For massive
halos above My, ~ 5 x 103M,, both simulations sig-
nificantly over-predict the quenched fraction for satel-
lites with M, < 1010_10'5M@. Our result indicates that
quenching mechanisms implemented in current hydrody-
namic simulations are able to capture the evolutionary
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Figure 13. Our measurements of the old fraction in different halo mass intervals (indicated in each panel) are compared to the
quenched fractions predicted by the GAEA semi-analytic model of Xie et al. (2020, purple line for result with the Millennium
simulation and green line for that with the Millennium-II simulation), the GABE semi-analytic model of Jiang et al. (2019, grey
dashed line), and the TNG (yellow triangles) and EAGLE (cyan squares) simulations.

processes for satellites in halos with low-to-intermediate
mass and massive satellites in massive halos, but not for
low-mass satellites in massive halos.

In the same figure, we also compare our result with the
quenched fractions in two different semi-analytic mod-
els of galaxy formation: Galaxy Assembly with Binary
Evolution (GABE; Jiang et al. 2019), and GAlaxy Evo-
lution and Assembly (GAEA; Hirschmann et al. 2016;
Xie et al. 2017; De Lucia et al. 2019; Xie et al. 2020).
The GABE model follows the same recipies of satellite
quenching as in early models (e.g. Guo et al. 2011b),
where the quenching of satellites occurs only by starva-
tion or equivalently strangulation (Larson et al. 1980;
Balogh & Morris 2000), with a gradual removal in-
stead of instantaneous stripping of hot gas after they
fall into their host halos. Consistent with what is previ-
ously known (e.g. Font et al. 2008; Guo et al. 2011b;

Hirschmann et al. 2014), Figure 13 shows that this
model predicts too high a quenched fraction at all lu-
minosities except at the bright end (M, < —21, or
M, 2 101 M), and this is true for all halo masses.
Xie et al. (2020) compared the fraction of quenched
galaxies as a function of galaxy stellar mass down to
M, ~ 10° M obtained from the SDSS by Wetzel et al.
(2012) and Hirschmann et al. (2014) with those pre-
dicted by four semi-analytic models: L-Galaxies (Hen-
riques et al. 2017), SAG (Cora et al. 2018), GAEA (Xie
et al. 2017), and a modified version of the GAEA model
by the authors themselves with improved treatments on
environmental effects. All the models were found to
reproduce the overall trends in the observational data
(see Fig.9 of Xie et al. 2020). In Figure 13, the pur-
ple lines with (Poisson) error bars repeat the results
of the modified GAEA code of Xie et al. (2020) ap-
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plied to the Millenniuum Simulation (MS; Springel et al.
2005). Here we extend the predictions to a lower mass
limit (M, ~ 10®Mg) by applying the same code to the
Milleniuum-IT Simulation (MS-II; Boylan-Kolchin et al.
2009). As one can see, the GAEA model performs much
better than GABE in matching our measurements at all
halo masses, presumably because of the better treatment
for satellite quenching. The differences in the model pre-
diction between MS and MS-II are produced by the dif-
ference in numerical resolution, and by the fact that the
model parameters were tuned only according to the MS.
As pointed out in De Lucia et al. (2019) and Hirschmann
et al. (2016), the success of GAEA is achieved not only
by the improved treatment of satellite quenching (e.g.
environmental effects considered in Xie et al. 2020), but
more importantly by the large cold gas mass in satellites
at the time of infall due to mechanisms implemented to
regulate the gas-to-star conversion prior to infall, and by
a lower rate implemented for gas heating by supernova
explosions and stellar winds after the infall. We note
that the same success is also achieved by the updated
L-Galaxies model of Henriques et al. (2017) by using a
more comprehensive treatment of satellite quenching.

As pointed out above, the old populations selected by
(g — 2) in our case may still contain recent star forma-
tion, and they could be classified as star-forming if the
quenched fraction is defined according to star formation
rate. Therefore, the comparison results presented here
should be taken with caution. A detailed comparison
of the different models/simulations with our measure-
ments, with the different definitions of quenched fraction
being carefully taken into account, is needed to under-
stand how our results can be used to constrain quench-
ing processes quantitatively. This is beyond the scope
of the present paper and we will come back to it in a
forthcoming paper.

