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ABSTRACT

Data from a new, wide field, coincident optical and X-ray syr\the X-ray Dark Cluster
Survey (XDCS) are presented. This survey comprises simettas and independent searches
for clusters of galaxies in the optical and X-ray passbafigical cluster detection algo-
rithms implemented on the data are detailed. Two distinticaly selected catalogues are
constructed, one based on I-band overdensity, the othervemlensities of colour-selected
galaxies. The superior accuracy of the colour-selectionrigjue over that of the single pass-
band method is demonstrated, via internal consistencykshetd comparison with external
spectroscopic redshift information. This is compared w&ithX-ray selected cluster catalogue.
In terms of gross numbers, the survey yields 185 I-band &ele290 colour selected and 15
X-ray selected systems, residing-rilded of optical+ X-ray imaging.

The relationship between optical richness/ luminosity dmdy luminosity is examined,
by measuring X-ray luminosities at the positions of our 26uar-selected systems. Power
law correlations between the optical richness/ luminogégsus X-ray luminosity are fitted,
both exhibiting approximately 0.2 dex of intrinsic scatteteresting outliers in these cor-
relations are discussed in greater detail. Spectroscofimr up of a subsample of X-ray
underluminous systems confirms their reality.
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cellaneous

1 INTRODUCTION

Clusters of galaxies are extremely important astrophy/sams.
They are the most massive virialised objects in the Unive3see
clusters form from extremely high peaks in the initial den§ield
on scales of around 10 AMpc, they are sensitive to the ampli-
tude of the power spectrum on these scales. Thus, obsersaifo
the cluster mass function out to large redshifts can plat# tion-
straints on cosmological parameters (€X3., os, A; |[Eke et al.
1996). They are also powerful laboratories for studyinguggaffor-
mation and evolution. Several different techniques exisfifiding
clusters, each relying on different properties of clustersrder to
locate them, and it is important to try to understand how tlecs
tion method may bias the sample and affect the scientifidteesu

by visual inspection of Palomar Observatory Sky Survey (810S
photographic plates, yielding nearly 1700 clusters in thisrio-
geneous statistical sample” and over 2700 in his full sample
Similar catalogues were constructed by Zwicky and collatms
(Zwicky & et alll1963)| Abell(1958)’s Northern catalogue svex-
tended to the Southern hemisphere by Abell 21 al. (1989 )yiyap
his same statistical criteria.

With the advent of space-based X-ray telescopes, such as
UHURU, a new way to discover galaxy clusters was found. Spa-
tially extended, thermal X-ray emission was detected ao@/aho
be due to the hot intracluster medium (ICM) - the plasma tedpp
in a cluster’s potential well (Mitchell et Ell. 1976; Serl¢suis et al.
1977). This provided a way to show that the cluster was a gen-

The first attempt at a large, homogeneous survey for galaxy ine physically bound system. Furthermore, the backgraigl
clusters was conducted hy Abell (1858). This was a phenome- (produced by X-ray point sources) is lower in the X-ray skgrth

nal effort by one individual to identify overdensities oflgees
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the background in the optical, produced by a much greatéacsir
density of foreground and background galaxies. Opticacsigin
techniques lost favour: their main disadvantage beinglhigae was
no way, at the selection stage, to distinguish between geraliis-
ters and chance projections of less massive galaxy groaos al
the lines of sight. Extensive discussions of this contationehave
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been published (e.(. Katgert etlal. 1996; van Haarleml =081/ 1
To reject such spurious systems, observationally experspec-
troscopy is required to confirm the overdensities in 3D. Miesp
the revolutionary new X-ray techniques, four large optiphb-
tographic cluster surveys with follow up spectroscopy wene
dertaken in the late 19805 (Gunn €etlal. 1986; Couchlét al.l;1991
Maddox et al. 1988; Lumsden etlal. 1992). The first two useaaibis
inspection of photographic plates, and the second twaatllima-
chines which automatically measured parameters of obfemts
photographic plates. The catalogues derived from platersicg
could be passed to computerised overdensity detectionithligs,
and for the first time cluster detection advanced beyondestitsg
visual inspection.

Prior to the construction of large X-ray selected samples of
clusters, it was natural to target the optically selectestelrs de-
scribed above with X-ray telescopes in an attempt to medbere
X-ray luminosity function (XLF) at high redshift. Castamds al.
(1994) used ROSAT to observe cluster candidates in the ifedsh

environment, data can be filtered in colour to remove gasaxi¢h
colours incompatible with ellipticals._Gladders & Yee (PQ@ook
the colour selection a stage further, placing very stritb@wocuts
in two-colour data, to only search for overdensities of giaswith
colours consistent with elliptical galaxies at a given refi{see
§3). This works because in all known clusters for which mbéiad
photometry exists (regardless of how the cluster was slgch
tight relation exists between the colour and magnitudesoéarly-
type galaxies (e.d._Visvanathian 1978; Bower &t al. 1992 ek
lation is clearly visible over small spatial scales the size of the
cluster core), as early-type galaxies are predominantigdan the
central regions of a cluster (Dressler 1980).

With an abundance of new wide-field optical and X-
ray (Jones et al._1998; Vikhlinin etlgl. 1998; Mason et al. (200
Romer et all_2000) imaging data, it is timely to directly care
clusters found using these different methods. To recamyXse-
lected clusters are required to have a hot, dense intraclpistsma;
whereas optical selection just requires an overdensityatexes.

range 0.7-0.9 from a 3.5 square degree subsamplle_of Gunh et al To this end, we have undertaken optical and X-ray imagingesisr

(1986)’s optical cluster catalogue and also found sumglgiweak
X-ray emission £10% erg s!). [Bower et al. [(1994) undertook
ROSAT X-ray observations of optically selected clustecsrfithe
Couch et al.|(1991) catalogue (Couch et al. 1991 visuallgcset
clusters based on the density enhancement of galaxies dbeve
mean background, but tested their method exhaustivelynsgai
simulated data). From this 46 degataloguel_Bower et al. (1994)
took clusters with reliable spectroscopic follow up anday-data
in the redshift range 0.15 to 0.66, assuming this to be a rarsidp-
sample of the full catalogue. The total sky coverage of thivey
was 26.8 deyjand contained 14 clusters. The X-ray luminosities of
all but two of the clusters was found to be surprisingly wesdss
than 5¢<10" erg s *. This decrease with respect to the locally mea-
sured value was attributed to evolution in the XLF betweeha~d
~0.4. The alternative is that if the XLF does not evolve betwee
these redshifts, then the missing X-ray luminous clustasstrbe
made up of optically poorer systems, missing from this sampl
This raises the questiatio optical and X-ray surveys sample the
same clusters?

