2312.17459v2 [astro-ph.GA] 22 Jun 2024

arxXiv

DRAFT VERSION JUNE 25, 2024
Typeset using IATEX twocolumn style in AASTeX631

Measuring the conditional luminosity and stellar mass functions of galaxies by combining the DESI
LS DR9, SV3 and Y1 data

YironG WanG (EZ%) @ Xiaonu Yane (#/hg) @142 Yizuou Gu (i—F) ©.! Xiaosu Xu (H%%),

Haosie Xu (FFEZR) @83 Yuvyu Wane (T£EER) @)1 AnTonios Katsianis,B? Jiaxin Han (B (F) ) Min He (fT#0),"

YUNLIANG ZHENG (FBZ5E)," QINgyanG Li (ZHEEE),! Yaru Wane (EFEZN),! WENsHENG Hone (BE30AE),!
Jiaqr Wane (EEH),! Zuenvin Tan (EFEWK),! Hu Zou (4F5%) @5 Jonannes ULF LANGE,* "% ? CuaNGHOON HAHN,
PETER BEHROOzZI,'? JESSICA NICOLE AGUILAR,'® STEVEN AHLEN (2 ' DaviD BROOKS,'” ToDpD CLAYBAUGH,'?

SHAUN CoLi 2 1 AxgL DE LA MACORRA (2,17 BipraTEEP DEY (9.1® PETER DOEL,'” JAIME E. FORERO-ROMERO
Kraus HoNscHEID,?! 22 RoBERT KEHOE,? THEODORE KISNER (2 12 ANDREW LAMBERT,'® MARC MANERA (2 2425
AARON MEISNER 2 26 RaMON MIQUEL,?"?" Joun MousTtakas (2,28 Junpan NiE (2 ° CLAIRE POPPETT,
Menbpi Rezaie (23% Graziano Rosst,*' Eusesio Sancuez (2,32 MIcHAEL SCHUBNELL,® GREGORY TArLé (2,
BENJAMIN ALAN WEAVER,?® AND ZHIMIN Znou (9

10,11
19,20
b

29,13
33

L Department of Astronomy, School of Physics and Astronomy, and Shanghai Key Laboratory for Particle Physics and Cosmology,
Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 200240, People’s Republic of China

2 Tsung-Dao Lee Institute, and Key Laboratory for Particle Physics, Astrophysics and Cosmology, Ministry of Education, Shanghai Jiao
Tong University, Shanghai 200240, People’s Republic of China

3 Shanghai Astronomical Observatory, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nandan Road 80, Shanghai 200240, People’s Republic of China
4School of Physics and Astronomy, Sun Yat-sen University, Zhuhai Campus, 2 Dazue Road, Xiangzhou District, Zhuhai, P. R. China
5 National Astronomical Observatories, Chinese Academy of Sciences, A20 Datun Rd., Chaoyang District, Beijing, 100012, P.R. China

8 Kavli Institute for Particle Astrophysics and Cosmology and Department of Physics, Stanford University, CA 94805, USA
7 Department of Astronomy and Astrophysics, University of California, Santa Cruz, CA 95064, USA
8 Department of Physics, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 48109, USA
9 Leinweber Center for Theoretical Physics, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 48109, USA
10 Department of Astrophysical Sciences, Princeton University, Peyton Hall, Princeton, NJ 08544, USA
1 Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, One Cyclotron Road, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA
12 Department of Astronomy and Steward Observatory, University of Arizona, Tucson, AZ 85721, USA
13 Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, 1 Cyclotron Road, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA
14 Physics Dept., Boston University, 590 Commonwealth Avenue, Boston, MA 02215, USA
15 Department of Physics & Astronomy, University College London, Gower Street, London, WC1E 6BT, UK
16 Institute for Computational Cosmology, Department of Physics, Durham University, South Road, Durham DH1 SLE, UK
17 Instituto de Fisica, Universidad Nacional Auténoma de Mézxico, Cd. de Mézico C.P. 04510, México

18 Department of Physics € Astronomy and Pittsburgh Particle Physics, Astrophysics, and Cosmology Center (PITT PACC), University
of Pittsburgh, 3941 O’Hara Street, Pittsburgh, PA 15260, USA

19 Departamento de Fisica, Universidad de los Andes, Cra. 1 No. 18A-10, Edificio Ip, CP 111711, Bogotd, Colombia
20 Observatorio Astrondmico, Universidad de los Andes, Cra. 1 No. 18A-10, Edificio H, CP 111711 Bogotd, Colombia
21 Department of Physics, The Ohio State University, 191 West Woodruff Avenue, Columbus, OH 43210, USA
22 Center for Cosmology and AstroParticle Physics, The Ohio State University, 191 West Woodruff Avenue, Columbus, OH 43210, USA
23 Department of Physics, Southern Methodist University, 3215 Daniel Avenue, Dallas, TX 75275, USA

24 Institut de Fisica d’ Altes Energies (IFAE), The Barcelona Institute of Science and Technology, Campus UAB, 08193 Bellaterra
Barcelona, Spain

25 Departament de Fisica, Serra Hinter, Universitat Autonoma de Barcelona, 08193 Bellaterra (Barcelona), Spain
26 NSF’s NOIRLab, 950 N. Cherry Ave., Tucson, AZ 85719, USA
27 Institucié Catalana de Recerca i Estudis Avancats, Passeig de Lluis Companys, 23, 08010 Barcelona, Spain
28 Department of Physics and Astronomy, Siena College, 515 Loudon Road, Loudonville, NY 12211, USA
29 Space Sciences Laboratory, University of California, Berkeley, 7 Gauss Way, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA
30 Department of Physics, Kansas State University, 116 Cardwell Hall, Manhattan, KS 66506, USA
31 Department of Physics and Astronomy, Sejong University, Seoul, 143-747, Korea
32CIEMAT, Avenida Complutense 40, E-28040 Madrid, Spain

Corresponding author: Xiaohu Yang, Yirong Wang
xyang@sjtu.edu.cn, wyirong@sjtu.edu.cn


http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3203-3299
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3997-4606
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-5632-9345
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1132-8258
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0245-8547
http://orcid.org/0009-0005-1980-8522
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-6684-3997
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6098-7247
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-5954-7903
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1769-1640
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-5665-7912
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2890-3725
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3510-7134
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-4962-8934
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-1125-7384
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2733-4559
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-6590-8122
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5589-7116
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9646-8198
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1704-0781
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-4135-0977
mailto: xyang@sjtu.edu.cn, wyirong@sjtu.edu.cn

33 Ungversity of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 48109, USA

ABSTRACT

In this investigation, we leverage the combination of Dark Energy Spectroscopic Instrument Legacy
imaging Surveys Data Release 9 (DESI LS DR9), Survey Validation 3 (SV3), and Year 1 (Y1) data sets
to estimate the conditional luminosity and stellar mass functions (CLFs & CSMFs) of galaxies across
various halo mass bins and redshift ranges. To support our analysis, we utilize a realistic DEST Mock
Galaxy Redshift Survey (MGRS) generated from a high-resolution Jiutian simulation. An extended
halo-based group finder is applied to both MGRS catalogs and DESI observation. By comparing
the 7 and z-band luminosity functions (LFs) and stellar mass functions (SMFs) derived using both
photometric and spectroscopic data, we quantified the impact of photometric redshift (photo-z) errors
on the galaxy LFs and SMFs, especially in the low redshift bin at low luminosity/mass end. By
conducting prior evaluations of the group finder using MGRS, we successfully obtain a set of CLF and
CSMF measurements from observational data. We find that at low redshift the faint end slopes of
CLFs and CSMFs below ~ 10° h=2Lg, (or h™2Mg,) evince a compelling concordance with the subhalo
mass functions. After correcting the cosmic variance effect of our local Universe following Chen et al.
(2019), the faint end slopes of the LFs/SMFs turn out to be also in good agreement with the slope of
the halo mass function.

Keywords: Dark matter (353); Large-scale structure of the universe (902); Galaxies (573); Galaxy

groups (597); Galaxy dark matter halos (1880)

1. INTRODUCTION

Over the past few decades, large galaxy surveys, such
as the Two-degree Field Galaxy Redshift Survey (2dF-
GRS, Colless 1999) and Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS,
York et al. 2000), have played a significant role in ad-
vancing our understanding of the galaxy formation and
evolution. These surveys allow for various galaxy ob-
servable measurements, including the luminosity func-
tion (LF), stellar mass function (SMF), and two-point
correlation function (2PCF) (Norberg et al. 2002; Blan-
ton et al. 2003; Zehavi et al. 2005, 2011; Wang et al.
2007; Li & White 2009; Zhao et al. 2020; Wang et al.
2021; Moustakas et al. 2013). Despite the absence of di-
rect physical explanations of the galaxy formation and
evolution, the statistical measurements provide essen-
tial constraints on multiple physical processes, includ-
ing gravitational instability, gas cooling, star forma-
tion, merging, tidal stripping, heating, and feedback
mechanisms. However, modeling the galaxy observables
through physical processes remains a challenge, given
the incomplete understanding of these processes (Naab
& Ostriker 2017; Smercina et al. 2018; Katsianis et al.
2021; Sales et al. 2022).

Under the hypothesis that galaxies form within dark
matter halos, empirical halo models provide a straight-
forward way to model galaxy observables and infer
the relationship between galaxies and their host halos
(Wechsler & Tinker 2018; Katsianis et al. 2023). For
instance, the halo occupation distribution (HOD, Jing

et al. 1998; Peacock & Smith 2000; Tinker et al. 2005;
Zheng et al. 2005, 2009; Brown et al. 2008; Zu & Man-
delbaum 2015, 2016, 2018; Wang et al. 2019; Alam et al.
2020; Yuan et al. 2018, 2022) infers the number of galax-
ies of a specific type in halos of different masses, and the
conditional luminosity function (CLF, Yang et al. 2003;
van den Bosch et al. 2003, 2007; Yang et al. 2008; Cac-
ciato et al. 2009; Yang et al. 2012) constrains the galaxy
luminosity functions in halo of different masses. Addi-
tionally, the subhalo abundance matching (SHAM, Vale
& Ostriker 2004; Conroy et al. 2006; Behroozi et al. 2010;
Neistein et al. 2011; Guo et al. 2016) links the number
density of galaxies above a luminosity (or stellar mass)
threshold to the number density of subhalos above a
mass (or circular velocity) threshold. These empirical
models have significantly enhanced our understandings
of the galaxy formation and evolution processes.