5. DISCUSSION
5.1. Implications of the characteristic mass

It is interesting to see how the characteristic lumi-
nosity at M, ~ —18 (M, ~ 1095M) found here for
member galaxies of clusters/groups compares to other
observations along the same line. Traditionally, a B-
band magnitude at —18 has been used to separate ellip-
tical galaxies into dwarf and normal populations. These
two populations seem to follow two distinct trends in
the relation between surface brightness and absolute
magnitude, with the dwarf population showing a much
steeper increase of surface brightness with luminosity
(Kormendy 1977, 1985; Graham & Guzman 2003; Fer-
rarese et al. 2006; Kormendy et al. 2009). Using a large
sample of SDSS galaxies, Shen et al. (2003) found that

red dwarf galaxies with —16 < M, < —18 have simi-
lar sizes, while brighter red galaxies show a strong in-
crease in size with luminosity (see their fig.13). These
previous results suggest that there may be a dichotomy
in structural properties between galaxies separated at
My ~ —18. It is more meaningful to make the com-
parison in terms of stellar mass instead of luminosity
in different bands. According to the empirical stel-
lar mass estimators in Bell & de Jong (2001) and Bell
et al. (2003), Mp = —18 corresponds to a stellar mass
M, = 109! ~ 109°M, for a typical color range of
B — R =0.8 ~ 1.5, consistent with the average mass of
M, ~ 1095 My, for galaxies with M, ~ —18 in our sam-
ple. This implies that, for galaxies in groups/clusters,
the dichotomy in the stellar population we find here and
that in galaxy structure found in previous studies may
be driven by some common processes that operate in
groups/clusters of galaxies. For example, tidal strip-
ping and galaxy interaction in dark matter halos may
not only affect gas contents of satellite galaxies, but
also have impacts on the stellar content and structure of
galaxies. These effects are expected to be more effective
for lower-mass (fainter) galaxies with lower surface den-
sities (e.g. Li et al. 2012; Zhang et al. 2013). Analyses
based on galaxy groups/clusters suggest that strangula-
tion may be more important for quenching star forma-
tion in satellites more massive than M, ~ 109'5M@ (e.g.
Weinmann et al. 2006a,b; van den Bosch et al. 2008;
van der Wel et al. 2010; von der Linden et al. 2010).
In the strangulation process, the hot gas halo around a
galaxy is removed gradually, and so the quenching time
scale associated with it is expected to be longer than
that caused by the more violent processes, such as ram-
pressure and tidal stripping. In a more recent study by
Li et al. (2020) based on the SDSS groups, the quenched
fraction of member galaxies of groups is found to exhibit
a minimum, but at a characteristic mass scale that de-
pends on both the central galaxy mass and the host halo
mass. Quantitatively, their characteristic mass is com-
parable to ours only for Milky-Way size halos, i.e. at
M, ~ 1095Mg); as halo mass increases, the stellar mass
for the demarcation increases up to M, > 10150
for the most massive halos with M, > 10™M, (see
their fig.3). As pointed out by the authors, their re-
sults imply that galaxy quenching is not simply driven
by the central-satellite dichotomy, but determined by
the interaction between internal and environmental pro-
cesses. Our results for faint satellites at M, < 109°5M
combined with those obtained earlier for more massive
galaxies seem to indicate that there are two characteris-
tic mass scales, one is a fixed mass scale M; ~ 1095 M,
found here, and the other one, My, which depends on



20 J. MENG ET AL.

halo mass as found in Li et al. (2020). For red galaxies
at M, < M; (which are predominately satellites), vio-
lent processes such as tidal and ram-pressure stripping
may play the dominant role in quenching star forma-
tion, while for galaxies above Mj, the quenching may
be driven by a gradual removal of their hot halo gas
through strangulation if M, < My or by internal pro-
cesses, such as AGN feedback, if M, > M.

