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ABSTRACT
Galaxy pairs constitute the initial building blocks of galaxy evolution, which is driven through merger events and interactions.
Thus, the analysis of these systems can be valuable in understanding galaxy evolution and studying structure formation. In this
work, we present a new publicly available catalogue of close galaxy pairs identified using photometric redshifts provided by
the Physics of the Accelerating Universe Survey (PAUS). To efficiently detect them we take advantage of the high-precision
photo−𝑧 (𝜎68 < 0.02) and apply an identification algorithm previously tested using simulated data. This algorithm considers
the projected distance between the galaxies (𝑟𝑝 < 50 kpc), the projected velocity difference (Δ𝑉 < 3500 km/s) and an isolation
criterion to obtain the pair sample. We applied this technique to the total sample of galaxies provided by PAUS and to a subset
with high-quality redshift estimates. Finally, the most relevant result we achieved was determining the mean mass for several
subsets of galaxy pairs selected according to their total luminosity, colour and redshift, using galaxy-galaxy lensing estimates.
For pairs selected from the total sample of PAUS with a mean 𝑟−band luminosity 1010.6ℎ−2𝐿�, we obtain a mean mass of
𝑀200 = 1012.2ℎ−1𝑀�, compatible with the mass-luminosity ratio derived for elliptical galaxies. We also study the mass-to-light
ratio 𝑀/𝐿 as a function of the luminosity 𝐿 and find a lower 𝑀/𝐿 (or steeper slope with 𝐿) for pairs than the one extrapolated
from the measurements in groups and galaxy clusters.

Key words: Galaxies: groups: general – Galaxies: halos – Gravitational lensing: weak

1 INTRODUCTION

The current cosmological paradigm assumes that galaxies form by
baryon condensation within the potential wells defined by the colli-
sionless collapse of dark matter halos (White & Rees 1978). These
halos are expected to evolve according to the hierarchical formation
scenario, in which smaller halos merge to form larger and larger
ones in a ‘bottom-up’ fashion. In this context, galaxy pairs can pro-
vide valuable information about the early formation stages of more
numerous systems. Particularly, close galaxy pairs (e.g., projected
distances 𝑟p ≤ 50 ℎ−1 kpc) are ideal places to study the interactions
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08193 Barcelona (Barcelona), Spain.
† E-mail: ejgonzalez@unc.edu.ar
‡ facundo.rodriguez@unc.edu.ar

between galaxies that play a key role in galaxy evolution and their
physical properties (Toomre & Toomre 1972; Alonso et al. 2004;
Hernández-Toledo et al. 2005; Alonso et al. 2007; Woods & Geller
2007; Ellison et al. 2010; Mesa et al. 2014; Patton et al. 2016).
Since these systems constitute the primordial bricks in galaxy evo-

lution through merger events and interactions, galaxy pairs can also
be studied to test different cosmological paradigms. It is important to
take into account that galaxies do not evolve as isolated systems but as
a part of the complex network that constitutes the cosmic web (Bond
et al. 1996). Galaxy interactions canmodify themass distribution and
morphology of galaxies and trigger star formation activity, varying
in turn the observable galaxy properties (Das et al. 2021; Garduño
et al. 2021). Therefore, the study of galaxy pairs can be important
to better understand the colour distributions of observed galaxies,
which is relevant in the calibration of cosmological tests that make
use of subsets of galaxies targeted according to their colour, such as
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2 E. J. Gonzalez et al.

the Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI; DESI Collabora-
tion et al. 2016; Abareshi et al. 2022). Moreover galaxy pairs can be
useful to test the ΛCDM paradigm, since obtaining the intervelocity
distribution (Pawlowski et al. 2022), analysing the magnitude gap
and its evolution (Ostriker et al. 2019) or the study of the galaxy
pair fraction can be used to constrain this cosmological scenario
(Robotham et al. 2014; Huško et al. 2022).
In view of the relevance of the galaxy pairs in the study of galaxy

formation and cosmology, having a reliable sample of these systems
is important as a starting point to analyse them in depth. Galaxy
pair catalogues are generally built considering a limiting velocity
difference, Δ𝑉 , computed according to spectroscopic redshifts, and a
limiting projected distance between the member galaxies, 𝑟p (Lam-
bas et al. 2003; Lambas et al. 2012; Robotham et al. 2014; Ferreras
et al. 2017; Nottale & Chamaraux 2018). However, this identification
methodology requires spectroscopic information. One of the main
challenges in cosmology today is obtaining large samples with accu-
rate and precise redshifts. At present, high-resolution spectroscopy
is inadequate to deal with the large volumes explored by modern
wide-field galaxy surveys, given that this observational method is
expensive in telescope time.
Photometric redshift (photo−𝑧) estimates thus emerge as an alter-

native tomeaningfully expand the samples used to study the evolution
of large-scale structure (an updated description of photo−𝑧 methods
can be found in Salvato et al. 2019). In particular, the Physics of the
AcceleratingUniverse Survey (PAUS; Benítez et al. 2009;Martí et al.
2014; Tonello et al. 2019; Padilla et al. 2019; Serrano et al. 2022)
is a project designed for acquiring high-quality photo−𝑧 measure-
ments by combining the data of 40 narrow-band photometric filters
with existing broad-band photometry. The low-resolution spectra
from PAUS yield up to one order-of-magnitude improvements in the
precision of photo−𝑧, as compared with broad-band-only estimates
(Hildebrandt et al. 2012;Martí et al. 2014; Hoyle et al. 2018; Cabayol
et al. 2019; Eriksen et al. 2019; Alarcon et al. 2020; Cabayol-Garcia
et al. 2020; Cabayol et al. 2022; Soo et al. 2021; Alarcon et al. 2021).
The data products of this survey have been used in the analysis of
many astrophysical process, such as themeasurement of galaxy prop-
erties (Tortorelli et al. 2021; Renard et al. 2022), and cosmological
studies such as the study of intrinsic alignments, clustering (Johnston
et al. 2021) and cosmic shear (van den Busch et al. 2022).
Identifying galaxy pairs using only photometric information is

difficult given the uncertainty of redshift estimates that leads to biased
catalogues because of projection effects. However, Rodriguez et al.
(2020) presented an algorithm to find close galaxy pairs using a
high-precision photometric redshift catalogue (𝜎68 < 0.02), which
was assessed using MICE-GC1 simulation (Fosalba et al. 2015b;
Carretero et al. 2015; Fosalba et al. 2015a; Crocce et al. 2015).
The results demonstrated that this procedure allows to identify these
systems with a purity and a completeness of the sample higher than
0.8, successfully reproducing the distribution of total luminosity and
mass of truly bound galaxy pairs residing in the same dark matter
halo.
In addition to the galaxy systems identification, determining the

masses of the dark matter halos in which they reside provides us
with relevant information for understanding the connection between
the baryonic and the dark matter content in these systems and the
evolution of this relationship. Since galaxy pairs are an intermedi-
ate stage in the passage from halos containing one galaxy to those