In addition to studies of the galaxy-halo connection
through model fittings based on statistical measure-
ments, an alternative method is introduced to identify
individual dark matter halos observationally and mea-
sure the galaxy content within them. To this end, the
halo-based group-finding algorithm (Yang et al. 2005b)
has particular advantages in grouping galaxies within
the same dark matter halos and it has been extensively
tested and applied to galaxy samples with spectroscopic
redshifts (Yang et al. 2005b, 2007). The original version
of the group finder estimates halo mass using total lumi-
nosity inside each group. However, the accuracy may de-



crease for groups with few members, especially for a very
shallow survey like 2MRS (Huchra et al. 2012). Other
halo mass estimations are proposed to address this is-
sue, for example, using the luminosity gap between the
central and satellite or the luminosity-halo mass rela-
tion from hydrodynamic simulation (Lu et al. 2015; Lim
et al. 2017). Other observables, such as the total lumi-
nosity of satellites in a halo, can also be used to estimate
halo mass (Tinker 2021; Tinker et al. 2021a). Addi-
tionally, halo mass estimation can also be improved by
considering the bimodality of star-forming or color (Old
et al. 2014, 2015; Rodriguez-Puebla et al. 2015; Tinker
2021). These methodologies have demonstrated success
in low-redshift surveys with high spectroscopic redshift
completeness.

Apart from proposing different halo mass estimation
methods, an alternative way to improve the halo mass
estimation accuracy is to make use of faint galaxies
in photometric redshift surveys. Within this frame-
work, Yang et al. (2021) extended the halo-based group
finder so that it can deal with galaxies with photometric
and spectroscopic redshifts simultaneously, which signif-
icantly broadened its application scope. Based on the
increasing applicability of group finder, the CLFs and
conditional stellar mass functions (CSMFs) have been
successfully measured from the 2dFGRS, SDSS, HSC
and DECaLS observations. However, these measure-
ments predominantly pertain to low redshifts and rel-
atively luminous galaxies (e.g. Yang et al. 2005a, 2008,
2009; Lan et al. 2016; To et al. 2020; Meng et al. 2023;
Golden-Marx et al. 2022; Wang et al. 2021; Tinker et al.
2021b).

In this study, we explore the LFs, SMFs, CLFs and
CSMFs (central and satellite) of galaxies across different
halo mass bins and redshift ranges through galaxy and
group catalogues constructed by Yang et al. (2021) from
the DESI Image Legacy Surveys DR9 sample in redshift
range of z = [0,1], which has a selection of apparent
magnitudes down to m, = 21. We seek to evaluate the
impact of photometric redshift and spectroscopic com-
pletness on the LFs and SMFs, with a particular focus
on the faint end, by making full use of the first year
of spectroscopic observation data. Furthermore, we uti-
lize a DESI mock galaxy redshift survey (MGRS, Gu
et al. 2024) based on Jiutian, a high-precision N-body
simulation (see more details in Section 4.1), to perform
the same statistical measurements using the same group
finder employed in DESI observations, which facilitates
the evaluation of systematic biases and allows for a more
accurate investigation of the history of galaxy formation
and evolution in future studies. Our galaxy samples are
subject to observational effects, particularly in terms
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of the spectroscopic sampling. With the benefit from
the extension version of the group finder, we expect for
more reliable CLFs and CSMF's from DESI observations
guided by simulated mock data.

In Section 2, we detail the photometric and spectro-
scopic data, including the construction of group catalogs
and the sample selection for estimations of LFs, SMFs,
CLFs, and CSMFs implemented in this paper. In Sec-
tion 3, we investigate the impact of photo-z errors on
the measurements of LFs and SMFs. In Section 4, we
use a MGRS to provide reliability verification of CLF
measurements based on groups detected by the group
finder. In Section 5, we present the CLFs and CSMFs
based on the observational data. Finally, we discuss and
summarize our results in Section 6 and 7.

Throughout this paper, we use ACDM cosmology with
parameters that are consistent with the Planck 2018 re-
sults (Planck Collaboration et al. 2020a): €, = 0.315,
Qp = 0.685, h = Hy/(100km s~ 'Mpc™') = 0.674
and og = 0.811. Unless otherwise Specified, luminos-
ity (stellar mass) and halo masses are presented in units
of h=2Lo( h™2Mg) and h~'Mg, respectively. The lu-
minosity (stellar mass) functions are presented in units
of h3Mpc3dlog L (h*Mpc>dlog M), where log is the
10-based logarithm. The units of the conditional lu-
minosity (stellar mass) function are dlog L/group and
dlog M /group.

2. OBSERVATIONAL DATA

In this section, we describe the construction of galaxy
samples from DESI observational data utilized in this
study. The general overview and instrument of DESI
can be found in a series of papers (DESI Collaboration
et al. 2016a,b, 2022; Levi et al. 2013; Silber et al. 2023;
Miller et al. 2023). Overall, the galaxy sample is con-
structed by integrating a seed galaxy catalog, which is
primarily based on the DESI Legacy imaging survey,
with the data gathered from previous spectroscopic sur-
veys and DESI up to the first year observation. Subse-
quently, group memberships are assigned using our ex-
tended adaptive halo-based group finder (e.g. Yang et al.
2005b, 2007, 2021).

2.1. DESI Legacy Imaging Surveys DRY

Legacy Surveys Data Release 9 (LS DR9) is the basis
of the seed catalog, which includes three optical bands
(grz) from the Beijing-Arizona Sky Survey (BASS, Zou
et al. (2017)), the Mayall Z-band Legacy Survey (MzLS)
and the DECam Legacy Survey (DECaLS, Dey et al.
(2019)). The DR9 also includes deeper optical data
from the Dark Energy Survey (DES, The Dark Energy
Survey Collaboration (2005)). The optical bands of LS
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Figure 1. The sky coverage of the DESI spectroscopic data used in this study, where the spectroscopic completeness are
calculated with respect to the total galaxies with m, < 19.5. The gray footprints are the ninth public data release of the DESI
Legacy Imaging Surveys (DESI DRY), which we retains galactic latitude |b| > 25 degree. SV3 regions are marked by black
circles, which exhibit extremely high completeness. Some discrete regions with low completeness are discretely distributed due
to the collection of DESI Y1, SDSS, and other spectroscopic data. The back dashed line representing the galactic plane.

Table 1. Sample definition and the related selection criteria.

Sample ID sky coverage magnitude cut redshift cut total central satellite spec-z percent
(deg®) (mag)

SV3-r19.5 133 m, < 19.5 z< 0.6 93943 73785 20158 (21.5%) 99.2%

SV3-219.0 133 m. < 19.0 z< 0.6 120392 96016 24376 (20.2%) 95.2%

Y1-r19.5 12276 my < 19.5 z< 0.6 8464733 6484281 1980452 (23.4%) 46.4%

Y1-z19.0 12276 m, < 19.0 z< 0.6 10912062 8424354 2487708 (22.8%) 44.3%

DRY provide a 50 detection of 24/23.4/22.5 AB magni-
tude with a half-light radius of 0.45". The target selec-
tions and survey validation of the DESI observational
data are described in detail in DESI Collaboration et al.
(2023a,b); Lan et al. (2023); Alexander et al. (2023);
Cooper et al. (2022); Hahn et al. (2022); Zhou et al.
(2023); Raichoor et al. (2023); Chaussidon et al. (2023);
Allende Prieto et al. (2020); Ruiz-Macias et al. (2020);
Zhou et al. (2020); Raichoor et al. (2020); Yeche et al.
(2020a); Myers et al. (2023). We use the photomet-
ric redshift (photo-z) from The Photometric Redshifts
for the Legacy Surveys (PRLS) catalogue (Zhou et al.
2021), who estimates photo-z by combining the opti-
cal and two mid-infrared photometry (W1 3.4um and
W2 4.6um) from the Wide-field Infrared Survey Explorer
(WISE). Zhou et al. (2021) demonstrates that the reli-
ability of photoz estimation decreases beyond a z-band
apparent magnitude of m, ~ 21. Therefore, the ap-
parent magnitude of the z band of our primary galaxy
sample is limited to m, < 21. Although the overall se-

lection of galaxies for this study closely follows that of
Yang et al. (2021), a few modifications have been imple-
mented to accommodate the transition from LS DRS to
LS DR9. Details about our sample selection are outlined
below.

To mitigate the potential contamination, it is impera-
tive to exclude stars and Active Galactic Nuclei (AGNs)
from galaxy samples. Benefit from the morphological
classification that identifies six distinct morphological
types in DR9', we start by eliminating objects of the
PSF and DUP ? types from the galaxy sample. The
remianing extended sources with morphological classi-

1 This classification is facilitated by a software package called
THE TRACTOR, as referenced in Lang et al. (2016). THE
TRACTOR is also used for source detection and optical pho-
tometry. See more details at https://www.legacysurvey.org/dr9/
description/#morphological-classification

2 PSF stand for Point Spread Function, and DUP indicates Gaia,
sources that are coincident with an extended source.
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fication of REX, EXP, DEV, and COMP? consist our
galaxy sample (similar to Yang et al. (2021)).

To ensure photometric quality of our objects, con-
straints are imposed following the similar procedures as
those described in Zou et al. (2019); Zhou et al. (2020);
Zhou et al. (2021); Ruiz-Macias et al. (2020); Raichoor
et al. (2020); Yeche et al. (2020b); Moustakas et al.
(2023). We require that each object has at least one
exposure in each optical band. Objects located near
the Galactic plane (b < 25°, where b is the Galactic
latitude) are eliminated to avoid regions of high stel-
lar density. Additionally, the following bit numbers in
the MASKBITS columns are used: 1 (close to Tycho-
2 and GAIA bright stars), 5, 6, and 7 (close to ob-
jects which have the ALLMASK_[G,R,Z] bits set), 8
(close to WISE W1 bright stars), 9 (close to WISE W2
bright stars), 11 (close to fainter GAIA stars), 12, and
13 (close to a local large galaxy and globular cluster, re-
spectively). We use these selection conditions to remove
the objects that are contaminated or blended. In addi-
tion to the MASKBITS, other quality flags are employed
to remove the flux contaminations from nearby sources

(FRACFLUX) or masked pixels (FRACMASKED):
FRACMASKEDx < 0.4

FRACINx > 0.3
FRACFLAXx < 0.5

where X = g,r, and z. The purpose of FRACIN is
to select the objects for which a large fraction of the
model flux is in the contiguous pixels where the model
was fitted. Note that all the magnitudes used in this
paper are in the AB system and have been corrected for
Galactic extinction by using the Galactic transmission
values provided in DR9.

Following these criteria, we obtain a seed catalog of
138,315,649 galaxies. Most of these galaxies only con-
tain photometric redshifts, which are the median val-
ues of the photo-z, z_phot_median, from the PRLS cata-
log. Approximately 3.7 million galaxies include spectro-
scopic redshifts collected from previous redshift surveys
by Zhou et al. (2021) and Lim et al. (2017). The red-
shifts and properties of galaxies are updated using the
DESI spectroscopic data in Section 2.2.