5.2. The faint-end upturn and implications for galazy
formation at high redshift

The faint-end upturn in the luminosity function of
galaxies in groups/clusters has long been in debate, as
mentioned in Introduction. In the present paper, we
have obtained the most reliable measurements of CLFs
for groups with halo mass M, > 10'2M, and for galax-
ies down to M, = —10 ~ —12, using a well-defined
sample of central galaxies with halo mass information
from the groups of Yang et al. (2007), the updated pho-
tometric sample of DESI, and the use of the (¢ — z)
color that is able to provide a more reliable separation
between the old and young galaxy populations. Our re-
sults confirm the presence of a faint-end upturn for the
red/old satellite population in halos of a wide range of
mass, as shown in Figure 6. For the total CLFs, al-
though the faint-end slope we obtain here, o ~ —1.6, is
somewhat steeper than that obtained earlier, it is actu-
ally comparable to that for field galaxies. For example,
Blanton et al. (2005a) obtained a ~ —1.5 after correct-
ing for the incompleteness in the SDSS sample, and Li
et al. (2022) obtained v ~ —1.6 (see their figure 8) after
correcting the cosmic variance effect in the SDSS sample
(Chen et al. 2019). Recent measurements of galaxy stel-
lar mass function (GSMF) in the GAMA sample showed
that the faint-end slope is about o ~ —1.53 (Driver
et al. 2022), and that there is an upturn in the GSMF
at M, ~ 10°°My. Such an upturn may be produced
by that seen in the CLF, particularly of red satellites.
However, the GSMF obtained from the SDSS sample by
Chen et al. (2019) shows an upturn mass that is slightly
larger, at M, ~ 10'°M. Since the upturn in the total
GSMF of field galaxies is relatively weak, the feature
may be more difficult to quantify. The faint-end upturn
in the CLF is seen only for red/old satellites, with a slope
of & ~ —1.8 and a turnaround luminosity at M, ~ —18,
both of which are almost independent of halo mass (see
Figure 7). The CLFs of blue satellites can be well de-
scribed by a single Schechter function with a flatter slope
of a ~ —1.25, independent of halo mass. As shown by
Figure 5 and Figure 6, it is the blue population that
raises the amplitude of the luminosity function (LF) at
M, < —18, producing a total LF without a significant

upturn at the faint end, although the red/old population
dominates the total abundance at the faint end. In the
highest halo mass bin, which corresponds to the mass
range of nearby rich clusters used in earlier studies, the
total LF is dominated by the red population at almost
all luminosities. This explains why the faint-end upturn
was observed for those rich clusters in earlier studies.
Controversial results in previous studies may be caused,
at least partly, by the different fractions of the red/old
population due to different photometric bands used to
select satellite galaxies.

Although the origin of the faint-end slope of the to-
tal CLF, and in particular the upturn observed for red
galaxies, are still poorly understood, it is clear that they
contain important information about the formation and
evolution of low-mass galaxies. For instance, in the em-
pirical model developed by Lu et al. (2014) and Lu et al.
(2015), a star formation burst at z > 2 was required
for dwarf galaxies with M, < 10°Mg in order for their
model to reproduce the faint-end upturn in the CLF of
clusters obtained by Popesso et al. (2006). A natural
prediction of this model is that the predicted mean stel-
lar age of galaxies has a minimum at ~ 109°Mg (see
their fig.14), which is consistent with our finding of the
characteristic mass in the old fraction as a function of
galaxy luminosity. Another prediction from the model
of Lu et al. (2014) and Lu et al. (2015) is steep faint-
end slopes of galaxy LFs at z > 2, which implies higher
stellar mass (or luminosity) to dark matter mass ratios
in low-mass halos as one goes to higher redshift (see
fig.3 of Lu et al. 2015). The relation between galaxy
luminosity/stellar mass and host halo mass has often
been obtained from the abundance matching model, by
matching the abundance of galaxies above a luminosity
threshold with the abundance of subhalos with mass (de-
fined at the time when the subhalo was accreted by its
host halo) above a threshold. L16 extended the abun-
dance matching model to relate the faint-end slope of
CLFs («) with the “efficiency” of star formation in low-
mass halos using a parameterized form L oc m?, where
L is galaxy luminosity and m is the un-evolved subhalo
mass. Assuming that the number density is dominated
by faint galaxies, i.e. a < —1, this matching leads to
a simple relation between o and 8: 8 ~ —0.8/(1 + «).
For blue satellites with a = —1.25 from our CLFs, this
relation implies that L oc m?, which is steeper than the
relation of L o« m3/2 obtained by L16. The difference is
caused by the significant faint end upturn in the CLFs
of blue satellites obtained in 116 (see the comparison of
CLFs in Figure 5). As demonstrated in subsection 3.4,
a fraction of the blue galaxies identified by the (u — )
color in L16 are actually red (and old) when classified
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according to (g — z), which may explain the discrepancy.
For the red population, both 1.16 and our results give a
faint-end slope of a &~ —1.8, implying that L oc m.