1 More details of this simulation can be found at http://maia.ice.cat/
mice/.

containing many-member systems, mass estimates of the host halo
can contribute to the understanding of the joint evolution of galaxies
and groups. This information is important, for example, in the Halo
Occupation Distribution (HOD) context to link the average number
of galaxies residing in a halo to its mass (e.g. Cooray & Sheth 2002;
Zheng et al. 2005; Yang et al. 2007; Rodriguez et al. 2015; Rodriguez
& Merchán 2020).
One technique that has been demonstrated to be very efficient in

obtaining the total mass of galaxy systems is weak gravitational lens-
ing (e.g. Wegner & Heymans 2011; Dietrich et al. 2012; Jauzac et al.
2012; Umetsu et al. 2014; Jullo et al. 2014; Gonzalez et al. 2016;
Gonzalez et al. 2018; Rodriguez et al. 2020; Gonzalez et al. 2021b).
In particular weak-lensing stacking techniques have proved to be a
powerful strategy that allows measuring the mean mass of the galaxy
systems that are combined in the procedure (e.g. Leauthaud et al.
2010; Melchior 2013; Rykoff et al. 2008; Foëx et al. 2014; Chalela
et al. 2017, 2018; Pereira et al. 2018; Gonzalez et al. 2021b). These
techniques boost the lensing signal by artificially increasing the den-
sity of lensed galaxies from which the estimators are obtained. Thus,
they allow obtaining the mean mass of low-richness galaxy systems
which are likely to reside in low-mass halos (< 1013.5𝑀�) and from
which the individual lensing signal is undetected. In particular, these
techniques have been successfully applied in recovering the mean
mass of galaxy pairs, finding general agreement with HOD predic-
tions and other works that link mass to luminosity (Gonzalez et al.
2019). Moreover, in Rodriguez et al. (2020) it was shown that the
total mass-luminosity relation of the identified galaxy pairs can be
properly recovered using this technique in observational data.
In this work we identify close pairs of galaxies using the photo−𝑧

provided by PAUS. We apply the identification algorithm assessed
in Rodriguez et al. (2020) to obtain the pair catalogue and then
we determine the mean masses for several subsets of the identified
systems using weak-lensing stacking techniques. Finally, we also
describe some characteristics of the close pairs of galaxies and the
dependence of their mass on some of their properties, in particular
we inspect the mass-luminosity ratio obtained for the analysed pair
subsets. Ourwork is organised as follows:we describe PAUSphoto−𝑧
catalogue in Sec. 2; the identification procedure and the general
properties of the pair catalogue are presented in Sec. 3; we describe
the lensing analysis and how the masses are determined for different
galaxy pair subsets in Sec. 4; resultant masses are compared with the
mean pair luminosity in Sec. 5 and finally we discuss and summarise
our results in Sec. 6. We make publicly available our pair galaxy
catalogue through the the CosmoHub platform2 (Carretero et al.
2017; Tallada et al. 2020). The description of the released data is
described in appendix A.

2 PAU SURVEY DATA

PAUS is a narrow-band photometric wide-field galaxy survey con-
ducted at the William Herschel Telescope in the Observatorio del
Roque de Los Muchachos in La Palma (Canary Islands, Spain). The
survey is carried out using the PAU camera (PAUCam Castilla et al.
2012; Castander et al. 2012; Padilla et al. 2016, 2019), an 18 CCDs
camera that covers about 1 square degree of the sky, and reaches a
limiting 𝑖−band magnitude of ∼ 23. The novelty of PAUCam resides
in its set of 40 narrow-band filters spanning the range 4500-8500 Å

2 https://cosmohub.pic.es/home
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Close galaxy pairs identification and analysis 3

with a width of 130 Å and equally spaced at 100 Å (Eriksen et al.
2019).
The target fields covered by PAUS are the COSMOS field (Scov-

ille et al. 2007), the CFHTLS3 (Cuillandre et al. 2012; Hudelot
et al. 2012) ‘W1’, ‘W3’ and ‘W4’ fields and GAMA (Driver et al.
2022) ‘G09’ field that overlaps theKiDS survey (Kuĳken et al. 2019).
CFHTLenS (Hildebrandt et al. 2012;Heymans et al. 2012, further de-
scription of this catalogue is provided in 4.1.1) and KiDS catalogues
are references from which PAUS forced photometry is performed
(Serrano et al. 2022). Since they are deeper than PAUS, it ensures the
completeness in the identification. The broad band magnitudes pro-
vided by these catalogues are also used in the photo−𝑧 computation.
In particular in this work, we use the data from the ‘W1’and ‘W3’
regions. We do not take into account COSMOS and W4 since they
are too small (1.8 and 0.2 deg2, respectively). In the case of G09, we
discard this field from the analysis for consistency in the broad-band
photometry. Moreover, the KiDS lensing catalogue is shallower than
CFHTLS and the inclusion of the pairs identified in this field does
not significantly improve the lensing analysis.
The photometric redshifts for the objects identified in each of

these fields are computed via the code BCNz2 (Eriksen et al. 2019,
Navarro-Gironés et al. in preparation),which is a template-based pho-
tometric redshift code. BCNz2 is specifically designed to deal with
the 40 narrow-bands filters of PAUS and the CFHTLS broad bands.
The final products of BCNz2 are the photometric redshifts of the
catalogue, the redshift probability distribution 𝑝(𝑧) and some pho-
tometric redshift quality parameters. For a more detailed description
of the methodology applied to compute the photometric redshifts,
refer to Eriksen et al. (2019). With this procedure, PAUS achieves
photometric redshifts with a precision of 𝜎(𝑧)RMS ' 0.0035(1 +𝑧)
for the 50% of galaxies in the COSMOS field based on a photometric
quality cut with 𝑖 < 22.5 (Martí et al. 2014; Eriksen et al. 2019).
The performance of the photometric redshift can be quantified

through the quality indicator, Qz, introduced by Brammer et al.
(2008):