2.2. DESI spectroscopic data and group finder

3 REX denotes round exponential galaxies with a variable radius.
EXP indicates exponential profiles (spiral galaxies). DEV rep-
resents deVaucouleurs profiles (elliptical galaxies), and COMP
indicates composite profiles combining deVaucouleurs and expo-
nential components.
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We make use of the most recent spectroscopic ob-
servation data (up to the first year observation) from
the fastspecfit Value-Added Catalogs (version 1.0%),
which contains three spectroscopic products, Fuji,
Guadalupe, and Iron (e.g. Guy et al. 2023; Brodzeller
et al. 2023; Moustakas 2023; Schlafly et al. 2023). Iron
is the most comprehensive collection of spectral data
available, containing 7.8 million galaxies spectra. We
combine the fitting results of Fuji, Guadalupe, and Iron.
For a galaxy with a unique target ID but multiple obser-
vations, we use the recommended “best” redshift with
high quality in the combined catalogs across surveys
and programs. The DESI Legacy Imaging Surveys (LS)
guide the fiber assignment of the DESI spectroscopic
survey. Therefore, our seed catalog, which primarily
utilizes photometric redshift, can be updated with the
measurements derived from DESI spectra. The updated
seed catalog is used in the following analyses.

The extended group finder has been implemented to
identify the membership of groups and estimate the
group mass using both photometric and spectroscopic
data. The group finder starts by considering each galaxy
as a group candidate. The cumulative group luminos-
ity functions can then be measured, and halo mass is
assigned to each group using an abundance matching
method. Subsequently, halo radius and line-of-sight
velocity dispersion are estimated based on this halo
Beginning with the most massive group, the
member galaxies are identified in the region where the
galaxy number density contrasts is higher than a specific
threshold. With the updated membership of groups,
both the group center and the total luminosity of the
group can be updated, and the algorithm goes back to
the step of measuring the group luminosity function and
assigning halo mass. The iteration continues until the
mass-to-light ratios have converged.

We have noticed that 7.8% galaxies lacks measure-
ments in one or more of the five bands of g/r/z/W1/W2,
despite having assigned photo-z values. Taken into
account the much larger photo-z uncertainty of these
galaxies than the typical values at oppoto ~ (0.01 +
0.0152)(1 + z), we have excluded them from the group
finding process and used a weight to correct this fac-
tor in the LF/SMF and CLF/CSMF measurements (see
Section 3.1 for more details).

By applying the extended halo-based group finder to
the updated seed catalog, a group catalog is created that
covers a wide range of redshifts and halo masses. Ac-

mass.

4 https://fastspecfit.readthedocs.io/en/latest /fuji.html
https://fastspecfit.readthedocs.io/en/latest /guadalupe.html
https://fastspecfit.readthedocs.io/en/latest /iron.html
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Table 2. Mean K-corrections for r» and z bands across various galaxy color categories (four color bins) over three redshift
ranges.
0.0-0.2 0.2-0.4 0.4-0.6
ay by Cu a, by Cu au b Cu
color p =1 (blue) -4.72 1.48 -0.22 1.06 -0.49 -0.24 -0.50 1.60 -1.12
color =2 -1.52 098 -0.19 1.57 -0.24 -0.36 341 -1.30 -0.64
rband  color u =3 0.40 0.78 -0.19 2.60 -0.24 -0.45 4.29 -1.28 -0.88
color p =4 (red) 1.10 0.78 -0.19 2.27 0.22 -0.55 3.62 -0.55 -1.08
total 0.13 0.80 -0.19 2.35 -0.21 -0.43 1.16 1.32 -1.40
color y =1 (blue) 0.89 -0.41 -0.07 0.68 -0.90 -0.04 2.60 -2.00 -0.08
color p =2 1.93 -0.51 -0.07 0.70 -0.46 -0.20 2.65 -2.00 -0.10
zband  color p =3 1.97 -0.33 -0.09 0.70 -0.05 -0.33 1.72  -1.11 -0.31
color p =4 (red) 1.35 -0.07 -0.11 0.21 042 -0.42 1.65 -0.99 -0.35
total 2.24 -0.45 -0.08 0.82 -0.17 -0.30 1.82 -1.19 -0.29

cording to Yang et al. (2021), the extended halo-based
group finder is highly successful in identifying more than
60 percent of the members in almost 90 percent of halos
with masses greater than 1012-° =M, for galaxies with
magnitudes m, < 21 and photometric redshifts in the
range 0 < z < 1.0 in the DESI legacy imaging surveys®.
The group catalog provides useful information about the
host halo properties of galaxies, such as the halo mass
and local environments, and the central/satellite clas-
sification. Since most galaxies only have photometric
redshifts, the entire sample is classified as LS DR9.

2.3. Sample selection

In this paper, we consider three regions in the sky cov-
erage with different levels of spectroscopic completeness:

e The whole region of the updated seed galaxy cat-
alog with a magnitude limit m, < 21, constructed
from LS DR9 and the DESI spectroscopic survey,
which is primarily used to find the groups;

e The Y1 region with a wide sky coverage of 12276
deg? and an approximate ~ 45% spectral com-
pleteness after the Bright Galaxy Survey (BGS)
selection (m, < 19.5 and m, < 19), which is used
to measure the CLFs and CSMFs.

e The SV3 region with the highest spectral com-
pleteness (over 95%) after the bright magnitude
cuts above, which is used as a benchmark to in-
vestigate the effect of photo-z on the LF and SMF
measurements.

The SV3 region and the Y1 region are defined by a
set of rosettes and tiles using caps at a given radius,

5 Better performance can be achieved in a spectroscopic redshift

sample (see Yang et al. 2007).

respectively, while the overall footprint of the seed cat-
alog is mapped using the healpix tool (Gorski et al.
2005b). This tool divides the spherical surface into sub-
divisions, each of which covers the same surface area.
We set the parameter nside = 256, which corresponds to
5.246 x 10~2deg? per subdivision. Subdivisions with at
least one galaxy are treated as part of the footprint. Fig-
ure 1 shows the sky coverage of the spectroscopic data
used in this study. The SV3 region is marked by black
circles, while the Y1 region is indicated by the color gra-
dient area from cyan to red. The color coding represents
the spectroscopic completeness calculated with respect
to the total galaxies of m, < 19.5. The remaining re-
gions, characterized by gray and blue, primarily lack
spectroscopic data and contribute mainly to the group
finder.

To ensure a higher rate of spectroscopic redshift com-
pleteness and a reasonable sampling, we restrict our
analysis to the galaxy sample with m, < 19.5 and
z < 0.6, which is in line with the selection criteria of
the DESI BGS survey. It has been verified that galaxies
in our sample with m,. < 19.5 are almost identical to the
targets of the BGS Bright sample conducted by Hahn
et al. (2023, 2024). Taking into account the magnitude
difference between the r and z band, this roughly cor-
responds to m, < 19.0. Combining the footprint and
apparent magnitude cut, we define four sub-samples for
our analysis and list the details in Table 1. In the first
two, Y1-r19.5 and Y1-z19.0, nearly 45% of the galaxies
have spectroscopic redshifts. For simplicity, we use Y1-
BGS to refer to Y1-r19.5 or Y1-z19.0 depending on the
band we are using.

Within the Y1 region, the DESI 1% Survey (also
known as SV3, which includes three spectroscopic pro-
ductions but covers a smaller area) has a significantly
higher spectroscopic completeness, which is marked by



black circles in Figure 1, and the spectroscopic com-
pleteness of the remaining area is relatively lower. The
SV3 strategy was mainly focused on guiding and val-
idating the survey design. To achieve a high level of
completeness, additional passes were performed for each
of the 20 rosettes within SV3. These passes covered
an area of more than 7 deg?, extending up to 1.45 de-
grees from the center of each discrete region. Among
these 20 rosettes, one rosette with celestial coordinates
(194.75, 28.20) is centered in the Coma cluster. As we
will demonstrate in Figure B in Appendix A, the inclu-
sion of this rosette will significantly enhance the LF's (or
SMFs) at L ~ 108 h=2Lg, resulting in considerable cos-
mic variances. Consequently, we opted to exclude this
rosette from our LF and SMF measurements. By apply-
ing the BGS selections mentioned above, the spectro-
scopic redshift completeness is overall larger than 95%
with 133 deg? sky coverage. Here again, for simplicity,
we use SV3-BGS to represent the third and fourth sub-
samples SV3-219.0 or SV3-r19.5, depending on the band
we are using. Despite the relatively limited sky cover-
age and the disconnection of SV3-BGS, the high redshift
completeness allows for the verification of the impact of
photo-z errors on LF and SMF measurements.

The group catalogs of the SV3 and Y1 subsamples
are extracted from those of LS DR9. The detailed selec-
tion criteria and the total number of galaxies, as well as
the number of central and satellite galaxies in our four
subsamples, are listed in Table 1. This enables us to
distinguish the contribution of central and satellites to
the conditional luminosity function, affording valuable
insights into the distribution of galaxies within groups.

2.4. Galazy luminosity and stellar mass

Following Yang et al. (2021), for each galaxy passed to
the group finder, we use the following function to convert
apparent magnitude to absolute magnitude according to
its redshift.

MJX _ 5logh =mx — DM(ZObS) - Kg((zobs) (1)

where X stands for the particular band (r or z) we
adopted. Kg( represents each galaxy’s K-correction to
X-band shifted by the band-shift redshift, j, where j =
0.1,0.3, or 0.5 obtained from the ‘Kcorrect’ model (eg.
v4_3) described in Blanton & Roweis (2007a). DM (zpps)
is the distance module corresponding to the redshift z,ps
defined as

DM(ZObS) =5 log Dy, (Zobs) + 257 (2)

with Dr,(20ps) being the luminosity distance in unit of
h~'Mpc. The luminosity of each galaxy is then calcu-

lated using the following formula:
log,o L = 0.4 % (MV, — Mix) (3)

For a better consideration of the absolute magnitude
of the sun after K-correction, MjQ, we use the fitting
results of K-correction in narrow redshift bins from z =
0 to maximum redshift. These K-correction values at
typical redshifts are listed below, which are consistent
with Mgo being 4.61 and 4.5 in the r and z bands,
respectively (Willmer 2018).

K 103050(0,0) = [~0.19, —0.42, —0.75]

K{(g;i70.37045] (0.0) = [-0.08, —0.26, —0.33]

Apart from the K corrections, Blanton & Roweis
(2007Db) also provide an estimation of the stellar mass for
each galaxy with fast spectral analysis and stellar com-
position estimation. They combine heterogeneous data
(including broad-band fluxes at various redshifts) in or-
der to determine the properties of the subspace of galaxy
spectra. They restrict the space of possible spectra to
those predicted from the high-resolution stellar popula-
tion synthesis model of Bruzual & Charlot (2003) and
the nebular emission line models of Kewley et al. (2001).
This approach yields a natural theoretical interpretation
of the results in terms of star formation histories. The
consistency of this method with the mass-to-light ratio
method proposed by Kauffmann et al. (2003) has been
checked and verified. However, due to the limitations
of redshift uncertainty and the templates used, the stel-
lar masses obtained by the K-correction code should be
handled with caution. The stellar masses may be over-
estimated to some extent due to the long star formation
history assumed, particularly at high redshifts. Never-
theless, it still provides a quick and efficient estimation
of the stellar mass. Furthermore, we have also adopted
the SED code CIGALE (Boquien 2020), which is an al-
ternative method for estimating stellar mass and is ap-
plied to DEST observations recently in Xu et al. (2022).
The stellar masses derived using CIGALE align with our
results, maintaining consistency within a margin of error
of 0.1 dex across various stellar mass scales.