As suggested in L16, the different faint-end slopes, or
equivalently the different L —m relations, for the red and
blue populations imply a dichotomy in the formation
processes of the present-day galaxy population, with a
characteristic redshift z. at which the mode of star for-
mation made a change. At z > z., the star formation
efficiency (as measured by the stellar mass to halo mass
ratio) in low-mass halos is roughly independent of halo
mass, while at z < z. the efficiency increases rapidly
with halo mass. For satellite galaxies, their star forma-
tion continues until they became satellites in larger sys-
tems. Thereafter the star formation might be quenched
and their stellar mass would not change much. Thus,
for the old population of satellite galaxies which formed
most of their stars early, their stellar mass distribution
should inherit that at the time of formation, hence the
steep slope. In contrast, for the young population of
satellites, which became satellites late and formed most
of their stars in a mode similar to that of field galaxies,
their stellar mass distribution should resemble that of
present-day field galaxies, as is seen in our results. This
scenario is similar to that expected from the pre-heating
model of Mo & Mao (2002, 2004), where the transition
from an early phase of efficient star formation to a later
phase of reduced star formation efficiency is predicted to
occur at a time when the intergalactic gas was heated
significantly.

Environmental effects after a galaxy falls into its host
halo may also produce the faint-end upturn in the
red /old population, if these effects are to convert a frac-
tion of satellites from the young population to the old in
a systematic way. Quantitatively, to obtain the faint-end
slope of —1.8 for the old population from a slope of —1.6
for the total population, the conversion fraction should
scale with luminosity as oc L7%2. Thus, the observed
faint-end upturn may also be explained by environmen-
tal effects (nurture), instead of formation processes (na-
ture). However, it is unclear how the vastly different
environments, as represented by the large range of halo
mass, can produce the same trend in the conversion and
a single characteristic mass scale at ~ 109°Mg,.

This ‘nature and nurture’ degeneracy can be broken
by observing the luminosity/stellar mass functions of
low-mass galaxies at high z. If the steep slope originates
from ‘nature’ (formation), then high-z galaxies, which
are the progenitors of old galaxies observed in present-
day clusters/groups, should be expected to have a steep
luminosity /stellar mass function at the faint end. On
the other hand, if the steep slope is produced by ‘nur-

ture’ (later environmental effects), then a steep slope
is not expected for galaxies at high redshift. Obser-
vations of galaxy luminosity/stellar mass functions at
high z down to a stellar mass below ~ 10%° M, are cru-
cial to test the different scenarios. Recent observations
based on ALMA (e.g. Gruppioni et al. 2020; Loiacono
et al. 2021; Khusanova et al. 2021) found a much higher
cosmic star formation rate density at 4 < z < 6 than
previously derived from UV-selected galaxies, suggest-
ing that star formation may be more efficient at high z.
More recent results from the Early Release Observations
and Early Release Science Program of the JWST (e.g.
Donnan et al. 2022; Harikane et al. 2022) also revealed
a high cosmic density of star formation rate at high z.
Clearly, with the advent of such observational data, we
should be able to distinguish these different scenarios.