With the advent of high quantum-efficiency, large format
charged-coupled devices (CCDs) in the early 1990s, opticat
ter studies are again becoming attractive. The first seattesnpt
at an automated optical CCD survey with a quantifiable selec-
tion function was carried out with the Palomar Distant Ghust
Survey (PDCS,|_Paostman ef al. 1996). Their pioneering work in
volved assuming a model for the spatial and luminosity Histr
bution of galaxies in a cluster and in the field, and filterihg t
data using these models as templates. Using a likelihooly-ana
sis of the data, with cluster richness and redshift as freanpa
eters, the most likely cluster candidates could be extdaced
their redshifts estimated as a by-product of the process.t&th-
nique is known as the matched-filter (MF) and is discussed in
more detail ing3d. This method reduced spurious clusters due to
projection effects compared with the more traditional teghes
described above, but many still remained (discussed futtke
low). The MF need only be used on photometric data from a sin-
gle passband, but with an additional filter other techniqaies
possible. Algorithms using colour selection have been @sepg
(e.g..Gal et &l. 2000; Gladders & Yee 2000). Gal eétlal. (206exu
mild colour cuts to reduce contamination due to field-likéaga
ies. Since elliptical galaxies are predominantly found énske en-
vironments (the morphology-density relaticn, Dressle89and
exhibit only a narrow range of colours at a given redshiftainy

in exactly the same regions of sky. We refer to this as theyX-ra
Dark Cluster Survey (XDCS), as the project is specificallyed

at searching for the optically rich but X-ray underluminalissters
described in_Bower et Al. 1994, Bower elial. 1997.

A plan for the outline of this paper is as follows. The X-ray
field selection, optical observations and data reductian pae-
sented ing2. Two optical cluster detection algorithms are pre-
sented ind3, the first uses only single band optical photometry,
and is a variant of the now widely-used Matched Filter aldponi
(Postman et al. 1996); the second utilises colour inforomatand
is our implementation of the algorithm bf Gladders & Yee 2000
¢4 discusses measures of optical richness, and the consiradt
the optical cataloguegd deals with the X-ray selection of clusters.
These samples are cross-compared with the X-ray samgfé. in
Spectroscopic follow up for a subsample of X-ray underlwnim
clusters is presented i, and finally our conclusions i§B.

2 THE X-RAY DARK CLUSTER SURVEY
2.1 Sample Selection and Observations

X-ray imaging is observationally expensive. Thus we chase t
base our survey on archival X-ray data, which is relatively i
expensive to follow-up with wide-field optical imaging. Ess
tially a random sample of deep extragalactic X-ray fields veas
quired. The ROSAT International X-ray/ Optical Survey (R,
Mason et al. 2000) provided an ideal list of such fields. Thaimn-
ple was constructed from ROSAT Position Sensitive Propoati
Counter (PSPC) fields which had exposure times of at least 8ks
This ensures that sources at the intended survey flux limitf
point source) of3 x 107* erg cm? s~! (0.5-2.0 keV) lie sig-
nificantly above the sensitivity threshold of every field €Jtalso
limited the choice of fields to those which have Galactictlates
greater than 28in either hemisphere, since RIXOS is primarily
intended for extragalactic source studies.

The archival ROSAT fields listed in Tadl 1 were observed in
the optical using the Wide Field Camera (WFC) on the Isaac-New
ton Telescope (INT), La Palma. The observations were choig
in two runs, in June 1998 and January 1999. The median seeing
for the two runs was around 1’.@nd 1.6 respectively. Conditions
for both runs were photometric. The innet9 arc minutes of the
PSPC fields were imaged to depths ef¥4 and k23 (50% com-
pleteness). This is the region of the PSPC used for X-raycsour



Figure 1. INT WFC Tiling Strategy. The circle represents the inner -9 a
cmin radius of the PSPC field. Rectangles show the four CCEredlVFC.
Solid lines indicate the camera configuration in one ori@reand broken
lines show the camera rotated through 18The diagram illustrates how
the field can be efficiently imaged in two pointings.

identification in RIXOS, to ensure the best X-ray image dualnd
the most accurate source positiohs (Mason et al.|2000). &ar e
band, two exposures were taken, rotating the camera thrb8gh
degrees, and offsetting the centre of the pointing in ordensure
optimum coverage of the PSPC, as shown inHig. 1. Hereatter, i
ages taken with the camera rotator angle set to 0 degredsenit-
ferred to asA images; and those with a rotator angle of 180 degrees
B images. The two independent observations of a large fradfio
the survey area will provide important internal checks aagga
photometry and of cluster catalogues generated from inutkgre
data covering the same area of sky. We shall use the term faiosa
to refer to a single pointing (either A or B) comprising thaufo
WFC chips.

The WFC comprises four thinned EEV (2048 4100)
Charge-Coupled Device (CCD) chips, at the prime focus of the
2.5 metre INT. The science devices have 13.5 micron pixels
(0.333"/pixel). Each covers an area of 22.8 arcriil.4 arcmin
on sky. The total sky coverage per exposure is 0.29 squareeeg
A single exposure covers 76% of the ROSAT PSPC area. By us-
ing two exposures, virtually the entire inner 38 arc minugaeter
was covered: see Fig 1.

2.2 Optical Data Reduction

The data reduction was carried out using mostly stancsg!
routines, and is detailed below.