3. THE IMPACT OF PHOTO-Z ERRORS ON THE
LF AND SMF MEASUREMENTS

Prior to examining the CLF and CSMF, this section
will analyze the impact of photo-z error on the measure-
ments of LFs and SMFs using the Y1-BGS and SV3-
BGS sub-samples.

3.1. Galazy luminosity functions
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Figure 2. Galaxy LFs and SMFs in three redshift bins as indicated for two observational sub-samples after K-correction. The
upper, middle, and bottom row panels show the results for r-band, z-band luminosity, and stellar mass, respectively. The blue
and magenta dots in each panel are for SV3-r19.5 (SV3-219.0) and Y1-r19.5 (Y1-219.0) sub-samples, respectively. The green ones
are the results of a degraded SV3-BGS(spec ~ 45%) sub-sample. The error bars are obtained from the standard deviation of 200
bootstrap resamplings. The lower portions of panels show deviations between SV3-BGS and other samples. The black solid lines
are fitting formulas of the suppression factors which are —0.103(log L)?+41.815(log L)—8.100, —0.130(log L)*>+2.258(log 1) —9.925,
—0.123(log M..)? 4 2.027(log M..) — 8.425, for the upper, middle and lower panels, respectively.



We employ a standard Vi,.x approach to calculate
the LFs for r-band and z-band. We start by remov-
ing any galaxies with apparent magnitudes beyond the
magnitude limit from a magnitude-limited galaxy sam-
ple (m, < 19.5 and m, < 19). We then select the red-
shift range [z1,22] within which the galaxies are used
for the LF measurements. For a galaxy with a specific
absolute magnitude, we determine the maximum red-
shift zn.x below which the galaxy can be observed by
adopting an approximate K-correction in this process.
Finally, we calculate the effective volume for the galaxy
according to the redshift range [z1, min(zz, Zmax)]-

In general, the approximate K-correction applied to
calculate zpmax can be described as

Mix — 5logh = mi™* — DM(zmaz) — K% (Zmax) s (4)

where mi™it is the magnitude limit, 19.5 for the r-band
and 19 for the z-band, and

K/;((ZmaX) = Kg{ (Zobs) + Kg{(zmaX) - Kg{(zobS) (5)

is an approximate K-correction when relocated a galaxy
at Zobs O Zmax, which can be estimated by the mean
K-correction as function of galaxy color and redshift at
these two redshifts

Kx(z) = B wy(r — Z)(“uzg +buz+cyu). (6)

Following Rodriguez-Puebla et al. (2020), galaxies
within each redshift bin are initially categorized into
four r — z color bins indicating by p, and the weight
wy, is determined with the distance of a given galaxy
to the bin center on the color-magnitude plane. The
redshift-dependent coefficients a,, b,, and c, for the
mean K-correction in each color bin y are derived by
fitting the K-correction from Blanton & Roweis (2007b),
and the results are shown in Table 2. The K correction,
K% (Zmax), is then applied to determine the correspond-
mg Zmax-

To ensure the quality of observation data, we calcu-
lated the fraction feomp(m;), which represents the ra-
tio of the number of galaxies with observations at five
wavelengths to the number of all galaxies, using healpix
(Gorski et al. 2005a) as a function of the apparent mag-
nitude of the z band and the color of the galaxy in each
pixel. This factor is then used to adjust for the selection
incompleteness in the subsequent analysis.

We first measure the LFs of the Y1-BGS (Y1-r19.5
or Y1-z19.0) and SV3-BGS (SV3-r19.5 or SV3-219.0)
sub-samples in three redshift bins. The upper and mid-
dle panels of Figure 2 show the results for the r- and
z-bands, respectively. The results of the r-band and
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the z-band are shown in the upper and middle panels
of Figure 2, respectively. The LFs of the two bands
are generally consistent, although the r-band luminos-
ity is slightly lower than the z-band luminosity. The
blue dots with error bars represent the SV3-BGS sub-
sample, which has a small sky coverage (133 deg?) and
most of the galaxies with spectroscopic redshifts, thus
providing the most reliable LF measurements. The ma-
genta dots show the results of the Y1-BGS sub-sample,
which has a large sky coverage (12276 deg?) and has
roughly half of its galaxies with spectroscopic redshifts.
Overall, the LFs of Y1I-BGS and SV3-BGS show very
good agreement with each other with negligible differ-
ences in all redshift bins. The main deviations from the
SV3-BGS sub-sample only become prominent as the lu-
minosity decreases below L < 108° h=2L,.

To investigate the influence of photo-z errors on LF
measurements, we created a degraded SV3-BGS sample
(spectra percentage of galaxies ~ 45%, after here spec
~ 45%) which closely matches the spectral complete-
ness of Y1-BGS by randomly replace 55% spectroscopic
redshifts of the galaxies with their original photomet-
ric redshifts before obtaining the spectroscopic obser-
vation of SV3-BGS and show the results with green
dots. The error bars are estimated using the boot-
strap method, which randomly resamples the original
galaxy sample with replacement while keeping the to-
tal number of galaxies unchanged. To demonstrate the
deviations more clearly, the logarithmic differences be-
tween the LFs of Y1-BGS (spec ~ 45%) and SV3-BGS
are shown in the lower part of each panel in Figure 2.
The degraded SV3-BGS and Y1-BGS sub-samples show
good agreement within 1-o, demonstrating that the dif-
ferences between the SV3-BGS and Y1-BGS results are
indeed caused by the photoz error.

We use a quadratic function (represented by the solid
black curves) to fit the deviation of LF's from the original
to degraded SV3-BGS sub-samples, which will be used
to correct the LF deviations observed in the Y1-BGS
sub-samples. The fitted deviations for the r-band and
z-band are —0.103(log L)? + 1.815(log L) — 8.100 and
—0.130(log L)? + 2.258(log L) — 9.925, respectively. To
avoid overcrowding of LF and SMF data points, only
half of the luminosity bins listed in Table 3 are shown.
For A¢, all luminosity bins are shown with dashed lines.

3.2. Galazxy stellar mass functions

The stellar mass of galaxies is one of the most im-
portant properties in the study of galaxy evolution and
cosmic structure evolution. It can be reliably measured
using SED modeling (Conroy et al. 2009; Conroy 2013;
Song et al. 2023), and is more commonly used in theo-
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Table 3. Values of the galaxy LFs and SMF's obtained from SV3-r19.5 and SV3-z19.0 sub-samples in different redshift bins.

L or M. log (L) - rband log ®(L) — zband log ‘1)(1\[*)
[h~?Lo] [h~2Ma] [R*Mpc—2dlog L] [h*Mpc~3dlog L] [W*Mpc~3dlog M,]
0.0-0.2 0.2-0.4 0.4-0.6 0.0-0.2 0.2-0.4 0.4-0.6 0.0-0.2 0.2-0.4 0.4-0.6

6.45 —0.1967+9202% - - —0.0186+0310% - - —0.58067929%% - -

6.55 —0.017515 3501 - - —0.153310397% - - —0.314079 3537 - -

6.65 —0.073710 3500 - - —0.098110 3552 - - —0.594177 1253 - -

6.75 —0.06707 1567 - - 0.005467 4411 - - —0.558070 3753 - -

6.85 —0.8062+92103 - - 08216192032 - - —0.83681015%1 - -

6.95 —0.4230F9 1308 - - —0.3453F0 1350 - - —0.8681F93362 - -

7.05 —0.826410 431 - - - - ~0.9860%0 1203 - -

7.15 —0.8980*0 3539 - - : - - —1.188870 1300 - -

7.25 - - —0.9390793%% - - —1.358010 1202 - -

7.35 - - —0.8751501557 - - —1.217750 1197 - -

7.45 —1.0523%9 1485 - - - - —1.1906+9 9553 - -

7.55 —1.3414%0 1558 - - - - —1.238750952¢ - -

7.65 —1.258470 1613 - - —1.355710 1505 - - —1.291979 0558 - -

775 10426+ 0018 - - —120475 1908 - - oo - -

7.85 —1.1208+5:9%0% - - —1.144159959% - - —1.047643:9529 - -

7.95 —1.1091%905%9 - - —1.3577409559 - - 1121159047 - -

8.05 ~0.9730+0 0357 - - 11244700903 - - 1113600370 - -

8.15 —1.00437901%% - - —1.054810 0259 - - - -

8.25 —1.09760 0325 - - —1.074010 0358 - - —1.249570 0350 - -

8.35 ~1.1191793311 - - —1.081870:9348 - - —1.3200790334 - -

8.45 —1.1817+5:9278 - - —1.1681%5:3357 - - —1.315715:9397 - -

8.55 ~1.246340 0347 - - 12526700305 - - ~1.4163%0 033 - -

8.65 —1.333710 0351 - - —1.317410 0 - - —1.449479 0358 - -

8.75 —1.341479023% - - —1.374710 %% - - —1.421670 0348 - -

8.85 —1.410775:9192 - - —1.418919.02%0 - - —1.491175:91%% - -

8.95 —1.375559 0158 - - ~1.4706+0:0397 - - —1.523879012 - -

9.05 —1.4224*0 0112 - - ~1.4340100139 - - ~1.5626%0 0100 - -

9.15 — 14838750154 - - —1.483900155 - - ~1.569475 0153 - -

9.25 —1.528270 0118 - - —1.538210 0137 - - —1.614070 0122 - -

9.35 —1.5252100990 - - —1.5743100122 - - —1.61700 9123 - -

9.45 —1.5195590004 - - —1.5824799101 - - — 1676190159 - -

9.55 —1.5771H) 0078 - - ~1.5641+0:0088 - - ~1.6597F0 010 - -

9.65 ~1.6260"5 5073 - - —L6177 50085 - - ~1.6916"5 5003 - -

9.75 —1.644370:000% - - —1.6675+3:997% - - —1.700875:595% - -

9.85 —1.7039+0:0002  —1.737310:0145 - —1.69271999°7 - - —1.7598+0-00%% - -

9.95 17649150001 —1.757145:0574 - —1.7187F999%2  —1.7403+5:0148 - ~1.7736+0:9992 - -

10.05 —1.8477F50078  —1.782570-0061 - —1.777810:007  —1.7549+0-995¢ - —1.79505 0950 - -

1015 ~1.94587000s5  —1.8634750051 - —1.8437* 5500 1772175 5061 - —L8548%0 007 —1.8597750:55 -

10.25 —2.053170 0108 —1.98787000%2 - —1.9164139973  —1.820175:5545 - —1.9053759052  —1.878279-9150 -

10.35 2170870015 —2.136070:0020 - —2.01911909%%  —1.917170:004% - —1.9751700%%%  —1.9156700072 -

10.45 —2.3505100149  —2.302575:0559 - —2.1249%9910%  —2.0319+5:0042 - 20641599100 —1.9441+5:3562 -

10.55 25483100178 —2.51207000%8 26235700108 —2.247310012)  —2.175970:0008  —2.2477F0 0180 —2.1601700112  —2.059670:00%0 -