Qz ≡ 𝜒2

𝑁f − 3

(
𝑧99quant − 𝑧1quant
ODDS

)
, (1)

where 𝜒2 is the chi-square of the fit to the SED templates, 𝑁f is the
number of used filters (narrow bands and broad bands) and 𝑧1quant and
𝑧99quant are the 1 and 99 percentiles of the posterior distributions 𝑝(𝑧),
respectively. ODDS is another quality parameter which accounts for
the 𝑝(𝑧) around the photometric redshift peak, 𝑧b, and it is defined
as:

ODDS ≡
∫ 𝑧b+Δ𝑧

𝑧b−Δ𝑧
d𝑧 𝑝(𝑧), (2)

where Δ𝑧 is an interval around the peak and it is set to 0.01 to match
the narrow PDFs in PAUS. We choose Qz to characterise the redshift
quality because it is an hybrid quantity of other quality indicators,
then it is useful to characterise the photo−𝑧 performance that can be
affected by many problems (for further details see Brammer et al.
2008)
Galaxy pairs are identified after removing objects considered as

stars and bad quality objects according to the masks. We consider
for the identification only the galaxies within a redshift range of
0.2 < 𝑧 < 0.6 following Rodriguez et al. (2020), which is called the

3 CFHTLS catalog query page: https://www.cfht.hawaii.edu/
Science/CFHTLS/

Figure 1.Spatial distribution of the ’W1’ and ’W3’ fields used for the analysis.
In black, the positions of the sources used for the lensing analysis from the
CFHTLenS catalogue (see 4.1.1).

Total sample. Figure 1 shows the sky distribution of the galaxies from
this sample in the wide fields used for the analysis. We also show the
overlap with the sources selected for the lensing analysis (see 4.1.1).
Besides the Total sample, we also consider a galaxy subset with
a higher quality in the redshift estimates, named the Gold sample.
This sample is obtained by applying a cut in Qz, selecting the 25%
of the objects with better photometric redshifts. We also show in
Table 1 the 𝜎68, the number of galaxies used for the analysis and the
mean redshift for the samples analysed. 𝜎68 is defined as half of the
difference between the two central quartiles of the |𝑧b − 𝑧s |/(1 + 𝑧s)
distribution, where 𝑧s are the spectroscopic redshifts used to validate
the photo−𝑧 performance, which were extracted from several surveys
such as DEEP2 and VIPERS (for more details see Navarro-Gironés
et al., in preparation). Obtained 𝜎68 are in agreement with the results
presented in Eriksen et al. (2019) and are lower for the Gold sample
than for the Total sample, as expected.
For the pair identification we use CFHTLenS 𝑟−band photometry

to perform the magnitude cuts and PAUS photo−𝑧 estimates to com-
pute Δ𝑉 . The absolute magnitudes provided by the CFHTLenS have
𝑘−corrections computed using the CFHTLenS provided redshift ap-
plying the LePhare code (Arnouts et al. 2002) and the technique
presented by Ilbert et al. (2010). Although this approach is not accu-
rate since 𝑘−corrections are redshift-dependent, we do not expect this
election to have a significant effect in the analysis, given that the in-
troduced uncertainties due to the low redshift precision are expected
to be large in the computation of these corrections. Nevertheless, to
check that the CFHTLS magnitudes do not bias our results we com-
puted absolute magnitude CIGALE SED fitting code (Boquien et al.
2019) using PAUS photo−𝑧 and narrow-band photometry comple-
mented by CFHTLenS broad-band photometry (Renard et al. 2022;
Tortorelli et al. 2021; Johnston et al. 2021, Siudek et al. in prepara-
tion). We found a mean difference between CFHTLenS 𝑘−corrected
magnitudes and PAUS absolute magnitudes of 0.04 which is less than
typical error of the absolute magnitude estimations.
Fig. 2 shows the distributions of the 𝑟−band absolute magnitude

(𝑀𝑟 ), the 𝑟 − 𝑖 colour (𝑀𝑟 − 𝑀𝑖) and the photo−𝑧 (𝑧) for the Total
sample and the Gold sample, together with the distributions for the
identified pairs that will be better discussed in 3.2. PAUS galaxies
included in the Gold sample are more luminous objects and located
at lower redshifts than those in the Total sample. This is expected
since the determination of the photo−𝑧 using BCNz2 is more efficient
for brighter and low redshift objects than for fainter and deeper ones.

MNRAS 000, 1–13 (2022)
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Figure 2. Normalised 𝑟−band absolute magnitude (𝑀𝑟 , left panels), colour (𝑀𝑟 − 𝑀𝑖 , middle panels) and photo−𝑧 (𝑧, right panels) distributions for the
galaxies in PAUS Total sample (upper panels) and Gold sample in solid grey bars. Unfilled distributions of magnitude and colours in solid and dashed lines
correspond to the brightest and faintest galaxy members of the identified pairs, respectively. Unfilled distributions of redshift correspond to the redshift assigned
to the identified pairs. Absolute magnitudes for PAUS galaxies and the pair members are computed considering the photo−𝑧 provided by PAUS and the assigned
pair redshift, respectively. Vertical lines indicate the median values, following the same colour and style code for each distribution.

Table 1. 𝜎68 of the quantity |𝑧b − 𝑧s |/(1+ 𝑧b) , number of galaxies and mean
redshift of the samples in each field.

Field 𝜎68 𝑁gal 〈𝑧 〉

Total sample W1 0.019 94687 0.404
W3 0.020 221316 0.414

Gold sample W1 0.0028 33222 0.380
W3 0.0029 74694 0.392

3 CLOSE GALAXY PAIRS

3.1 Galaxy pair identification

In order to identify the galaxy pairs, we implement the procedure
presented in Rodriguez et al. (2020), which is based on a similar ap-
proach as those based on spectroscopic surveys but considering the
uncertainties of the photometric redshift estimates. This algorithm
was assessed using galaxymocks taking into account the expected un-
certainties in high-precision photometric redshift surveys like PAUS.
The galaxy pairs identification is based on the traditional approach
of linking galaxies that are close according to the projected distance,
𝑟p, and with a limiting velocity difference, Δ𝑉 , computed according
to PAUS photometric redshifts. This is performed by constraining
the parameters 𝑟p and Δ𝑉 , respectively. Furthermore, the algorithm
considers that the pair has at least one galaxy brighter than a cer-
tain magnitude threshold, impose a limiting magnitude difference
between the members (Δ𝑚) and applies an isolation criterion. These
combined criteria ensure the identification of galaxy pairs whose
members have comparable masses discarding, in turn, those that are
part of a larger system.
The procedure starts with the selection of possible pair centres,

by considering only the galaxies brighter than a 𝑟−band absolute

Figure 3. Galaxy pairs identification schema. For implementing the algo-
rithm in this work, we set the values of 𝑟p = 50 kpc and Δ𝑣 = 3500 km/s.
In addition, the pairs must have at least one galaxy brighter than -19.5 in
absolute magnitude of SDSS 𝑟−band and a magnitude difference between
their members Δ𝑚 < 2. The schema is only illustrative and the proportions
are not to scale.