2.2.1 Debiasing and Linearity Correction

Bias frames were visually inspected for quality. Masteslfiames
were constructed for each night by taking the mean of all the
good data usingEROCOMBINE. Next it was necessary to cor-
rect for the non-linear response (due to problems with theCAD
of the WFC. This was achieved by applying polynomial correc-
tions taken from the Cambridge Wide Field Survey (WFS) web-
pagehttp://www.ast.cam.ac.uk/ wfcsur/). Thetem-
porally nearest fits were used. The August 1998 polynomialew

used for the XDCS data taken in June 1998 and the October 1998

1 IRAF is distributed by the National Optical Astronomy Ohsxtory
which is operated by AURA Inc. under contract with the NSF.
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values for January 1999 data (the non-linearity was founceio
main stable between October 1998 and August 1999). Folfpwin
this correction, the camera residual non-linearity isneated by
the WFS team to be less than 0.5% of the sky level.

2.2.2 Flatfielding and Defringing

Flatfielding was carried out using master flats for each niGihése
were constructed from a median combination of all the s@enc
data in the V-band and from twilight sky flats in the I-bandeTh
I-band science data were not used to construct master fistfesl
the thinned CCDs suffer from fringing. The fringing patterare
additive, but their broad structure is largely stable wiitiet. There-
fore, all the I-band data for each chip were averaged togéthe
make master fringe frames for each night. Although the sludipe
the lines is stable, the amplitude can vary considerabipgabh
always at the level of a few percent of sky). Thus, a method was
needed to scale the amplitude of the fringe mask to the amdglit
of the fringes in each data frame, before subtraction. This done
with software kindly provided by Mike Irwin. The scaled fga
masks were then subtracted from the I-band science imadies. A
this procedure the level of fringing is reduced~®.5 percent of
sky, which is of the order of the residual non-linearity.

2.2.3 Object Detection and Photometry

The SEXTRACTOR packagel(Bertin & Arnouts 1996) v2.2.1 was
used to locate and classify objects in the optical datatl¥itse
seeing was measured for each frame. This was accomplished by
fitting Gaussian PSFs to all bright-(100) detections, classified
by SEXTRACTORaS stars.

SEXTRACTORWas run in double image mode on each pair of
aligned V/l images using the V-band image as the detectiayéen
and the I-band as the measurement image. This was done in orde
to obtain SKTRACTOR MAG_BEST magnitudes to measure the
total magnitude for I-band objects. Ideally one would likeuse
the redder passband for object detection as the numberscamt
shallower for redder bands (i.e. a lower background forteluge-
tection), but it was found that the residual fringing in thband
posed a problem for object detection in a few frames, draalyi
increasing the numbers of false detections in the most Haidiyed
frames. Although the level of the remaining fringes is tocaim
to affect the photometry (the photometric error is still doated
by the linearity correction at the bright end, and Poissoisenat
the faint end), the background estimation method used by-SE
TRACTORcannot model the fringes. High residuals pass above the
SEXTRACTOR detection threshold and are classified as extended
objects. As this method could not be reliably used on all #iad
its use was decided against. The depth of the data is sucghbthat
limiting the object catalogues tb= 22.5, few objects are missed
which would have been detected in the I-band image (see magni
tude limits in Fig[®) and the use of the V-band to perform dixe
is entirely one of operational ease. The survey is therdfbend
limited.

After generating a list of object positions from $SERACTOR
the x and y coordinates of objects in the V frame were logget an
used to position the aperture for photometry. For each \atnf
pair, the frame with the better seeing was convolved to théte
worst, using Gaussian convolution. ThRAF taskphot was used
to perform aperture photometry to measure colours, usirapen
ture of diameter 2.6< the seeing (e.¢. Lilly et al. 1991), on the
aligned, convolved V and | frames.
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Table 1. List of ROSAT Fields in XDCS Columns give: RIXOS ID of field; me of the target of the original ROSAT pointing; RA, Dec; egpre time of
field in RIXOS survey; overlapping X-ray cluster survey (VM¥, S - SHARC); exposure time of the VMF or SHARC pointing (iwegan indication of the
depth to which they could have searched for X-ray emission).

RIXOS Target «a (J2000) 4 (J2000) Tap Overlapping  Taup(overlap)
ID [hh:mm:ss.s] [dd:mm:ss] (ks) Survey (ks)
R110 LHS 2924 14:28:43.17  +33:10:45.47 18.3 \% 28.5