10.65 —2.768470 0550 —2.75427 0005 —2.857970 015 —24249%0050 ~2.3303%07005,  ~2.39647 0507 —2.27147 070155 ~2.17387 50002 -

10.75 —3.1338T0 0% —3.0326700115  —3.162710011]  —2.638510 0000 —2.519610 000 —2.620310:007  —2.468370:0195  —2.322270:00%8 -

10.85 —3.453370009%  3.3540700110  —3.483075:020)  —2.9081109235  —2.763470:01 ) —2.8605700978  —2.647370921%  —2.498575:009% -

10.95 —3.805310 0008 —3.726070:0202  —3.888070:0207  —3.2384700%0  —3.0322400120  —3.1485100058  —2.806470:0285  —2.71927000%7 27514799320
11.05 —4.454270 3897 —4.1033700%08  —4.265070:0538  —3.5920100570  —3.343610: 015  —3.479970 0125 —3.2520700%8  —2.969270:0197  —2.940410 0127
11.15 —4.684270 3082 —4.667570 0060 —4.7231F0 0867 —4.00931090750  —3.710210.033%  —3.798410:0308  —3.568370:0200  —3.249270012%  —3.212170:03%
11.25 - —4.9351709%2  —5.1914709990  —4.497610 31T —4.079240019%  —4.1849F0:03%8  —4.0808F 00501 —3.5797F 00548 —3.544470:0333
11.35 - —5.4608T0308%  —5.4673701200  —5.0903T03008  —4.618010 05T —4.7458T0 00T —4.4571T0 314 —3.90170 032

11.45 - 587725028 —6.182610:25%8 - —4.8526109920  —4.995510:0047  —5.330070:3830  —4.4195700%4%  —4.258379 9417
11.55 - - - - —5.5604+0:1590  —5.4857+0:1211 - —4.8287F00790  —4.7906+5:055¢
11.65 - - —6.405819-3149 - —5.83157020%5  —6.501019:595¢ - —5.0822+0 1192 —5.2429+0:1555
11.75 - - - - - —6.487919 355 - —5.5104%0 3561 —5.805875,5503

retical studies. In measuring the galaxy SMFs, we use
the r-band apparent and absolute magnitudes to calcu-
late zpyax for each galaxy in our SV3-r19.5 and Y1-r19.5
sub-samples. The resulting SMFs are shown in the lower
panels of Figure 2. As we have tested, the SMF's of SV3-
BGS and Y1-BGS using the CIGALE and K-correction
code are in good agreement with each other within 1-o
error bars.

These SMFs display similar trends to the LFs,
especially the enhancement starting around M, ~
108° h=2Mg. Such kind of enhancement in SMFs at
the low mass end was also reported in a recent study
carried out by Gao et al. (2023). Finally, similar to the

LFs, we also fit the deviation of SMFs of degraded SV3-
BGS (spec ~ 45%) sub-sample with respect to the initial
SV3-BGS sub-sample using a quadratic function form,
denoted by the solid black lines in Figure 2. This fitting
result, —0.123(log M, )? + 2.027(log M) — 8.425, can be
applied to correct the SMF suppression of YI-BGS at
low mass end. The results of the luminosity functions
and stellar mass functions obtained from SV3-BGS are
provided in Table 3 for reference.

4. TESTING THE RELIABILITY OF CLF
MEASUREMENTS USING MGRS
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Figure 3. LFs (z-band) of DESI LS DR9 MGRS. Here MGRS-simu (dark brown), MGRS-spec (light brown), and MGRS-photo
(orange) represent mock galaxies in real space, with spectroscopic redshifts, and mixed spectroscopic and photometric redshifts,
respectively. Also, we show LFs of observation (SV3-219.0 and Y1-z19.0) for comparison. MGRS-simu and MGRS-spec are
virtually indistinguishable. The error bars are obtained from the standard deviation of 200 bootstrap resamplings. The lower
small panels show deviations between MGRS-simu-z19.0 and other samples.

Due to various selection effects, observational data
sometimes might lead to biased measurements. To as-
sess the influence of the group finder and photo-z er-
ror on the CLF and CSMF measurements, we create
an MGRS from the Jiutian simulation with the same
sky coverage as the LS DR9. The luminosity of the
MGRS is adjusted to match the z-band LFs from the
Y1-z19.0 sample after a correction factor is applied to
the SV3-219.0 sample. Two sets of mock group catalogs
are then generated from the MGRS using the extended
halo-based group finder with either spectroscopic or pho-
tometric redshifts.

4.1. Constructing MGRS from Jiutian simulation

We employed a high-resolution dark-matter-only V-
body simulation from the Jiutian simulation suite,
specifically designed for the optical surveys conducted
by the Chinese Space-station Survey Telescope (CSST,
Zhan 2011, 2018), to construct our MGRS (Gu et al.
2024). The three main runs of the simulation suite are
based on Planck-2018 cosmology (Planck Collaboration
et al. 2020b), with parameters listed in Section 1, evolv-
ing 61443 particles in boxes of 0.3, 1, and 2 Gpc/h on a
side. Extension runs spanning various cosmologies and
constrained runs reproducing the large scale structure
in observation will also be available. The simulation we
adopted is the main run of 1 Gpc/h with particle mass
of m, = 3.723 x 108 h M, using the GADGET-3 code
(Springel et al. 2001; Springel 2005). The simulation
began at an initial redshift of 127, producing 128 snap-
shots to z = 0. The Friends-of-Friends algorithm (Davis
et al. 1985) with a linking length of 0.2 times the mean

inter-particle separation was used to identify dark mat-
ter halos. The HBT+ code (Han et al. 2012, 2018)°
was then used to identify subhalos and their evolution
histories.

An observer is placed at a reference location in the
box, and each snapshot is replicated periodically to cre-
ate a subhalo light cone. The orbit of each subhalo is
then interpolated over time to determine the time and
location at which the subhalo should be observed. The
properties of the subhalo are then interpolated to the
intersecting time to generate a lightcone catalog of sub-
halos. method allows for the precise recovery of the mass
function and clustering of (sub)halos across different
redshifts. Furthermore, the large size of our simulation
box minimizes the duplication of subhalos, particularly
at lower redshifts. Using the Jiutian subhalo light cone
catalog, we assign a z-band galaxy luminosity to each
subhalo with a subhalo abundance matching method
SHAM, Vale & Ostriker 2004; Reddick et al. 2013 that
incorporates a luminosity scatter oioe7, = 0.15dex at
fixed subhalo mass. The subhalo mass we adopted is
the maximum mass along the accretion history. The
cumulative LFs used for the abundance matching are
directly measured from the Y1-z19.0 sample with nar-
row redshift bins. To assign luminosity to each subhalo
at a particular redshift, we interpolated the LFs at dif-
ferent redshifts. It is worth noting that Vjeax may be
more preferred than the peak mass as subhalo mass in-
dicator for SHAM in the literature (Reddick et al. 2013;

6 https://github.com/Kambrian/HBTplus
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Figure 4. CLFs (z-band) obtained from the MGRS. MGRS-simu, MGRS-spec, and MGRS-photo represent the true CLF's, the
ones are obtained from mock groups with spectroscopic and mixed spectroscopic and photometric redshifts, respectively. Each
column corresponds to a different halo mass bin and each row stands for a different redshift bin. The errors are obtained from

the standard deviation of 200 bootstrap resamplings.

Lehmann et al. 2017; Dragomir et al. 2018), and the
comparison of the two will be discussed in more detail
in a forthcoming paper (Xu et al. 2024 in preparation).

Our MGRS for LS DR is constructed by ensuring
that it covers the same area as LS DR9, with a mag-
nitude limit of m, < 21.0 and a redshift interval of
[0.0,1.0]. Additionally, we apply bright-star masking to
the MGRS. Relative to the original north galactic cap of
MGRS, the galaxy count post masking decreases by 2.8
million, and the sky coverage shrinks by 476 deg?. Fig-
ure 3 displays the LFs from our MGRS (MGRS-simu,
depicted as dark brown open circles with error bars)
alongside the observational data from Y1-z19.0 (ma-
genta) and SV3-z19.0 (blue), showing a good match,
which is anticipated due to the use of the abundance
matching technique.

In order to account for observational effects in redshift
measurements, two additional redshifts are assigned to
each galaxy in addition to the true MGRS-simu. The
first of these is the MGRS-spec, which takes into ac-
count the redshift error of the DESI spectroscopic obser-
vation at about 35 km/s and the peculiar velocity of the
galaxy. The other is the MGRS-photo, which includes a

photoz error with a Gaussian distribution as described
in Yang et al. (2021), 0,=(0.014-0.015z)*(1+z). To best
mimic Y1-BGS, for galaxies with m, < 19.0, we ran-
domly choose 45% of them to keep the spectroscopic
redshifts.

The light brown and orange open circles in Figure 3
represent the LFs obtained from the MGRS-spec and
MGRS-photo, respectively. All measurements based on
MGRS agree, even for luminosities of L ~ 10°h=1 L.
The MGRS-simu and MGRS-spec are almost indistin-
guishable in all redshift bins, while the MGRS-photo
displays a slightly smoother trend at the faint end in
the lowest redshift bin, which is caused by the Gaussian
photo-z error we applied. The behavior of MGRS-photo
suggests that a pure Gaussian photo error cannot accu-
rately reproduce the decreasing behavior of the observed
LFs of the half-spectroscopic sample at the faint end, as
seen in Figure 2.

To delve deeper into the cause of the decline in LF's
at the faint end due to the actual photo-z distribu-
tions observed in the DESI LS, we examine the redshift
distribution of galaxies with an apparent magnitude of
18.5 < r < 19.5, as the faint end LFs are mainly con-



tributed by these galaxies. As depicted in Figure C in
the Appendix B, in comparison to the spectroscopic red-
shift distribution, galaxies in the lowest redshift peaks
at approximately z = 0 exhibit a non-Gaussian photo-
z distribution. Specifically, their photo-z distribution
leans towards higher redshifts. Consequently, the ob-
served decrease in the LFs/SMFs in the DESI data is
primarily due to the skewed nature of the photo-z in the
LS DR9.

4.2. Comparing the true and measured CLFs

The CLF describes the average number of galaxies as
a function of galaxy luminosity in the dark matter halo
of a given mass, which plays an essential role in under-
standing how galaxies form and distribute in dark mat-
ter halos. In this sub-section, we assess the impact of the
group finder on the CLF measurements by comparing
the results from MGRS-spec and MGRS-photo to the
true input values (MGRS-simu). To do this, we apply
the same extended group finder from Yang et al. (2021)
to identify groups in our LS DR9 MGRS. We then con-
struct two versions of mock group catalogs, one for the
MGRS-spec and the other for MGRS-photo. We used
MGRS-spec, MGRS-photo, and MGRS-simu to repre-
sent the results measured from the two mock group cat-
alogs and the true input values, respectively.