magnitude of 𝑀𝑟 − 5 log ℎ = −19.5. Then, we search for another
galaxy fainter than the potential centre, within a projected radius
𝑟p = 50 kpc and a given velocity difference, Δ𝑉 , that depends on
the photometric redshift error. Considering the uncertainties in the
photo−𝑧 samples used and following Rodriguez et al. (2020), we set
a criterion of Δ𝑉 ≤ 3500 km/s. Besides, the sample is restricted to
those systems that also satisfy an apparent magnitude difference of
Δ𝑚 < 2 between their members. Finally, an isolation criterion is
applied by requiring that no other galaxy lies within 5 𝑟𝑝 . A schema

MNRAS 000, 1–13 (2022)



Close galaxy pairs identification and analysis 5

Figure 4. Examples of six identified galaxy pairs. Each panel is a 0.004-degree sideways RGB image resulting from combining 𝑖−, 𝑔−, and 𝑟−band data frames.
The correspondent photometric redshift, 𝑧𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟 , projected angular, 𝑑, and physical, 𝑟p, distances are: (a) 𝑧𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟 = 0.589, 𝑑 = 3.044′′, 𝑟𝑝 = 32.85ℎ−1kpc, (b)
𝑧𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟 = 0.395, 𝑑 = 6.424′′, 𝑟𝑝 = 47.10ℎ−1kpc, (c) 𝑧𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟 = 0.513, 𝑑 = 5.243′′, 𝑟𝑝 = 49.36ℎ−1kpc, (d) 𝑧𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟 = 0.381, 𝑑 = 6.426′′, 𝑟𝑝 = 46.54ℎ−1kpc, (e)
𝑧𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟 = 0.566, 𝑑 = 2.892′′, 𝑟𝑝 = 27.02ℎ−1kpc; (f) 𝑧𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟 = 0.454, 𝑑 = 3.933′′, 𝑟𝑝 = 34.38ℎ−1kpc

10 20 30 40 50
rp[kpc]

n

24 23 22 21 20
Mpair

r

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
L2/L1

Total sample
Gold sample

Figure 5. Normalised distributions of the projected distances, 𝑟p, absolute total 𝑟−band magnitudes, 𝑀pair
𝑟 , and luminosity ratio, 𝐿2/𝐿1, for the pairs in the

Total and Gold samples of galaxies (purple and orange solid lines, respectively).

of the identification is shown in Fig 3. The assigned redshift to the
pair system, 𝑧pair, is computed as the average of the galaxy mem-
ber photometric redshifts. Then, we recompute absolute magnitudes
using PAUS photo−𝑧 and then considering the assigned redshift to
the pair after the identification to obtain the total luminosity of the
system.

After implementing the algorithmdescribed above,we obtain 2282
pairs using the PAUs Total sample of galaxies and 1114 pairs identi-
fied using the Gold sample. To illustrate how the identified systems
look like, we show images of six found galaxy pairs from the Total
sample in Fig. 4. Each panel is a 0.004 degree RGB image composed

of 𝑖−, 𝑔− and 𝑟−band data taken from the Hyper Suprime-Cam Sub-
aru Strategic Program Public Data Release4 that overlaps with the
‘W1’ field. Taking into account the identification process, they are
all close pairs. These images help us to exemplify this and to be more
confident in the identification procedure. It allows us to see that some
systems, such as (e) and (f), show signs of interaction between the
members.

4 The images were downloaded from https://hsc-release.mtk.nao.
ac.jp/.
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6 E. J. Gonzalez et al.

Table 2. Number of galaxy pairs in each sub-sample selected according to
their physical properties.

Sub-sample Total sample Gold sample

all pairs 2282 1114
𝑀
pair
𝑟 < −22.5 338 326

𝑀
pair
𝑟 ≥ −22.5 1944 788
𝑧 < 0.4 852 588
𝑧 ≥ 0.4 1430 526

𝐿2/𝐿1 < 0.5 1251 542
𝐿2/𝐿1 ≥ 0.5 1031 572
blue pairs 1103 534
red pairs 1179 580

24 23 22 21 20
Mpair

r

0.0
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0.4

0.5
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M
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ir
r
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0 50
N

Figure 6. Colour-magnitude diagram for the pairs selected from the Total
sample of galaxies. The black solid line is a linear fit of the pair median
colours in𝑀pair

𝑟 bins. Pink and light-blue dots correspond to the red and blue
pair sub-samples, respectively. Lateral and upper panels show the distributions
of colour and magnitude of these sub-samples.

3.2 Galaxy pair properties

In Fig. 2 we show the distributions of 𝑟−band magnitudes, 𝑟 − 𝑖
colours and photometric redshifts of PAUS Total andGold sample of
galaxies (solid grey distributions), together with the distributions for
the galaxy pair members identified in each sample (unfilled colour
distributions). Similar properties such as the observed for the com-
plete sample of galaxies are obtained for the members of the galaxy
pairs identified.
In Fig. 5 we show the total absolute magnitude in the 𝑟−band,

𝑀
pair
𝑟 = −2.5 log (𝐿1 + 𝐿2), where 𝐿2 and 𝐿1 correspond to the

𝑟−band luminosity of the faintest and the brightest galaxy of the pair
system, and the luminosity ratio of the members of identified pairs,
𝐿2/𝐿1. Pairs from Gold sample are more luminous and include a
lower fraction of pairs with lower 𝐿2/𝐿1, i.e. higher Δ𝑚 values, than
those identified using the Total sample of galaxies. Our derived lu-
minosity ratios correspond to a mean magnitude gap, 〈Δ𝑚〉, of 0.88
and 0.83 for the pairs in the Total and the Gold sample, respectively.