R116 NOWER2 12:03:60.00 +56:10:11.99 30.1 — —
R122 Meaty 16:29:24.00 +78:04:48.01 38.5 S 34.4
R123 1116+215 11:19:4.80 +21:18:36.00 25.0 \% 32.2
R126 ON 231 12:21:33.60  +28:13:48.00 10.4 \% 12,5
R133 CY UMA 10:56:55.20 +49:42:0.00 9.4 \% 7.9
R205 P100578 23:12:21.60  +10:46:48.00 10.3 S 9.8
R211 S50716+7 07:21:52.70  +71:20:23.99 21.0 S 17.3
R213 IRAS 0759 08:04:31.20 +65:00:0.00 8.4 \% 6.4
R216 S4 0917+6 09:21:36.00 +62:15:35.99 19.5 \% 15.9
R217 1411+442 14:13:48.00 +44:00:0.00 25.3 \% 22.5
R220 RX J1726. 17:26:12.00 +74:31:11.99 10.6 \Y 8.1
R221 E0845+378 08:48:19.20  +37:40:11.99 124 \% 10.0
R223 CM DRA 16:34:24.00 +57:09:0.01 47.5 \Y 37.3
R224 HZ43 13:16:24.00 +29:06:0.00 34.9 S 18.3
R227 GD140 11:36:33.51  +29:47:60.00 33.9 \% 26.6
R228 GBS0839+3 08:38:47.90 +36:31:12.00 11.0 \% 9.2
R231 Survey Fi 10:10:16.70 +54:45:0.00 16.8 \ 14.4
R236 Q17004515 17:01:23.90  +51:49:12.00 8.2 \% 6.5
R245 H0323+022 03:28:25.82  +02:47:57.84  25.7 S 24.5
R248 3C216 09:09:33.50 +42:54:0.01 23.6 \% 19.9
R254 MRK 273 13:44:43.10  +55:53:24.00 17.1 \% 28.1
R255 0755+37 07:58:28.70  +37:47:24.00 16.0 S 15.5
R257 B2 0902+3 09:05:31.10  +34:07:48.00 145 \% 26.5
R258 1115+080 11:18:16.70  +07:46:12.00 14.4 \% 13.2
R262 520 01:24:33.50 +03:47:60.00 13.9 \% 12.0
R265 B2 1308+3 13:10:28.70  +32:20:59.99 13.0 Y, 7.6
R268 MRK 463 13:56:2.30 +18:22:12.00 11.6 \% 18.3
R272 3C 371 18:06:50.40  +69:49:12.00 10.5 S 8.0
R273 1040+123 10:42:4551  +12:03:36.00 10.2 \% 8.4
R274 1404+226 14:06:21.60  +22:23:60.00 10.1 \% 6.7
R278 MKN 789 13:32:24.00 +11:06:36.00 9.6 \ 9.1
R281 1 zZw2 00:10:28.70  +10:58:12.00 9.1 \% 16.8
R283 1H 0414+0 04:16:52.70 +01:05:24.00 9.0 — —
R285 PSR 0940+ 09:43:43.20  +16:31:12.00 9.0 \% 8.1
R287 MKN 40 11:25:36.00  +54:22:48.00 8.8 \% 7.7
R292 GLIESE 70 01:43:21.50  +04:19:48.00 8.7 \% 5.4
R293 GD 90 08:19:47.90 +37:31:12.00 9.0 \% 7.3
R294 KUV 2316+123 23:18:45.0 +12:36:00.00 9.5 — —

Objects with a SETRACTOR CLASS STAR index of<0.90
were taken to be galaxies. Detections withAGS>4 were re-
jected. This means blended objects and those with nearlraigh
are kept, but those with saturated pixels, or corrupted @atg due
to boundary effects) are rejected.

2.2.4 Photometric Calibration

The photometric data were converted to the standard Cosgis
tem using observations of several Landolt (1992) standtad s
fields each night. Due to the small size of these fields, ordy th
central chip sampled the standard stars well. Thereforatamial
calibration of the other three chips to the reference ceclip was
performed by comparing the relative sky levels in the chipgfch
observation. The flux difference was then converted intdative
magnitude offset. Different offsets were measured for eanhdue

to servicing of the instrument between the two runs, whicdnged
the gains of the devices. The uncertainty on the absoluiteratibn

derived from the scatter between Landolt stars, and resairea-
tions of the same fields was estimated to be better than 0.8.mag

2.2.5 Astrometric Calibration

Relative astrometry between the chips was performed by Wayk

lor in Cambridge using A and B observations of one of our fields

This gives an internal astrometric solution convertingoatoordi-
nates into global camera coordinates. This solution idaivia on
the WFS webpage. A precise external astrometric calibragioot
essential, as clusters are very extended objects, sogipedfclus-
ter centre to within several arcseconds is sufficient. Tloeeethe
pointing position of the telescope was used as the centteedht
strument and the internal solution described was used itisftyem
chip coordinates to sky coordinates. This gives an exteaoall-
racy of around 3 arcseconds or better, but the internal acgus
better than 0.5 arcseconds. For the purpose of clustertibetet
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Figure 2. I-band galaxy counts for both XDCS runs and model counts
used in derivation ofB4.. Error bars are standard deviation from field to
field. Both runs are found to be in good agreement, suggethiaigthe
photometry for XDCS is homogeneous. Overplotted is the detapess
model (relative to_Metcalfe et &ll. 2001) used to allow datd te 22.5 to

be used. Magnitudes are SERACTOR MAG _BEST magnitudes. I-band
counts from the literature are overplotted, and found torbgood agree-
ment. The completeness is modelled by a single-sided Gauss$iwidth
1.90 mags, centred ah= 20.86.

is the relative positions between galaxies (i.e. the irtiesnlution)
that is important.

3 OPTICAL CLUSTER DETECTION ALGORITHMS

Two different cluster detection methods were applied taoihtéecal
data. Both use positional information to search for ovesdis
in the galaxy catalogues, but they do this in different walise
first uses only the I-band photometry, and looks for overitiess
of galaxies which appear to follow the luminosity functioha
galaxy cluster; the second includes the V-band data andtbhses
V-1 colour to search for the colour-magnitude relation afigdype
cluster galaxies.

3.1 The Matched Filter Algorithm

The “matched-filter” (MF) was pioneered by Postman &t al.€199
and modified by several groups including Kawasaki 2tlal. 199
Kepner et al.1(1999]: Lobo etlal. (2000). Its principle is s3@ame
that galaxy clusters follow some well-defined model, in bibthir
spatial and luminosity distributions. i.e. some universalial pro-
file is assumed for the distribution of galaxies in a clustdtich
can be projected into 2D. In the same way, some universal lu-
minosity function can be assumed for its member galaxiegh Hi
resolution N-body simulations suggest that virialisedects fol-
low a universal density profile (NFW_Navarro el al. 1997); ob-
servations show that cluster profiles are compatible witthsa
profile, but also with simpler analytic fits_(Carlberg etlaf9Y;
Lubin & Postman _1996). The luminosity function of galaxies i
clusters and the field is well-fitted by a Schechter functidgthw
mild luminosity evolution |(Yee & L 6pez-Crliz_1999), or mild-
minosity and density evolution (Lin etlal. 1999). This modah be
scaled to any redshift. The observed radial profile scalés ned-
shift according to the angular diameter distanbe to the object,
given by
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D = (¢/Ho){qoz + (g0 — 1)[(2q0z + 1)"/* = 1]/g5 (1 + 2)* (1)

wherec is the velocity of light, H is the Hubble constant,ogs
the deceleration parameter, ant the redshift. The observed Iu-
minosity distribution scales according to the distance nhaglfor-
mulam — M = 5log(dape) + 25 + k + e with corrections for
bandpass shifting due to the redshift of the source (k-cbme,

k) and evolutionary corrections of the stellar populatioas {n
and M are the apparent and absolute magnitudes of the galaxy, and
the luminosity distanced, in Mpc is a factor of (1+)? times the
angular diameter distanc&). The only other free parameter the
model needs is thechnessof the cluster (i.e. some parameterisa-
tion of the number of galaxies it contains). Thus, a modeltter
observed properties of a galaxy cluster of arbitrary riclsnand
redshift is obtained. The final aspect to be taken into addsuhe
distribution of field galaxies. This model can be derivechirthe
data itself. It is assumed they are randomly distributedositpn