The CLF is measured differently from the LF, which
is normalized by the number of groups in the redshift
range instead of the cosmic volume. The same critical
step of determining the maximum redshift z,,., is still
necessary. To calculate the CLF, galaxies and groups
in the redshift range [z1,z2] are first selected. For a
galaxy with a specific absolute magnitude, the maxi-
mum redshift z,.. is then determined. The effective
number of groups is calculated by counting the number
of groups within the redshift range [z1, min(za, Zmax)]-
Figure 4 shows the CLFs in the z band obtained from
the Jiutian MGRS in different halo mass and redshift
bins. The redshift range is from [0.0,0.2], [0.2,0.4], and
[0.4,0.6] from the top to bottom panels, respectively.
The halo mass bins are [10144/10147], [1013:5,10!38],
[1012910%3-2], and [10'2:9,10123] (unit of =1 M) from
left to right, respectively.

We find that the central galaxy CLFs in both the
MGRS-spec and MGRS-photo are accurately repro-
duced in halos with masses greater than 103 h='Mg,
regardless of redshift. The median values of these sam-
ples are similar to those of MGRS-simu in less massive
halos, however, the scatter is slightly underestimated
due to the estimation of the halo mass based on abun-
dance matching (Yang et al. 2005b). Xu et al. (2023)
recently reported that the group finder could create an
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artificial double-peak profile in the central CLF for a
shallow survey. They found that the brighter compo-
nent of the double-peak is largely contributed by the
groups with a single-member galaxy (see Appendix A
for a more detailed discussion). Such artifacts can be
greatly reduced by using a deeper survey. We do not
observe this feature, which manifests the validation of
using a deeper survey for the group-finding process. In
summary, the CLFs for central galaxies in DESI DR9
can be well recovered, except for scatter in small halos.

The CLFs of satellites derived from the MGRS-spec,
MGRS-photo and MGRS-simu samples, with luminos-
ity greater than 108 h=2Lg, also show very good agree-
ment within different halo mass bins and redshift ranges.
Most of the data points agree well with each other within
their 1-0 error bars. The only slight difference we can
see is in the lowest halo mass bin, where the CLF from
MGRS-spec tends to be slightly underestimated com-
pared to MGRS-simu, with a difference of approximately
0.05dex. These comparisons demonstrate that the satel-
lite CLF's of either a pure spec-z sample or a mixed sam-
ple (half photo-z and half spec-z) can also be well recov-
ered, at least for satellite galaxies with L > 10% h=?L,.
The group finder will not induce significant bias in the
CLF measurements in the DESI observations.

5. CONDITIONAL LUMINOSITY AND STELLAR
MASS FUNCTIONS

With all of the above preparations, we set out to mea-
sure the CLFs and CSMFs from the DESI galaxy obser-
vational samples.

5.1. Global properties

Before we move forward, we will present two sets
of measurements of the global characteristics of groups
that are essential components of the CLF and HOD the-
oretical framework: (1) the luminosity (or stellar mass)
of the central galaxy - halo mass relation, and (2) the
satellite fraction, fgsat.

The central galaxy luminosity (or stellar mass) - halo
mass relation is a key factor in understanding how galax-
ies form and evolve in dark matter halos. We show in
Figure 5 the central galaxy - halo mass ratios obtained
from the LS DR9 group catalogs within 0 < z < 0.6 for
r band luminosity, z band luminosity and stellar mass
in the left, middle, and right panels, respectively. The
magenta-shaded region represents the Y1-BGS subsam-
ple, and the blue squares with error bars correspond to
the SV3-BGS subsample. There is no significant dif-
ference between the spec-z subsample (SV3-BGS) and
the half spec-z subsample (Y1-BGS). This is in agree-
ment with the results of Section 4, which suggests that
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Figure 6. Fraction of satellite galaxies for Y1-BGS and SV3-BGS sub-samples as a function of luminosity (left and middle
panels for r-band and z-band, respectively) and stellar mass (right panel) using Vi,qe method. The error bars represent 3-o
(99.8%) of the scatters. Note that for each luminosity bin, we removed data points whose total galaxy numbers are less than

600.

the photo-z error has a negligible effect on the CLFs.
Generally, the luminosity (stellar mass) of the centrals
has the largest luminosity (stellar mass) to halo mass
ratio in halos with mass ~ 102 h=!Mg), then drops at
the ends of low mass and high mass. This is consis-
tent with previous findings, which are also shown in the
right panel for comparison (Behroozi et al. 2013; Red-
dick et al. 2013; Moster et al. 2018), and is probably
due to a combination of AGN feedback at the massive
end and supernova feedback at the low mass end (Yang
et al. 2008).

In the HOD framework, the satellite fraction fs.¢ is
considered one of the most important quantities in mod-
eling the galaxy correlation functions. fs, is defined as
the ratio between the number of satellites and the num-
ber of all galaxies at fixed galaxy luminosity or the stel-
lar mass bin. Since each halo only contains one central
galaxy, the large-scale clustering of galaxies at fixed lu-

minosity is significantly impacted by the fraction of the
satellite galaxies.

The fs.¢ functions obtained from the SV3-BGS and
Y1-BGS sub-samples are displayed in Figure 6 for red-
shift range 0 < z < 0.6. The fraction of satellites is
calculated by dividing the number of satellites by the
total number of galaxies in a given luminosity or stel-
lar mass bin normalized by the V. factor. The error
bars represent 3-0 confidence levels obtained from 200
bootstrap resamplings. For accuracy, only results from
luminosity bins with at least 600 galaxies are shown,
which leads to a truncation of the SV3-BGS sub-sample
at the faint end. The satellite fraction increases from
close to 10% at the faint end to a maximum of around
30% at L ~ 10%5 h=2Ly and then decreases to zero for
the most luminous or massive galaxies. This 10% level
of the satellite fraction in the faint end (low mass) is
in agreement with the satellite-to-all subhalo fraction at
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Figure 7. CLFs (r-band) obtained from Y1-r19.5 (magenta triangles) and SV3-r19.5 (blue ones) sub-samples. Each column
corresponds to a different halo mass bin and each row stands for a different redshift bin. The error bars are obtained from
the standard deviation of 200 bootstrap resamplings. We removed data points whose galaxy numbers are less than 10 in each
luminosity bin of the Y1-BGS sub-sample. The black dashed short strlines in the upper panels illustrate the slope of the subhalo
mass function. Results from Yang et al. (2008) are also shown in the lowest redshift bin for comparison.

the low mass end in our Jiutian simulations. However,
it should be noted that this fraction might vary on the
basis of simulation resolution, the techniques used for
subhalo identification, and whether disrupted subhalos
are included. From an observational standpoint, our
group finder only detects the brightest group galaxies
(BGGs). Skibba et al. (2011) noted that a specific frac-
tion of central galaxies are not BGGs. Consequently, the
satellite fraction estimated by our group finder can be
somewhat underestimated. The results in the three pan-
els demonstrate that fs,; is independent of the choice of
galaxy stellar mass and luminosity, as well as the bands
of luminosity.

5.2. CLFs measured from DESI observations

In this sub-section, we directly measure the CLF's from
the DESI observational data in multiple halo mass bins.
As tested in Section 4, the CLFs can be reliably mea-
sured from both the spectroscopic and combined red-
shift data. However, the available spectroscopic sample
in this study, SV3-BGS, only covers about 133 deg?.
Therefore, it can only provide CLF measurements for

relatively bright galaxies. The Y1-BGS sub-sample, on
the other hand, covers a much larger area of the sky and
has a spectroscopic redshift completeness of ~ 50%. Ac-
cording to Section 4.2, we have demonstrated that the
mixed sample, with the same spectral completeness as
Y1-BGS, can also provide reliable CLF for luminosities
L > 10* h=?Lg. We present the direct CLF results of
SV3-BGS and Y1-BGS sub-samples. Here, a small cor-
rection factor obtained from Section 3.1 is applied to the
Y1-BGS sub-sample. As we focus on relatively bright lu-
minosity ranges (L > 108 h~2Lg), even without such a
correction, general trends will remain almost unchanged.

Figure 7 shows the CLFs measured from the r band in
different mass and redshift bins. Compared with those
in Section 4.2, we find that the CLFs of DESI show a
similar behavior to those obtained from the MGRS, in
that Y1-BGS and SV3-BGS show very similar results.
On the other hand, due to the much larger sky cover-
age of Y1-BGS, its CLFs in general show much better
statistics and smaller error bars.

For comparison, we also show the r-band CLFs mea-
sured from SDSS observations in Yang et al. (2008) with
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Figure 8. CLFs (z-band) obtained from Y1-z19.0 (magenta triangles) and SV3-z19.0 (blue ones) sub-samples. Similarly with
CLFs (r-band), each column corresponds to a different halo mass bin and each row stands for a different redshift bin. The error
bars are obtained from the standard deviation of 200 bootstrap resamplings. We removed data points whose galaxy numbers
are less than 10 in each luminosity bin of the Y1-BGS sub-sample. The black dashed short lines in the upper panels illustrate

the slope of the subhalo mass function.

black circles in the top panels of Figure 7. In this in-
stance, we present results only for the three lower halo
mass bins since their most massive bin covers a broader
range of halo masses than ours. Generally, our findings
are consistent with Yang et al. (2008). However, thanks
to the DESI deeper imaging and spectroscopic surveys,
our CLF measurements are able to reach much fainter
end and show a clear upturn. Quite interestingly, such
kind of enhancement in the faint end CLFs and CSMFs
was already reported in previous works (e.g. Rodriguez-
Puebla et al. 2013; Lan et al. 2016; Meng et al. 2023)
using SDSS groups. By combing SDSS imaging data and
SDSS group catalogs, Lan et al. (2016) found that the
satellite CLFs of SDSS groups at redshift 0.01 ~ 0.05
display a steep upturn at L < 10° h=2Lg for all halo
masses, mainly contributed by red galaxies.

Here, thanks to the much deeper DESI observations,
we are able to obtain more reliable CLF measurements.
Interestingly, we found that the slope of the upturn at
L < 10°h2Lg is rather steep (o ~ —1 4 0.3). The
faint end slope of the CLFs is in general agreement with
that of the subhalo mass function, which is indicated

by the black dashed line in the top panels, except for
the most massive bin. This suggests that galaxies may
have a roughly constant star formation efficiency in low-
mass subhalos. According to Figure 5, a galaxy with a
characteristic luminosity of L ~ 10° h=2Lg lives in a
halo with mass M, ~ 10! h~™'My. Halos with mass
lower than this critical mass tend to form stars with a
roughly constant efficiency.

Figure 8 shows the CLFs measured from z-band in
different mass and redshift bins. Overall, the CLFs from
z-band show similar trends as r-band, except that the
ones in z-band are slightly shifted to brighter end.