This gap is lower than observed for galaxy systems in simulations
(〈Δ𝑚〉 > 1.5 Ostriker et al. 2019) given that we are imposing a
limiting gap of 2.0 through the identification. Moreover, we are iden-
tifying close galaxy pairs of similar magnitudes, thus we are mainly
detecting the systems in the pre-merging phase of the main compo-
nent with the secondary one, which is one of the main sources that
is expected to increase the observed gap.
Pairs are also classified as red and blue according to their position

in the colour-magnitude diagram, as shown in Fig. 6. We split the
sample of pairs into ten percentiles of absolute magnitude and com-
pute the median colour for each bin. Then, we fit a linear function to
the obtained median values. Red (blue) pairs are those with higher
(lower) colours than the values given by the fitted function. With this
procedure, we obtain pair sub-samples classified according to the
colour with similar total luminosity distributions. We highlight that
this classification, in fact, selects the redder and bluer pairs of the
obtained catalogue which may not be complete or do not have bal-
anced colours. We take into account the 𝑟 − 𝑖 colour instead of other
more commonly used colour definitions, such as 𝑔 − 𝑟 (e.g., Patton
et al. 2011; Rodriguez et al. 2015; Gonzalez et al. 2018) or 𝑢 − 𝑟
(e.g., Pérez et al. 2005; Das et al. 2022) since our analysis includes
higher redshift systems than those included in previous works. A
further inspection of the pair properties related with the colour will
be performed in a following work.
To analyse the dependence between the total mass of the systems

and their properties, we split the samples into sub-sets as speci-
fied in Table 2. The cuts selected are also inspired by the previous
study presented in Rodriguez et al. (2020). We modify the threshold
adopted for the total magnitude and luminosity ratio sub-sets since
the distributions differ significantly from the predicted according to
the simulated data. This can be the result of a lack of the mock
catalogue in reproducing the properties of these particular systems.
However, the predicted mass-luminosity ratio for the analysed pairs
is in agreement with the expected according to the simulated data
(see 5.2).

4 LENSING MASS ESTIMATES

4.1 Lensing analysis

The gravitational lensing effect is generated by the presence of a grav-
itational potential, called lens, which bundles the light of the sources
that are behind this potential. This effect introduces a distortion in the
shapes of extended luminous sources, such as background galaxies,
that can be related to the projected surface density distribution of the
lens, such as a galaxy system. In particular, the effect introduced at
larger distances from the galaxy system centre, which is related to
the weak-lensing regime, traces the mass distribution at the outskirts
and provides information on the total halo mass content that hosts the
galaxy system. The introduced distortion in the shapes of background
galaxies can be quantified by their measured ellipticity, 𝜖 , and related
to the complex shear parameter, 𝛾.
However, the main drawback of weak-lensing studies is that the

observed distortion is very small and is combined with the intrinsic
galaxy shape, thus, it can only be accounted for using a statistical ap-
proach. Essentially, the strategy consists of averaging the ellipticities
of many sources at roughly the same distance from the galaxy system
centre, considering a radial isotropic mass distribution. By assuming
that the intrinsic ellipticities are randomly orientated, the averaged
ellipticity parameter is related only with the shear, 〈𝑒〉 = 𝛾, which
is in turn related to the contrast density distribution, ΔΣ, through
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(Bartelmann 1995):

𝛾t (𝑟) × Σcrit = Σ̄(< 𝑟) − Σ̄(𝑟) ≡ ΔΣ(𝑟). (3)

Here 𝛾t (𝑟) is the tangential component of the shear at a projected
distance from the centre of the mass distribution, 𝑟, Σ̄(< 𝑟) and Σ̄(𝑟)
are the azimuthally averaged projected surface density distribution
within a disk and within a ring of distance 𝑟 , respectively. Σcrit is
the critical density which can be obtained according to the observer-
source-lens distances as:

Σcrit =
𝑐2

4𝜋G
𝐷OS

𝐷OL𝐷LS
, (4)

where 𝐷OL, 𝐷OS, and 𝐷LS are the angular diameter distances from
the observer to the lens, from the observer to the source and from the
lens to the source, respectively. On the other hand, the averaged cross-
component of the shear, 𝛾×, defined as the component tilted at 𝜋/4
relative to the tangential component, should be zero and commonly
used as a null test to check for the presence of systematics in the data.
One of the main sources of noise introduced in the analysis is

known as ‘shape noise’ and it is proportional to the inverse square
root of the number of source galaxies, 𝑁𝑆 . This introduced noise
can be lowered by applying stacking techniques, which artificially
increases 𝑁𝑆 by combining many lenses. This allows us to derive
an average projected density distribution of the combined lenses
with a higher signal-to-noise ratio. The details on this procedure and
how it can be applied to derive the total masses of galaxy pairs are
presented in Gonzalez et al. (2019) and Rodriguez et al. (2020). Here
we briefly describe the lens catalogue used for the analysis and the
fitting procedure applied to derive the masses.

4.1.1 Source galaxy catalogue and contrast density profile

To perform the lensing analysis we use the public CFHTLenS weak
lensing catalogues. These catalogues are based on observations pro-
vided by the multiband survey (𝑢∗, 𝑔′, 𝑟 ′, 𝑖′, 𝑧′), CFHT Legacy Sur-
vey. The galaxy catalogue includes the shape measurements obtained
using the lensfit algorithm (Miller et al. 2007; Kitching et al. 2008)
applied on the 𝑖−band, with a resultant weighted galaxy source den-
sity of ∼ 15.1 arcmin−2. It also includes photometric redshifts esti-
mated using the BPZ algorithm (Benítez 2000; Coe et al. 2006). See
Hildebrandt et al. (2012); Heymans et al. (2012); Miller et al. (2013);
Erben et al. (2013) for further details regarding this shear catalogue.
CFHTLS spans over 154 deg2 distributed in four separate patches:
W1, W2, W3 and W4 (63.8, 22.6, 44.2 and 23.3 deg2, respectively).
W1 and W3 fully overlaps W1 and W3 PAUS fields (see Fig. 1).
For our analysis, we have only included galaxies considering the

following lensfit parameters cuts: MASK ≤ 1, FITCLASS = 0 and
𝑤 > 0. HereMASK is a masking flag, FITCLASS is a flag parameter
that is set to 0 when the source is classified as a galaxy and 𝑤 is a
weight parameter that takes into account errors on the shape mea-
surements and the intrinsic shape noise (see details in Miller et al.
2013). Our lensing study is performed following Miller et al. (2013),
by applying the additive calibration correction factors for the ellip-
ticity components provided for each catalogue and a multiplicative
shear calibration factor to the combined sample of galaxies.
For each galaxy pair located at a photometric redshift 𝑧pair, we

select the sources taking into account Z_BEST > 𝑧pair + 0.3 and
ODDS_BEST > 0.5, where Z_BEST is the photometric redshift
estimated for each galaxy, and ODDS_BEST is a parameter that
expresses the quality of Z_BEST and takes values from 0 to 1. In this
selection, we only include those galaxies with Z_BEST up to 1.2.
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Figure 7. Boost factor derived according to the contamination fraction, 𝑓𝑠 ,
computed as the excess in the radial density distribution of the background
galaxies selected for the stacked pair sub-samples.