- explicitly ignoring the correlation between the posisoof pairs

of galaxies (se€3.1.4). The contribution of cluster galaxies to the
total number of galaxies in any dataset will be small, untbesur-
vey consists of small fields targeted at clusters. Hencefuaysg
the number density and luminosity distribution of the wheden-
ple, a model for the field galaxies can be deduced. The luntynos
function in the PDCS method had to be modelled by a power-law
due to assumptions made in the derivation (see paper foilsgjeta
which is generally a good fit to the data, depending on the magn
tude range observed (e.g. Metcalfe et al. 2001, Smail eto85,1
see also Fid]2).

Astronomical data comprising positions and photometry can
be searched for regions where the likelihood of the datadittinis
cluster+field model is high. Since the cluster model is a fionc
of richness and redshift as a by-product of the detectionge® a
most likely richness and redshift for each cluster caneidatob-
tained as a by-product.

ThelPostman et 8l. 1996 algorithm made several approxima-
tions (detailed in their paper) which have been removed i@aded
more fully by later workers. For example, their main appnoat
tion was to assume that the data (galaxies) could be binnieotin
position and magnitude in such a way that each bin had sufficie
datapoints that their distribution was Gaussian. This \eataced
by a more general treatment which assumed Poisson disbribut
of the data by Kawasaki etlal. (1998). The other key assumptio
which has been followed by all subsequent works until Loballet
(2000) is that the models predict a unique combination ofiapa
and luminosity distributions at a given redshift. The draaib of
this approach is that if a cluster is slightly larger or smalh an-
gular extent than predicted for its luminosity distributtjdts sig-
nal is reduced and the probability of detection lesselneHolat al.
(2000) circumvented this problem by choosing the combamedif
spatial and luminosity profiles which independently masied the
signal.

2 Throughout we assume H=64kmMpc—1, go = 0.1 unless otherwise
stated. This is to provide consistency with the stellar pafmn synthesis
models made available to us. Adopting the currently favdeesmological
parameters of€2,, = 0.3, Qx = 0.7 andHg = 70 kms~! would affect

the derived luminosities by 4% and inferred linear sizes by2% over the
redshifts considered.
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3.1.1 A New Matched-Filter Algorithm

The algorithm presented here is closest in spirit to thertiegte of
Lobo et al. (2000), in that the assumptions for the distidng in
radial profile and luminosity have been decoupled. This wobtif-
fers many advantages for this project, the main one beirtgttlsa
unnecessary to assume a characteristic physical sizegondidlel
cluster,a priori, which will obviously help if unrelaxed systems
have larger angular extent than virialised systems of theegich-
ness and redshift (as may intuitively be expected). This afers
some computational rewards which will be explained below.

The assumptions for this model are:

e Field galaxies are distributed randomly over the sky (the tw
point galaxy-galaxy correlation function is explicitlyrigred), and
that their magnitude distribution has the same shape thautghe
survey but changes slightly in normalisation, from field &ddi(see
Fig.[).

All magnitudes in this section refer to the I-band. In prpiei
any photometric passband can be used, but as red a band igooss
is desired. This is due to the fact that the field galaxy cost&spen
toward shorter wavelengths, so the contrast between teeecland
the field is greater at longer wavelengths (e.g. power-lawes of
0.28 and 0.40 were measured in the |- and V-bands, resplggtive
by ISmail et all_1995).

e Galaxy clusters appear as overdensities in this background
distribution, and their visibility can be enhanced by filbgr the
galaxy catalogue with a Gaussian filter, the size of whichvierg
by the typical sizes of galaxy clusters from the literature.

e Galaxy clusters follow a Schechtér (Schechter 1976) Lumi-
nosity Function (LF), with fixed faint-end slope, and themati-
sation is given by the amplitude of the overdensity (i.e duster’s
richness). The typical apparent magnitudé ofithe LF is a func-
tion of redshift.

The maximum-likelihood estimatof, of|[Cashl(1979) is then
applied to the data.

3.1.2 Implementation

The algorithm was run on each mosaic separately. Firstrifije
of the spatial information was performed. The x and y posgiof
galaxies brighter than magnitude 22.5 were read in, and e m
saic filtered with five Gaussian filters of different width$eTstan-
dard deviation of each filter was taken from_Lobo etlal. (2000
widths shall be referred to d&,, for the n'” filter (to avoid con-
fusion with standard deviatiosis, later), but are equivalent to the
Oang N their paper. The widthsiyy,...Ws, ranged from~0.35

to ~1.42 arcmins in steps 6f2, these represent the typical core-
widths of clusters in the redshift range 0.2 to 1.0. A cut-off ra-
dius of 3W,, is used. Unlike: Lobo et all (2000), instead of using
a regular grid, the positions of the galaxies themselve® weed
as the grid to centre each of the Gaussian filters. This agagtid

the peak, and retaining the next highest value which did Valt.
ues lower than a minimum threshold of 2:55were immediately
rejected.

The peaks from the five filters were then sorted and cross-
correlated. If a peak was detected in more than one filtehitiest
amplitude was retained and the duplicate detections rethdwveo
peaks were considered to be the same object if the distahwedre
them was less than the mean of their scales (1%, + W,,)/2)
(Lobo et all 2000). This resulted in a single list of peaksheaith
an associated scale (the filter widti,,, in which the highest signal
was detected).