5.3. CSMFs measured from DESI observations

The CSMF, ®(M,My,), is a key element in modeling
the evolution of galaxies. It describes the average num-
ber of galaxies as a function of galaxy stellar mass M,
in a dark matter halo of a particular mass M. It is
simpler and more common to use CSMF than CLF to
access galaxy formation models because of the difficulty
in converting mass to luminosity. When evaluating the
CSMF, the completeness of the galaxy sample in terms
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Figure 9. CSMFs obtained from the combination of Y1-r19.5 (magenta triangles) and SV3-r19.5 (blue ones) sub-samples.
Similarly with CLFs above, each column corresponds to a different halo mass bin and each row stands for a different redshift
bin. The error bars are obtained from the standard deviation of 200 bootstrap resamplings. We removed data points whose
galaxy numbers are less than 10 in each stellar mass bin of the Y1-BGS sub-sample. The black dashed short lines in the upper

panels illustrate the slope of the subhalo mass function.

of stellar mass shall also be properly taken into account.
For each galaxy, we count the number of groups within
the maximum redshift z,,x and redshift range to calcu-
late the CSMFs. The CSMFs obtained from the DESI
observations are shown in Figure 9. The data points are
taken from the SV3-BGS and Y1-BGS samples. The
CSMF's have overall similarities with the CLF in terms
of shape and features.

The above direct CLF/CSMF measurements that cov-
ering much larger redshift and luminosity/stellar mass
ranges, will be adopted in a subsequent study to under-
stand the evolution of galaxies below redshift z = 0.6.

6. DISCUSSION

In our measurements of the CLFs/CSMFs, we find a
clear upturn at L < 10° h=2Lg. However, this trend is
not clearly pronounced in the LFs/SMFs of SV3-BGS
shown in Figure 2, which exhibit a slight drop below
L <108 h~2Lg. We set out to explore the clues for the
potential discrepancy and find that the local void (LV)
in our Universe is a possible reason (Chen et al. 2019).

The Milky Way resides within a local void in the Uni-
verse. To mitigate the influence of this local void on the
luminosity function and stellar mass function measure-
ments, Chen et al. (2019) introduced a comprehensive
correction approach using the ELUCID simulation (e.g.
Wang et al. 2014, 2016; Yang et al. 2018), by compar-
ing the LFs/SMF's from the SDSS region to those across
the entire simulation box. Without this correction, the
faint end of the galaxy luminosity functions derived from
SDSS would be notably diminished.

To assess the constraining power of Y1-BGS in LFs
at L > 1082h~'Ls, we compare our measurements of
Y1-BGS that incorporate the photoz correction factor f;
from Section 3 with those obtained from SDSS by Chen
et al. (2019) in Figure 10. The galaxies in the two obser-
vations are both K-corrected to z = 0.1 and the primary
difference between these two samples is their redshift
range, as 0 < z < 0.2 in Y1-BGS, and 0 < z < 0.12 in
Chen et al. (2019). We find that the LF results measured
directly by Y1-BGS with the photoz correction factor f;
are in good agreement with those obtained from SDSS
after LV correction. Y1-BGS, which has observed wide
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Table 4. Values of the galaxy LFs and SMF's obtained from Y1-r19.5 sub-sample after being modified by correction factors fi
and f2, corresponding to Figure 10. The errorbars of the corrected values inherit the original ones.

L or M. log ®(L) — rband log ®(M.)
(h-2Lo]  [h—?Mo] [h3Mpc—3dlog L] [hW3*Mpc—dlog M.
Y1 Y1-+f1 Y1-+14+£2 Y1 Y1+f1 Y1+14£2

6.05 —0.824470-9988  0.0648215-9958 - —1.004513-0782  _0.3407 50742 -

6.15 —0.949575199  —0.11611919%5 - —1.129975:0%%  —0.518819:555 -

6.25 —0.88587000%  —0.106119-0028 - —0.873870:0595  —0.312970-55%) -

6.35 —0.744710-0539  _0.016815-933% - —0.952970-0697  —0.4397+5-0597 -

6.45 —0.835113:05%  _0.156819-05% - —1.0227+3:09%6  _(.5547+9-09%¢ -

6.55 —0.804670-0495  _0.1739+5:049% - —0.962310-0447  _0.5371+5:0347 -

6.65 —0.9882109%21  —0.403010-522 - —1.104315939  —0.719555-94% -

6.75 —1.030715:0359  —0.489019-0359 - —1.122175:0416  _0.7751+0-0416 -

6.85 —1.017919:5372  _0.5176+5:0372 - —1.2026170-9287  _0.8911+5:9287 -

6.95 —1.079475:033%  —0.618510-0535 - —1.264810:0356  —0.986310-035¢ -

7.05 —1.127413-0287  _0.7038+5-0287 - —1.316710:0259  —1.068715:025% -

7.15 —1.211375:0357 —0.82299-0597 - —1.344875:020%  —1.124819-5213 -

7.25 —1.231870:0287  —0.87667 00265 - —1.347370:018  —1.152879-0178 -

7.35 —1.275310:050%  —0.9512F9:020%  —0.255510 0500 —1.331310:015%  —1.160070 0155 —0.4644100155
7.45 —~1.320875:0180  —1.0258105180  —0.3301700189  —1.3178¥0:0122 11671700122 —0.4715750122
7.55 —1.293075:0159  —1.025010:015°  —0.462770 0152 —1.332570:0105  —1.2000735195  —0.63775-0105
7.65 —1.298075:0115  —1.055T0011%  —0.6023T0 0115 —1.332010:00%8  —1.2152709088  —0.762670 0050
7.75 —1.315713:0122  —1.0955F5-0122  —0.7102795122  —1.323718:057 —1.2202F050T7 —0.834910-0077
7.85 —1.2772+5:0050  —1.077915:0955  —0.767813:0959  —1.331113:995%  —1.238513:0061  —0.9284+9-0064
7.95 —1.257175:0072  —1.076510:0072  —0.848570 0072 —1.3357F0:00%0  —1.251570:9050  —1.023475-3%%0
8.05 —1.258173-0063  —1.0941F5:9562  —0.939470:506%  —1.340315:004%  —1.26197050%0  —1.107179-0949
8.15 —1.265575:00%0  —1.116219:5550  —1.0238709029  —1.3625F5:00%8  —1.28767090%%  —1.195275-0958
8.25 —1.268670:0018  —1.132700008  —1.096170 0015  —1.3818¥5:00%  —1.3079709050  —1.272075-0%50
8.35 —1.277075:004  —1.150979:0040  —1.1521709001  —1.4013F5:0010  —1.325970:9040  —1.327270-0%40
8.45 —1.292413-0036  _1.2924F0-0036  _1.203770-0036  _1.422810-0036 - 1.42287000%6  —1.424110-003¢
8.55 —1.325175:00%0  —1.325110:00%0  —1.3251700930  —1.4642F5:0870  —1.464270957%  —1.464275-0%%
8.65 —1.370075:0025  —1.370010:0022  —1.370070 0055 —1.498615:0028  —1.4986700025  —1.498670 0050
8.75 —1.406773:9922  —1.4067+39922  —1.406775:9922  —1.525770:9928 —1.5257+39928  _1.525775:90%¢
8.85 —1.4502+5:009  —1.4502+3:0019  —1.4502+3-9919  —1.569713:9920  —1.569713:9920  —1.5697+9-5920
8.95 —1.4815T5:0019  —1.481570:001%  —1.4815700019  —1.600015:0015  —1.600073:901  —1.6000759019
9.05 —1.518173:007  —1.5181F5950 7 —1.5181705017  —1.622815:0520  —1.6228709020  —1.622819-0020
9.15 —1.549470:0015 1 5494400015 _7 5494+0-0015  _1 6316700916 1631639916 —1.6316%9:9916
9.25 —1.564175:0013  —1.5641790012  —1.5641700012  —1.651675:0015  —1.6516739018  —1.6516750018
9.35 —1.57500:0013  —1.5750100013  —1.575070 0013 —1.6771F5:00%8  —1.67717000%%  —1.6771700%55
9.45 —15771F00000  —1.577110:00%0  —1.577110:0000  —1.702119:0015  —1.702110:0015  —1.702119:0013
9.55 —1.5974F5:0008  —1.597419-5008  —1.597470000%  —1.7217F0:001  —1.7217F0 00 —1.7217E5:0011
9.65 —1.625370:0008  —1.625310:0008  —1.625370 0008  —1.7293F5:0005  —1.720370:900%  —1.729375-0%00
9.75 —1.660173-099¢  —1.6601F5-9506  —1.660179:5056  —1.745315-0508  —1.745370:5008  —1.745319-0008
9.85 —1.7123F5:0067  —1.7123+9-5007  —1.7123F00007  —1.7616F5:0008  —1.7616735008  —1.761675-3005
9.95 —1.7757E0 00T —1.7TRTE 00T 1775700 —1.7861F5:00%8  —1.7861709008  —1.7861750%0%
10.05 —1.844275:00%07  —1.8442F0-0007  —1.844270 0007 —1.8118F5:0007  —1.8118F05007  —1.811870:3%07
10.15 —1.932413-0008  _1.9324 750008 _1.932470-0008  _1.84821C-0008 - 1.8482700008  —1.848210-0008
10.25 —2.041975:0005  —2.041979:500  —2.0419700500  —1.8975F5:00%8  —1.897573:9008  —1.897575-000%
10.35 —2.173015:0010  —2.173010:0010  —2.173070 9010 —1.9553F5:0010  —1.9554709010  —1.955470-0%10
10.45 —2.334610-0012  —2.3346750012  —2.3346705012  —2.0434750010  —2.0434705010  —2.043419-0010
10.55 —2.528675:0015  —2.528610:001%  —2.528670 0012 —2.1502F0:001  —2.150273951 ) —2.1502F5:0911
10.65 —2.761570:0025  —2.761510:00%8  —2.761570 0025  —2.2771F5:0012  —2.2771700012 —2.277170-0%12
10.75 —3.0362+9:9931  _3.0362+9:9931  —3.0362+9:9931  —2.438019-9913  _2.4380+0-9913  _2.4380+9-9913
10.85 —3.365810:0048  _3.365810:0945  —3.365813:9935  —2.6302+3:9919  —2.6302+3:9%19  —2.6302+9-5919
10.95 —3.756475:0078  _3.756415:0072  —3.756415:0073  —2.869979:0925  —2.869913:0925  —2.8699713-0023
11.05 —4.1972F5:0127  —4.19728001%T —4.197270 0137 —3.1467F0:00%8  —3.1467T00058  —3.146710003%
11.15 —4.768610:0224  —4.768675:0222  —4.768670522¢  —3.486175:0930  —3.48617050%0  —3.486110-095¢
11.25 —5.471275:0856 54712700295 —5.4712700855  —3.8765F5:0070  —3.8765709077  —3.876575-0070
11.35 —6.2598701957  —6.25081019%0  —6.259870 1957 —4.347670 0108 —4.3476T0015,  —4.347670 0154
11.45 —6.773270:1552  _g.7732401852 67732701852 _ 4 9537700264 _4 9537409264 _4.9537+0-0264
11.55 - - - —5.607575:0516  —5.60751005L  —5.6075100250
11.65 - - - —6.5013+9-1361  _g.5013+0-1361  _g.5013+0-1361

11.75 — - - —7.041710-2285  _7.041715-2285  _7.04177022%°
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Figure 10. LFs and SMFs of Y1-r19.5 sub-sample and those
obtained by Chen et al. (2019) based on SDSS DR7. The
blue symbols correspond to redshift ranges [0.00,0.20], and
the black open square with errorbas from Chen et al. (2019)
is [0.01,0.12]. f; stand for the photoz correction factor and
fy is the cosmic variance correction factor. Values of data
points are listed in Table 4. The black short dashed line
illustrates the slope of the low mass end of the halo mass
function. Results from previous studies (Loveday et al. 2015;
Blanton et al. 2005; Baldry et al. 2012) are also shown for
comparison.

sky regions and is much deeper, should suffer from the
LV effect in the much fainter luminosity ranges. The
good agreement demonstrates that the LV correction
factor obtained by Chen et al. (2019) in the range of
1082h=2Le to 109~ 2L works remarkably well. Ad-
ditionally, we compare our results using the correction
factor f; with earlier studies (Loveday et al. 2015; Blan-
ton et al. 2005; Baldry et al. 2012) as depicted in Figure
10, finding that the trends in the LFs and SMFs gener-
ally align.