The stacked contrast density profile is obtained by combining the
sample of analysed pairs as:

〈ΔΣ〉(𝑟) =
∑𝑁L

𝑗=1
∑𝑁S,j
𝑖=1 𝜔LS,ijΣcrit,𝑖 𝑗𝑒t,𝑖 𝑗∑𝑁L
𝑗=1

∑𝑁S,j
𝑖=1 𝜔LS,ij

, (5)

where 𝜔LS,ij is the inverse variance weight computed according to
the weight, 𝜔𝑖 𝑗 , given by the 𝑙𝑒𝑛𝑠fit algorithm for each background
galaxy, 𝜔LS,ij = 𝜔𝑖 𝑗/Σ2crit,𝑖 𝑗 . 𝑁L is the number of galaxy pairs con-
sidered for the stacking and 𝑁S,j the number of background galaxies
located at a distance 𝑟 ± 𝛿𝑟 from the 𝑗 th pair. Σcrit,𝑖 𝑗 is the critical
density for the 𝑖−th background galaxy of the 𝑗−th pair.We obtain the
profiles by binning the background galaxies in 15 non-overlapping
log-spaced 𝑟 bins, from 100ℎ−1kpc up to 10ℎ−1Mpc. For each radial
bin errors are computed by bootstrapping the lensing signal using
100 realisations.
Errors in the photometric redshifts can lead to the inclusion in

the background galaxy sample of foreground or galaxy satellites that
belong to the pair system. These galaxies are unlensed and result
in an underestimated density contrast, which is called the dilution
effect. In order to take this effect into account, the ΔΣ̃ measurement
can be boosted to recover the corrected signal by using the so-called
boost-factor (e.g., Kneib et al. 2003; Applegate et al. 2014; Simet
et al. 2017; Leauthaud et al. 2017; Melchior et al. 2017; Varga et al.
2019): 1/(1 − 𝑓𝑠), where 𝑓𝑠 is the contamination fraction and it is
expected to be higher in the inner radial bins where the contamination
by low brightness satellites is more significant. We compute 𝑓𝑠 by
using a similar approach as the one presented in Hoekstra (2007).
Since a non-contaminated background galaxy sample will present
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a constant density for all the considered radial bins, by computing
the excess in the density at each considered radial bin we obtain an
estimated value of 𝑓𝑠 . This excess is computed taking into account
the background galaxy density obtained for the average of the 2 last
radial bins, where the contamination of unlensed galaxies is expected
to be negligible. By doing so, we obtain the 𝑓𝑠 (𝑟) fraction, which
is included in the analysis. In Fig. 7 we show the radial boost factor
computed for each stacked galaxy pair sub-sample. In general, there
is an excess in the density of background galaxies of about 10%. This
is indicating that there are other fainter satellites associated with the
pair system identified.
We also take into account a noise bias factor correction as sug-

gested by Miller et al. (2013), which considers the multiplicative
shear calibration factor𝑚(𝜈SN, 𝑙) provided by lensfit, where 𝜈SN and
𝑙 are the signal-to-noise of the shape measurement and the shape of
the galaxy, respectively. We compute:

1 + 𝐾 (𝑧L) =
∑𝑁L

𝑗=1
∑𝑁S, 𝑗
𝑖=1 𝜔LS,𝑖 𝑗 (1 + 𝑚(𝜈SN,𝑖 𝑗 , 𝑙𝑖 𝑗 ))∑𝑁L

𝑗=1
∑𝑁S,j
𝑖=1 𝜔LS,𝑖 𝑗

(6)

and following Velander et al. (2014); Hudson et al. (2015); Shan et al.
(2017); Leauthaud et al. (2017); Pereira et al. (2018) we compute the
corrected profile multiplying them by a factor (1 + 𝐾 (𝑧L))−1.
Taking the corrections into account we obtain the calibrated esti-

mator as:

E
(
𝑓𝑠 (𝑟)〈ΔΣ〉(𝑟)
1 + 𝐾 (𝑧L)

)
= ΔΣ(𝑟), (7)

4.1.2 Modelling and fitting procedure

We model the derived contrast density distributions by considering
a sum of two terms:

ΔΣ = ΔΣ1h + ΔΣ2h. (8)

ΔΣ1h is related with the main halo component, while ΔΣ2h is called
the 2-halo term component and is related with the neighbouringmass
distribution.
The main halo component is modelled considering a

Navarro–Frenk–White (NFW hereafter, Navarro et al. 1997) pro-
file. According to this model, the 3D radial density distribution of a
halo can be described by:

𝜌1h (𝑟) =
𝜌crit𝛿𝑐

(𝑟/𝑟𝑠) (1 + 𝑟/𝑟𝑠)2
, (9)

where 𝑟𝑠 is the scale radius and 𝜌crit is the critical density of the
Universe at the halo redshift. 𝛿𝑐 is the characteristic overdensity

𝛿𝑐 =
200
3

𝑐3200
ln(1 + 𝑐200) − 𝑐200/(1 + 𝑐200)

. (10)

𝑐200 = 𝑟Δ/𝑟𝑠 is the halo concentration and 𝑟200 is the radius that en-
closes a mean overdensity of 200 × 𝜌crit. The mass enclosed within
𝑟200 is 𝑀200 = 200 𝜌crit (4/3)𝜋 𝑟3200. Thus, the whole mass distri-
bution can be modelled by setting only two parameters: 𝑀200 and
𝑐200.
The 2-halo term affects mainly at larger radial scales introducing

an excess in the halo mass distribution due to the neighbouring halos
and depends on the mass of the main halo component, 𝑀200. The 3D
density distribution related with this term is obtained considering the
halo-matter correlation function, 𝜉hm, as:

𝜌2h (𝑟) = 𝜌m𝜉hm = 𝜌critΩ𝑚 (1 + 𝑧)3𝑏(𝑀200, 〈𝑧〉)𝜉mm (11)

where 𝜌𝑚 is the mean density of the Universe (𝜌𝑚 = 𝜌critΩ𝑚 (1 +
𝑧)3) and the halo-matter correlation function is related with the
matter-matter correlation function through the halo bias (𝜉hm =