A richness estimate of the candidate was then required, for
use in the maximum-likelihood estimation. As a first passrese,
the number of galaxies within a fixed angular radius was taken
for all candidates, regardless of its associdtgég. (The decision
to use a fixed angular search cell is explained below.) Thishax
then had the number of background galaxies, scaled to the sam
area, subtracted from it. The background galaxy densityfowsd
by counting the number of galaxies in an annulus of radius
Wy to 15 x W,,. TheW,, value was used to ensure the annulus is
sufficiently far from the cluster core to avoid contaminatiwith
cluster members.

The importance of using a local estimate of the background
can be seen by looking at the field to field variations in ouadat
the number counts in Fifll 2. These variations are due to aicamb
tion of residual offsets in the photometric calibration aniinsic
cosmic variance. The local background number density wes al
used to re-normalise the expected number counts locatlys®in
the maximum-likelihood calculation. The cumulative cauntere
used at 1=20.5, two magnitudes brighter than the limitingymia
tude, to ensure both a high number of objects and high complet
ness.

In estimating galaxy number densities, the geometry of the
mosaic field needed to be taken into account. To compensate fo
border effects, where the detect cell starts to fall off tdgesof
the field, a weighting function was constructed, taking actof
the fraction of the detect cell area lost. This requires icaytas
upweighting the signal from a few galaxies is likely to resal
increased spurious detections, due to the uncertainty frsimg
fewer galaxies. Thus a cut was made, rejecting candidatesewh
the fraction of the area lost to borders:ig0.20.

The CashC statistic (below) was then applied to the data
within a radius oR.5 x W3 . Most other MF algorithms use a search
radius fixed in physical units at the estimated redshift efdluster,
andiLobo et 2l.1(2000) use the radius which maximises theakign
Early experimentation with simulated clusters showed jingttus-
ing data within a fixed radius (of the smallest filter) was adsg
and this is done for the sake of simplicity and computaticpaled.
Since the same galaxies always enter the maximum-liketitvad-
culation, this makes the calculation much more stablestt aieant
that a fair estimate of the likelihood could be found by a damp

method was also adopted by Kepner étlal. (1999) and has the ad-application of the Cash statistic, without recourse to swap re-

vantage that it ensures adequate resolution in the core labteg
and saves computational expense by performing few calocnt
where the galaxy density is low. For each spatial filter thamand
standard deviation of the filter amplitude was calculatkd &mpli-
tude follows a Gaussian distribution), and all five filtersmalised
onto the same system (by subtracting the mean and dividirigeby
standard deviation).
Peaks were then found in each filter, by sorting the list of

signal amplitudes, retaining the highest value, and thanching
down the list, removing detections which fell within a rasiiir,, of

sampling the detections to determine their significanceeasied
by thel Lobo et &l.(2000) method.

The results were sorted in order of increasifig(decreas-
ing likelihood), and overlapping detections removed usingD
friends-of-friends groupfinding algorithrn (Huchra & GalllE982).
The groupfinder started with the most significant point arddees
within a fixed radius (the linking length) for another poittt.a
point was found, then the search was repeated within the s&me
dius around this new point. The search continued, linkihpgaihts
within the linking length of a neighbour, until no more paiiould



be linked. Thus only the most significant candidate was methi
and all linked neighbours were removed. This method wasddon
work better than just removing candidates within a fixed uadif
each other, as this latter approach tended to either rernovaany
(unassociated) candidates (if the rejection radius wasrge) or
leave multiple detections of the same candidate aroundetiptp
ery of a rich candidate. The friends-of-friends algorittsxaimore
natural method for associating related points. Througleemgen-
tation on fields with known clusters, a linking length of 50Rets
(~2.8 arcmin) appeared optimal. Finally, the distance betvitke
highest likelihood point (the candidate centre) and thetndés
tant point from it joined to the group was recorded. Thisatise
was then used as a characteristic radius to estimate thet efte
the group. This will be important later for matching up oegping
candidates.

3.1.3 Maximum-Likelihood Estimation

Cashl(1979) originally developed the maximume-likelihooethod
for application to general Poissonian problems (see algiaper
for full details). The Cash statisti¢;, is given by equatiofl2.

Cc=2 <E— ilnIL)
i=1

For the application herdy is the expected number of galaxies
per unit area per unit luminosity. The number of galaxies lsan
broken up into cluster and field. Now, observing over a giveraa
and luminosity range on the ski = E (6, m; z.) wheref is the
angular radius of the search area,is the galaxy magnitude, and
zc Is the redshift of the cluster. Thus the number expectedimvith
these spatial and luminosity ranges is:

)

B / " A aa(m) + b(m)) d2dm @
0
and

I = [Aga(my,) + b(msy,)]|dQdm 4)

where eachi is a data point.

d€) anddm are elements of solid angle and magnitude, respec-
tively. In most MF algorithms this is modelled as a power;las
is necessary in Pastman etlal. 1996 original implementakiom-

ever, there is no reason to assume this model in our maximum-

likelihood approach, and so the background number counte we
taken from the data, with a model for incompleteness, redadi lit-
erature counts, and a local normalisation (explained gbéye:)

is the model for the field galaxy counts, as a function of miagte;

¢« (m) is a model for the cluster contribution. The lower limit of
the integral was replaced with 1=16 in practice, as satomaets in
around this point, and there are so few galaxies this brigtitinv
the whole survey that number counts could not reliably be-com
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Figure 3. Distribution of normalised amplitudes from spatial filt€he dis-
tribution follows a Gaussian, with a high-end tail which t@@ns cluster
candidates.