Considering that the apparent magnitude limit of Y1-
r19.5 is nearly two magnitudes fainter than Chen et al.
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(2019) which is 17.6, the impact of LV on the LFs might
also appear in the two magnitudes fainter ranges, that
is, below L < 1082h~!' L. In this section, we apply the
same correction factor obtained by Chen et al. (2019) to
our LFs and SMFs measurements at L < 10%2h7 1L,
shifted to the fainter end by 0.8dex in terms of luminos-
ity or stellar mass. Our LF and SMF results with photo-
z correction factor f; are shown in Figure 10 illustrated
by blue dots with error bars. The results with the addi-
tional cosmic variance correction factor fo are shown by
blue star icons. It is evident that there is a considerable
difference in the faint-end slope, with Aa ~ 0.5 compar-
ing the slope in the range of 10"*h=2Lg ~ 10%5h=2L,
with that of L > 103°h=2L,.

As a reference, we show in each panel of Figure 10
the low mass end slope of the halo mass function using
a black short dashed line. Upon closer inspection, it is
notable that the slopes of the LF and SMF match the
typical halo mass function at the very faint end. This
behavior is now in good agreement with our CLF mea-
surements, in that for both total and satellite galaxies
with luminosity/stellar mass less than ~ 109 h=2L¢, (or
h=2Mg), they show roughly consistent galaxy-halo con-
nections. In addition, it suggests that galaxy formation
in low-mass halos could be still quite efficient, regard-
less of halo mass. This would be contrary to the stan-
dard theories of galaxy formation, which usually invoke
stellar winds, supernova feedback, etc., to reduce star
formation efficiency towards the low mass end.

It should be noted that our analysis did not incor-
porate surface brightness corrections for lower mass ob-
jects. Blanton et al. (2005) comprehensively discussed
the issue of missing low surface brightness galaxies due
to the SDSS pipeline. Nevertheless, with the deeper
imaging capabilities and enhancements in the DESI LS
pipeline, we anticipate that this problem will be less
significant compared to SDSS. According to Figure 2 in
Zou et al. (2019), which illustrates the detection com-
pleteness of sources in the DESI LS compared to the
COSMOS space observation, our BGS galaxies achieve
a completeness of more than 97%.

7. SUMMARY

In this paper, we leverage the two recent DESI ob-
servational sub-samples, SV3-BGS and Y1-BGS, to up-
date the seed catalog of LS DR9 for our group finder.
The SV3-BGS, despite the limited coverage of 133 deg?,
contains the most complete spectroscopic redshift data.
In contrast, the Y1-BGS, with only half of the spec-
troscopic redshift completeness, achieves a sky cover-
age that is 90 times larger than SV3-BGS. We obtain
a galaxy group catalog by applying the extended ver-
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sion of halo-based group finder (Yang et al. 2021) to
this updated seed catalog. Based on the assessments
using MGRS spec-z and photo-z mock galaxy samples
constructed based on Jiutian simulation, we investigated
the galaxy luminosity functions (LFs), stellar mass func-
tions (SMFs), conditional luminosity functions (CLFs),
and conditional stellar mass functions (CSMFs) in three
redshift bins up to z = 0.6. Our main results can be
summarized as follows.

1. We measure the galaxy LFs and SMFs in three
different redshift bins. We find that utilization of
photometric redshift in the mixed sub-sample will
somewhat suppress the LFs and SMF's at the very
faint /low mass end in the lowest redshift bin.

2. We constructed an MGRS galaxy catalog based
on Jiutian simulation using the LFs of Y1-BGS by
applying the photo-z correction factor. To mimic
the redshift completeness of SV3-BGS and Y1-
BGS sub-samples, we have constructed two sets
of redshifts, MGRS-spec and MGRS-photo. By
applying the same group finder to the two sets of
MGRSs, we use the resulting group catalogs to
evaluate the reliability of the CLF measurements.
Compared to the true values, the two MGRS sam-
ples demonstrate that the central galaxy CLFs
can be accurately recovered using both spec-z and
photo-z in all redshift and halo mass bins, except
for the lowest halo mass bin. The CLFs of the
satellite galaxies are slightly underestimated by
approximately 0.05 dex using spec-z.

3. We derived the central luminosity (or stellar mass)
- host halo mass relations and the satellite fraction
based on the galaxy group catalogs constructed
from SV3-BGS and Y1-BGS observational sub-
samples, which extend down to a luminosity or
stellar mass ~ 1075 h~2Lg, ( h~2Mg). We found
that the satellite fraction peaks at ~ 10°% h=2L,
at about 30% level and decreases to 10% at the
low luminosity (or stellar mass) end.

4. Based on the validation of the group finder on
our CLF measurements, we provide our obser-
vational measurements of CLFs and CSMFs at
L >108h"2Lg (h™2Mg) from SV3-BGS and Y1-
BGS sub-samples in a wide halo mass range and
three redshift bins. Our analysis reveals an upturn
in the CLFs and CSMFs at the faint (or low stellar
mass) end below 10° h=2Lg, (or h~2Mg). Remark-
ably, the slope of this upturn is in nice agreement
with that of the subhalo mass functions.

5. After taking into account the photo-z correction
factor f; and local void correction factor fs, the
LFs and SMFs we obtained from DESI observa-
tion may also reveal a continuous upturn below
10°h72Lg (or h™2Mg), similar to those in the
CLFs and CSMFs. The slope is in nice agreement
with that of the halo mass function at the low mass
end.

This study provides a comprehensive analysis of the
LFs, SMFs, CLFs, and CSMFs of galaxies across a broad
range of redshifts and halo mass bins, combining both
observed and mock galaxy samples. These measure-
ments also span large luminosity (or stellar mass) ranges
of 2 1055 h=2Lg, (or h™2Mg,) at low redshift z ~ 0.1 and
> 10195 h2Lg (or h™2Mg) at higher redshift z ~ 0.5.
The intriguing upturn feature in the faint (low mass) end
of LFs/SMFs/CLFs/CSMFs carries significant implica-
tions for refining the CLF model. Moreover, it provides
valuable insights into the formation and evolution mech-
anisms of galaxies in the very low mass halo. We will
perform related investigations in a subsequent work.
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APPENDIX

A. COSMIC VARIANCE IN THE SV3-BGS SUB-SAMPLE

When performing the LF measurements from the SV3-BGS sub-samples using the method outlined in Section 3,
we find a significant enhancement at L ~ 108 h~2Lg in the low redshift bin compared with that of Y1-BGS sub-
sample. To find the cause of the big enhancement, we checked the redshift distribution of galaxies in the 20 rosettes
of the SV3-BGS sub-sample. The results are shown in different panels of Figure A, each corresponding to a particular
rosette. In several panels, spikes exhibit at low redshift, especially in panel (4) which is centered at the coordinate
[RA194.75, DEC28.20]. According to the DESI official website”, this fourth rosette contains the Coma cluster with
redshift ~0.0231.

The presence of the Coma cluster significantly enhanced the LF measurements of the SV3-BGS sub-sample at
L ~ 10® h=2Lg, which is verified in Figure B. The black dots with error bars stand for the results with 20 rosettes, and
the blue ones are the measurements with 19 rosettes excluding Coma cluster one. Since the number of large clusters
in the local universe below the redshift of 0.03 is small, the Coma cluster causes a considerable cosmic variance in the
DESI SV3-BGS 1% sky coverage. Thus, in our investigation, the galaxies in rosette 4 are excluded from our SV3-BGS
sub-sample.

B. SPECTROSCOPIC AND PHOTOMETRIC REDSHIFT DISTRIBUTION OF SV3-BGS GALAXIES

As illustrated in section 4.1, the Gaussian distribution of photo-z fails to mimic the diminishing trend of LFs at the
faint end within the lowest redshift bin. Consequently, we investigate the actual photo-z distribution for galaxies in
the SV3-BGS sample. Displayed in each panel of Figure C are the observed spectroscopic and photometric redshift
distributions for SV3-BGS galaxies with an apparent magnitude of 18.5 < r < 19.5. The photo-z for all galaxies were
provided by Zhou et al. (2021). In comparison to the spectroscopic redshifts, the photo-z distribution at the lowest
spectroscopic redshift peak in each panel tends to shift towards higher redshifts.

7 https://desi.lbl.gov/trac/wiki/SurveyOps/OnePercent


https://desi.lbl.gov/trac/wiki/SurveyOps/OnePercent

22

L R B T T T T T T T T T T L B A B LS R N B
s00L @ | | 1179.60,0000 | @ | [18310,0001 | @  [189.90,61.80] | & | [194752820] | (5  [210.00,5.00] |
- I Il Il I Coma cluster I ]
Z 2001 - - T / - f
O+ — e — —
400 © [215.50,52.50] _L () [217.80,34.40] _L (8) [216.30, —0.60] _|_ (9) [219.80, —0.60] _|. (10 [218.05,2.43]
5 I I il il ]
Z 2001 - - - - f
0= e e e e
400+ AV [242.75,54.98] _| (2 [241.05,43.45] _| (3) [245.88,43.45] _| (4) [252.50,34.50] _| 5 [269.73, 66.02]
5 I I il il ]
Z 2001 - - - - f
0+ e e
400+ (16 [194.75,24.70] L an [212.80, —0.60] _| (18) [269.73,62.52] _| (19) [236.10,43.45] _| (20 [150.10,2.18]
5 | Il Il il il ]
Z 2001 - - - - B
P R P ) R P N I P ) B S— P S N —
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.2 0.4 0.6
z z z z z

Figure A. Redshift distribution of galaxies in 20 rosettes from SV3 (1% sky coverage) within r-band magnitude 19.5 cut. The
fourth rosette at the coordinate position [194.75, 28.20] contains the Coma cluster.
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Figure B. Comparison of LFs obtained from 20 and 19 (exclude the fourth) rosettes in the SV3-BGS sub-samples.
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Figure C. Redshift distribution of galaxies in 20 rosettes from SV3 (1% sky coverage) within r-band magnitude 18.5 ~ 19.5
cut. Red and blue histograms show the spec-z and photo-z distributions, respectively.
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