6. SUMMARY
In this paper, we use the DESI-DR9 imaging data
down to the r-band magnitude limit of » = 23 and

the group catalogue of galaxies from the SDSS spec-
troscopic survey to study the galaxy populations in
groups/clusters with halo mass M, > 102 M, and red-
shift in the redshift range 0.01 < z < 0.08. With central
galaxies from the group catalog and satellites galaxies
sampled with the imaging data, we measure the condi-
tional luminosity functions (CLF's) in groups of different
halo mass down to M, = —10 ~ —12 mag, more than 2
magnitudes fainter than the limits achieved in previous
investigations. We use the (g—z) color to separate satel-
lite galaxies into red and blue populations, and measure
the CLF's separately for both. We calculate the fraction
of the red population as a function of galaxy luminos-
ity in halos of different mass, and use stellar population
synthesis models to demonstrate the color bimodality
of group galaxies is driven mainly by the stellar age of
galaxies combined with the observed metallicity-mass
relation. Our main results can be summarized as fol-
lows.

1. The CLFs we obtain are in good agreement with
previous measurements, but with better statistics
and down to fainter luminosities thanks to the
much deeper imaging data from DESI-DR9.

2. We find clear bimodal distributions of group galax-
ies in (g — z) color, which can be used to separate
galaxies into red and blue modes that are cleaner
than those from the widely-used (u—7) color, par-
ticularly for faint galaxies.

3. Our CLF measurements of red and blue galaxies
are broadly consistent with those obtained previ-
ously. We also find a clear upturn in the faint-
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end of the CLFs for red galaxies, with a faint-end
slope @ = —1.8, similar to the slope of the halo
mass function at the low-mass end predicted by
the current ACDM model.

. Our results using stellar population synthesis mod-

els indicate that group galaxies in the red mode
are dominated by old stellar populations, indepen-
dent of galaxy luminosity (mass), although the red
mode becomes bluer as luminosity decreases due to
the change of metallicity with luminosity. Group
galaxies in the blue mode also contain a large frac-
tion of old stellar populations, but a more-or-less
constant star formation extending to the recent
past is needed to match their colors, particularly
for low-luminosity galaxies.

. The fraction of old galaxies as a function of galaxy

luminosity has a minimum at a characteristic lu-
minosity M, ~ —18 independent of halo mass,
which corresponds to a stellar mass scale of M, ~
109° M. This luminosity /mass scale is compa-
rable to the characteristic luminosity with which
galaxies show a dichotomy in surface brightness.
This suggests that the dichotomy in the old frac-
tion found here for group/cluster galaxies and the
dichotomy in galaxy structure found earlier may
be driven by similar processes.

. The rising of the old fraction at the faint end is

consistent with the quenched fraction obtained for
the Milky Way and M31 system and from the
ELVES survey.

. Current semi-analytic models of galaxy forma-

tion are able to reproduce the quenched fraction
down to M, ~ 108M@, while both the Illustris-
TNG and EAGLE simulations over-predict the
quenched fraction of low-mass satellites (M, <
101°Mg) in halos more massive than the Milky
Way halo mass.

. Our results provide important information about

the formation and quenching of satellite galax-
ies. The observed upturn in the number of old
galaxies in the faint end, which suggests that the
stellar masses in these galaxies are proportional
to their halo masses, indicates that star forma-
tion and feedback efficiencies are independent of
halo mass during the formation of these galaxies.
This implies that the faint-end slope of the lumi-
nosity/stellar mass function of high-z galaxies is
steep with a ~ —1.8, a prediction that can be
tested by JWST observations of low-mass galax-
ies (M, < 109°Mg) at high z. The presence of a

well-defined characteristic mass at M, ~ 109'51\/[@
in the old population fraction of satellites in halos
of all masses indicates that the quenching of star
formation is closely related to the formation and
properties of galaxies, rather than their current
environments.
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