𝑏(𝑀200, 〈𝑧〉)𝜉mm, Seljak & Warren 2004). We compute this by
adopting Tinker et al. (2010) model calibration.
Both contrast density profiles, ΔΣ1h and ΔΣ2h, are obtained using

COLOSSUS5 astrophysics toolkit (Diemer 2018), which are com-
puted by projecting the defined 3D density distributions, 𝜌1h (Eq. 9)
and 𝜌2h (Eq. 11), respectively. Given that there is a well-known rela-
tion between the mass and the concentration, the lack of information
in the inner regions of the density distribution could lead to biased
results due to a poorly constrained concentration. Taking this into
account, we adopt a similar approach as in other lensing studies (van
Uitert et al. 2012; Kettula et al. 2015; Pereira et al. 2018; Gonzalez
et al. 2021a) and fix the concentration using the relation with mass
and redshift given by Diemer & Joyce (2019).
Computed profiles (Eq. 7) are fitted from 300 kpc/ℎ to avoid

the inner regions that could be affected by a stellar mass contri-
bution of the central galaxies. Moreover, these regions are more
affected by the background selection and the increased scatter due
to the low sky area. The fitting procedure is implemented using
emcee python package (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013) that applies
the Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method to optimise the
log-likelihood lnL(ΔΣ(𝑟) |𝑀200). We first run 100 steps using 20
walkers to explore the parameter space considering a flat prior,
11.5 < log(𝑀200/(ℎ−1𝑀�)) < 13.5. Then,we run 1000 steps taking
the final position of the walkers from the previous short run. Masses
are obtained as the median values of the posterior distributions after
discarding the first 125 steps of each chain, while errors enclose the
68% of these distributions.

5 RESULTS

5.1 Mass dependence on the galaxy pair properties

We performed the lensing study for several galaxy pair sub-samples
selected according to their main properties such as their total absolute
magnitude, their luminosity ratio, colour and redshift (see Table 2).
We show in Fig. 8 the computed radial density contrast profiles
for each sub-sample together with the fitted model, the obtained
masses and concentrations and the reduced chi-square of the fit.
For the complete sample of galaxy pairs identified using the Total
and the Gold sample, we obtain mean masses of 1012.2𝑀�ℎ−1 and
1012.7𝑀�ℎ−1, respectively. Masses derived for the pairs identified
using the Gold sample of galaxies for all the sub-samples are in
general higher, which is expected since it includes more luminous
systems (Fig. 2).
In Fig. 9, we show the posterior density distributions obtained

from the fitting procedure for all the analysed sub-samples. When
considering lower luminosity pairs from the Total sample (𝑀pair𝑟 ≥
−22.5) the derived mass is poorly constrained due to the low signal-
to-noise ratio. We do not observe a mass dependence with redshift
for the pairs selected using the Total sample. On the other hand, pairs
located at higher redshifts identified from theGold sample of galaxies
tend to show slightly higher mean masses. This result is related to a
larger number of brighter galaxies at higher redshifts.When selecting
the pairs according to the luminosity ratio, we obtain that pairs with
components that have similar luminosity (𝐿2/𝐿1 ≥ 0.5) show higher
masses than those with a dominant component, for which the mass

5 https://bitbucket.org/bdiemer/colossus/src/master/
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Figure 8. Computed radial contrast density profiles (orange dots) together with the total fitted model (Eq. 8, red solid line). The total model is computed
considering the main halo component (ΔΣ1ℎ , purple solid line) plus the neighbouring mass contribution component (ΔΣ2ℎ , purple dashed line). In each panel,
we specify the stacked sub-sample of pairs described in Table 2. In the legend we specified the fitted masses, 𝑀200 in units of 𝑀�ℎ−1, the correspondent
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is poorly constrained. Finally, we do not obtain a noticeable mass
dependence on colour.

5.2 Galaxy pair mass-luminosity relation

To better understand the relation between the considered pair prop-
erties and the halo masses, we compare the obtained lensing masses,
𝑀200, with the mean total luminosity in the 𝑟−band of the stacked
pairs in each sub-sample, 〈𝐿1 + 𝐿2〉. We fit a power-law relation
between these parameters defined as:

𝑀200
1014𝑀�ℎ−1

= 𝛽

(
〈𝐿1 + 𝐿2〉
1010.5ℎ−2𝐿�

)𝛼
, (12)

where 𝐿� is the solar luminosity in the 𝑟−band. The fitting procedure
is performed on the log-basis using least square minimisation and
taking into account the mean of the errors in the mass estimates. We
take into account only the two sub-sets selected according to the total
magnitude, those with𝑀pair𝑟 ≥ −22.5 and those with𝑀pair𝑟 < −22.5,
obtained from Gold and Total sample of galaxies separately. Fitted
relations and obtained parameters are shown in Fig. 10. In general,
the results for all the sub-samples are in agreement with the fitted
relations. Pair sub-samples selected from the Total sample predict
a steeper mass-to-light relation than the relation obtained using the
pairs identified from the Gold sample, and are in good agreement
within 1𝜎 errors with the expected mass-luminosity ratio derived
from MICE simulated data in Rodriguez et al. (2020).
When galaxy pairs are selected according to their colour or lu-

minosity ratio, the resulting masses are in excellent agreement with
the ones derived for the whole sample of pairs. A slight difference
is obtained for the pairs with low luminosity ratios (𝐿2/𝐿1 < 0.5)
identified using the Gold sample. Although this subset of pairs in-
cludes a lower mean luminosity than those selected according to
𝐿2/𝐿1 ≥ 0.5, we obtain a higher mass estimate. This might be indi-
cating that pairs with a dominant galaxy component are on average
hosted in more massive halos than those in which the components
share a similar luminosity.
We also include for comparison the mass-to-light relation derived

by Viola et al. (2015), based on a lensing analysis of a sample of
spectroscopically selected galaxy groups and clusters. Taking into
account that this relation is obtained for systems more massive than
the analysed in this work (∼ 1013 − 1014.5ℎ−1𝑀�), the study pre-
sented here allows us to test this relation at the lower mass regions.
In order to include this relation, we scale their estimated 𝛽 value
given that we choose a different luminosity pivot to fit the parame-
ters. We found a good agreement with the slope obtained by Viola
et al. (2015), but our relation systematically predicts lower masses.
The study of the relation between the mass and light through