In practice, one can determink by measuring the excess
number of galaxies in the search cell (see below), and so ts m
likely value of m* can be sought. Matched-filters are usually used
to provide redshift estimates of clusters, and each trialvalue
can be thought of as a matched-filter redshift estimate, using
some relation betweef/* andm* (e.g..Colless 1989). The pre-
dicted magnitude of a passively-evolvidg™ elliptical, from the
models of_ Kodama & Arimotol (1997) was used here, for consis-
tency with the CMR method, explained §&3. Most implemen-
tations of the MF assume some radial profile for the modetetus
fixed in metric coordinates (e.g._ Postman et al. 1996; Kephal.
1999). This then means thdf) = dQ2(zarr), Wherezyr is the
Matched-Filter redshifi._Lobo etlal. (2000) adopted theet@p-
proach of decoupling the assumed radial profile fromz, and
just used Gaussian profiles of several different widths eHtris
is taken a stage further and a fixed angular size of detecti€ell
was used. One simply changes the parameterisation of sidipk
and cluster richness to be contained within theoefficient, which
becomes the number of cluster galaxies within a fixed anguésa.
We estimated this from the number of excess galaxies ovdothe
cal background value. Fixing(2 made the” statistic operationally
easier and more stable.

3.1.4 Simulations

In order to test the accuracy, completeness, and spuridastibm
rate of the cluster-finder, an extensive set of simulatioas mn.
First, a cluster model was required. The fiducial clusteuvireg a
model for the luminosity and spatial distribution of gaksi since
these are used by the detection algorithm. The spatial erisfil
given by the density profile of Navarro ef al. (1997), progecinto

2D using the prescription of Bartelmarin (1996).

The luminosity profile was taken from the same Schechter

function used by the detection algorithm. This employedite=-

puted.A is a parameterisation for the richness of the cluster, such 20.68 given by the stellar population synthesis models (Ked

that the number of cluster galaxies = A¢.;, with A normalised
by
Miim
/ Ape(m)dm =1 (5)
0

The luminosity distribution,¢.;, can be modelled by the
Schechter functiorl(Schechier 1976):

dama et al. 1998); we adopted alpha=-1.1 (as used by Postman e
al. 1996. These authors noted that varying alpha betweérar@

1.6 only alters the FWHM of the luminosity filter by15% rela-

tive to the nominal alpha=-1.10, and has a minimal effecthen t
detectability of cluster candidates). The normalisatibthe LF is
varied, and the number of galaxies brighter than+ 2 within an
Abell radius counted to give the Abell Richness Class (ARGelA
1958). Clusters from ARC 0 to 3 were simulated. The clusted-mo

der(m) = 0.92¢" exp{—0.92(a+1)(m—m"*)—exp[—0.92(m—m")]} (8)s were generated in physical coordinates and then transtbto
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Figure 4. Matched-Filter Accuracy. Recovered estimaterof against sim-
ulated redshift. The dashed line shows the model used fonthe relation.
Each point is the mean of 100 simulations. The points for tfierdnt rich-
ness classes are offset slightlyzigy,, , in the plot, for clarity. Error bars are
1 o standard deviation between all simulations.

different redshifts. For the distribution of field galaxigsints were
put down randomly over the field of the WFC mosaic. Each point
then had a magnitude assigned to it, extracted from the wéxder
number counts. The number of galaxies in each realisati@nalva
lowed to vary according to the range of surface densities sethe
data.

For each richness class of cluster, 100 realisations ofezlus
and field were produced at each redshift interval from z=0.2-
in 0.2 steps. These mock fields were then passed to the detecti
algorithm. The results are plotted in Fig. 4.

a given overdensity together to allow for the possibilityirégu-
lar, extended clusters, perhaps as yet unrelaxed. Therpenfize
of this algorithm is compared with simulated data in Figsnd[8.
Simulated clusters of various richness classes were gedefehe
accuracy of the estimated redshifts is worst for the poalesters,
but even for these it should be better than=0.1 for redshifts less
than about 0.7. Hereafter the accuracy decreases, as drktien
of the galaxies drop below the completeness limit of the eyrv
Again, for redshifts less than 0.7, the MF algorithm should find
all clusters of Abell richness classes (Hif). 5). The fractib false
detections is essentially zero below this redshift andsrigeost
rapidly for poorer clusters) hereafter. Thus, this aldornitshould
essentially recover all ARSO clusters with negligible contamina-
tion below z-0.7.

3.2 The Colour-Magnitude Relation Algorithm

The CMR finder used was based on the Cluster Red Sequence al-
gorithm ofiGladders & Yee (2000). Their method is directlykp
cable to the XDCS data set, as they tested the algorithm ond/- a
l.-band data of the CNOC2 field redshift surviy (Yee &t al. 2000)
The CNOC2 survey comprises four fields of similar area andrdep
to each of the XDCS fields, although the total area of XDCS is an
order of magnitude larger. The algorithm works by first fitigr
the data, leaving only those which are compatible with gakake-
longing to a model colour slice in colour-magnitude spadeerm
the method proceeds in a similar manner to the previous rdetho
- convolving the data points with a kernel and performingsitgn
estimation. However, there is now the added complicatian ttie
overdensity finding has to be done in 3D.

3.2.1 Model CMRs

The completeness was assessed from the same simulations:

For every simulated cluster, the cluster was consideretecity
recovered if a candidate centre lay within @5 of the simulated
cluster centre, and its Casghvalue lay below the threshold cutoff
(explained below).

The passive-evolution modelslof Kodama & Arimiato (1997 thwi
the cosmology i = 64 kms™! Mpc™!, andgy=0.1, and a forma-
tion redshift ofzy = 4.4, were used. These models reproduce the
evolution of the CMR for clusters taxZl (Kodama et al. 1998). A

To assess the number of spurious candidates detected; the alredshift is selected and the model colours as a function @fnina

gorithm was run on simulated blank fields. Other authors. (e.g

tude for this redshift extracted. A colour slice of width qoettible

Kepner et al! 1999;_Postman ef aAl._1996: | obo Bl al. |2000) have with the scatter in the CMR is taken around this line. Theesliare

used random realisations of their data to represent blamek (i
cluster-free) fields. However, this is likely to underesttm the
false-positive rate, since the positions of galaxies onstheare
correlated. In order to account for the clustering, mocldfielere
generated in such a way that the positions of points obeyed th
observed two-point correlation functiow,(0) - a measure of the
number of galaxies at a given angular separafierusually mod-
elled as a power-law ifi (Davis & Peebles 1983). Such fields were
generated using the iterative tree technique_of Soneiragbs
(1978). This was implemented using code kindly supplieday |
Smail.w(#) is further discussed ifl.