the mass-to-light ratio of individual galaxies and galaxy systems,
contributes to the general understanding of the connection between
the dark and the luminous components, i.e. between the galaxies
and their host dark matter halos. According to our current un-
derstanding of galaxy formation, it is expected a change in the
slope of the mass–luminosity relation towards a mass range of
1012 − 1013𝑀�ℎ−1, given that star formation is more efficient in
halos of ∼ 1012𝑀�ℎ−1 (Bardeen et al. 1986; Davis et al. 1985; Gi-
rardi et al. 2002; Behroozi et al. 2013). In particular, pairs identified
in this work are constrained within the luminosity and mass ranges
in which the change in the slope of the mass-to-light relation is pre-
dicted. We found a good agreement between our mass-to-light ratios
for the galaxy pairs and those found for late-type galaxies presented

in Mandelbaum et al. (2006), in which they obtain an almost plane
relation with a mean 𝑀200/𝐿𝑟 ∼ 80𝑀�/(ℎ 𝐿�).6
A roughly flat relation (𝛼 ∼ 1) is obtained for the pairs identified

from the Gold sample that corresponds to a total mass-luminosity
ratio of 𝑀200/(𝐿1 + 𝐿2) ∼ 100𝑀�/(ℎ 𝐿�). However, a steeper
relation (𝛼 ∼ 2) is derived for the pairs identified from the Total
sample, where 𝑀200/(𝐿1 + 𝐿2) ∼ 23𝑀�/(ℎ 𝐿�) and 𝑀200/(𝐿1 +
𝐿2) ∼ 98𝑀�/(ℎ 𝐿�) is found for the pair sub-sets with 𝑀pair𝑟 ≥
−22.5 and 𝑀pair𝑟 < −22.5, respectively. Pairs identified from the
Gold sample are expected to have a larger chance of including systems
with a less bright non-detected component besides the identified
members, due to the cut applied according to the redshift photometric
quality in which dimmer objects can be discarded. This, in turn, can
bias the obtained relation given that the total luminosities might be
underestimated, thus the obtained flatter relation for these subsets
can be related with brighter systems with a slope more in agreement
with the derived for group halo scales.

6 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we presented a galaxy pair catalogue based on PAUS
data. Galaxy pairs are identified according to the projected distance
and the difference in the radial velocity of the galaxies, computed
using the high-quality photometric redshifts provided by the survey.
By applying the algorithm presented in Rodriguez et al. (2020), we
identify the systems using two sub-sets of galaxies within 0.2 < 𝑧 <
0.6 and with an apparent magnitude 𝑖 < 23. The two subsets are the
full sample of galaxies provided by PAUS after discarding stars and
spurious objects (Total sample) and a more restrictive sample that
includes only galaxies with high-quality redshift estimates (Gold
sample). Galaxy pairs identified from theGold sample are in general
more luminous and located at lower redshifts than those identified in
the Total sample.
Identified pairs were divided into sub-samples selected accord-

ing to their properties, such as colour, total absolute magnitude and
redshift, and we measured the mean masses of the pairs included
in each sub-sample by applying weak-lensing stacking techniques.
We do not observe a redshift dependence on the estimated masses.
This indicates that the identification is stable with redshift, i.e. the
identified systems share mean similar properties regardless of the
redshift at least within the considered range. We found a slight dif-
ference in the lensing masses when the pairs are selected according
to their component luminosity ratio, specially for the pairs obtained
from theGold sample. Our results indicate that pairs with a dominant
luminous component (𝐿2/𝐿1 < 0.5) are on average more massive
systems than those in which the components share a similar lumi-
nosity. Also, we do not observe a dependence between the mass and
the pair colour.
We also provide a parametric relation between the pair luminos-

ity and their expected mass, derived by considering the pairs sub-
samples selected by their absolute magnitude. We obtain a steeper
relation for the Total sample, in agreement with the one presented
in Rodriguez et al. (2020) using simulated data, than for the Gold
sample. The lower slope obtained using the pairs from theGold sam-
ple can be related with an underestimated total luminosity, since the
applied cut according to the photo−𝑧 quality tends to discard dimmer

6 For this comparison we transform the masses derived byMandelbaum et al.
(2006) using the median density, 200𝜌̄, to our mass definition in terms of the
critical density.
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Figure 9. Posterior density distributions of the fitted log𝑀200 after discarding
the first 125 steps of each chain. We show the distributions for the pairs
selected from the total and gold galaxy sub-samples in purple and orange,
respectively. The selection cuts according to pair properties are shown in
thicker and narrower lines as referred in the legends. Vertical lines indicate
the median values and the shadow regions enclose 64% of the distributions.

objects that can be part of the identified systems. The resultant fitted
relations were compared with previous mass-to-light ratio studies for
individual galaxies, galaxy groups and clusters. Our results for the
galaxy pairs are mainly in agreement with the mass-to-light ratio
derived for late-type galaxies, while our masses are systematically
lower than the one predicted by the relations obtained for groups and
clusters.
This study provides a sample of these particular galaxy systems

that are of special interest in galaxy formation and evolution and
constitute one of the initial bricks in the halo assembly. We provide
the mean masses that characterise the identified systems and anal-
yse their physical properties. This study allowed also to constrain
the mass-luminosity relation of galaxy systems at the lower mass
regions. We particularly highlight that the present study is based on
photometric redshift estimates, validating the potential usage of these

measurements in this new era of photometric wide-field surveys and
allowing a higher completeness of the identified systems. Moreover,
since spectroscopic catalogues at this limiting magnitudes (𝑖 < 23)
are obtained by targeting galaxies with particular photometric prop-
erties (e.g. VIPERS, COSMOS), the released catalogue, in particular
from the Total sample, ensures a higher completeness in the identified
members allowing a better characterisation of the pairs.
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Table A1. Description of the galaxy pair catalogue columns.

Column name Format Description Units

PAUS_sample tinyint galaxy sample from which the pairs were identified [0 = Total, 1 = Gold]
pair_id int pair id number
ra_1 float right ascenction of the brightest pair component (deg)
dec_1 float declination of the brightest pair component (deg)
zphot_1 float photometric redshift of the brightest component
mag_i_1 float 𝑖−band apparent magnitude for the brightest component
mag_r_1 float 𝑟−band apparent magnitude for the brightest component
ra_2 float right ascenction of the faintest pair component (deg)
dec_2 float declination of the faintest pair component (deg)
zphot_2 float photometric redshift of the faintest component
mag_i_2 float 𝑖−band apparent magnitude for the brightest component
mag_r_2 float 𝑟−band apparent magnitude for the brightest component
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