Mock fields were generated to match the geometry of the
WEFC, and the MF algorithm applied. The threshold for the Gash
statistic was found by experimentation until a reasonabtapro-
mise was found between completeness and false-positieetaet
rate. The rates for the final threshold are plotted in Hig. valve
of Cinresn = —155 in the units set out in the previous section was
chosen.

selected in colour space and constructed in such a way thhat ea
overlaps by half the width of the next slice, in order to ersinat
cluster CMRs are not lost between adjacent slices. Thiseail-
regular redshift spacing (e.g. Ai§) 6). Slices were choséwemn

V —1. = 14andV — I, = 2.7. Bluer than this limit and the
40008 break passes below the limit of the V-band filter, and red-
der than this limit and the colour errors become unreasgratie.
The model slices used are shown in Hig 6.

Each of the 24 slices illustrated is confronted with the x,y-
position, colour, colour-error and total magnitude data in turn.
Each galaxy is then given a weight which is the likelihood floa
the given V - |, A(V — I.), MAG_BEST(.), the galaxy belongs
to the model CMR slice (errors in the magnitude are ignored
as the CMRs are virtually horizontal). This weight shall berted
the colour weight In practice, many galaxies are so far from the
colour slice that their colour weights can safely be set to,zfius
galaxies with colour weights of less than 0.1 (i.e @B centprob-
ability of belonging to the CMR slice) are ignored. This isxddor

To summarise, the matched-filter uses only the I-band galaxy computational efficiency.

positions and magnitudes to attempt to find systems withriogsi
ity functions resembling those of galaxy clusters. Thigtipatar
algorithm is designed to generously join points likely tddog to

As mentioned above, the aim is to run kernel density estima-
tion on the data, using colour-based weights to amplify flge s
nal from cluster galaxies. As can be seen from the numbertspun
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Figure 5. Matched-Filter Completeness (left). For the same simuriatias Fig. 4, the fraction of correctly-recovered clus{eee text) was calculated.
Matched-Filter Spurious Detection Rate (right). As foreadjnt plot, but now the points represent detections of@lustndidates in a blank but correlated

field. See text for details.
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Figure 6. Model colour slices used in the CMR finder. Thick lines show th
CMR at the redshift given to the left; stars illustrate thaifion of M*; and
dashed lines show therlscatter in the CMR, bounding the slice. Colour
slices run from M-1 to M*+3 (to a limiting magnitude of . = 22.5).
Alternate slices are shaded differently for clarity. Thé&60ompleteness
limit of the photometry is also shown.
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Figure 7. The redshift resolution of the CMR-finder. The binwidth imnlve
shift of the model slices (spaced constantly in colour) hiswen as a func-
tion of redshift. This illustrates that the method offereafest sensitivity
atz ~ 0.3, and the binwidths increase rapidly above~ 0.5. Also, in-
creasing colour errors and incompleteness lead to incrgasicertainty in
redshift estimation at the high end.

the numbers of galaxies at faint magnitudes grows rapiciysT

if just the colour weights were used, spurious detectionslavbe
caused due to some fields containing large numbers of fajattsb
(many of which would have the same colour as the CMR slice). Pu
simply, brighter (and rarer) galaxies are more powerfujdastics

of cluster members. Hence, it is necessary to also apygni-
tude weightgo weight brighter objects more heavily, within each
colour slice. The form of this weighting function was detéred
bylGladders & Yeel(2000) for the CNOC2 data. This functiomés t
probability that a galaxy of a given magnitude is a clustdaxa

It could be derived from theoretical models, but requiresdluster
galaxy LF; the space density of clusters and its evolutio the
field galaxy counts: it is simpler to deduce internally frdme tata.
Gladders & Yeel(2000) show that whether they assume 2% or 20%
of all their galaxies lie in clusters, the fit to the weightifighc-
tion only differs in linear slope by a factor of 1.5 (althoutitere

is considerable scatter about the relation). Bearing thisind, the
function chosen here is a fit to the result in their Fig. 5.

0.55

B (M*—1< M < M)
P(M) = { —0.08(M — Mx) +0.55

(M* <M< M*+3) )

Once colour weights have been assigned, each galaxy is given
atotal weightfor each colour slice which is just the product of the
colour weight and the magnitude weight. The next step is ot
the data with a kernel and estimate the density of the waighte
points. In a change from the previous method, a regular gritho-
sen. This makes several later stages computationallyreAsigid
fixed in physical size (for the above cosmology) is consadetith
the pixels spaced in intervals of 0.125Mpc. The kernel chosen
also differs from the Gaussian kernel used in the above rdstho
Gladders & Yeel(2000) chose to use an exponential kerneleof th
form k(r) = Ae(~19%5") where A is a normalising constant (al-
though this is unnecessary, as a further normalisationistepr-
ried out later in the algorithm, and sé is ignored here) and is
the physical distance between galaxies at the redshifteof four
slice, in units of 0.33 h*Mpc. They chose this kernel as it ap-
proaches the shape of the NFW profile at intermediate radditiiie
value of -1.965 chosen) and is constant provided thHatgiven in
units of the NFW scale radius (a value of 0.33'Mpc is suggested
by the CNOC1 survey (Carlberg et al. 1996)).

Thus, running the above algorithm results in a series of grid
points distributed over the field of view, each with an assied
signal resulting from the convolution of the exponentiatied with
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Figure 8. Histograms ob;; values for CMR-finder. Three different colour
slices are illustrated. The solid histogram shows the lnraues for the
whole survey. The thick, solid line shows the values for thetbtrapped-
thresholded data, and the dotted line is the power-law gatation to the
bootstrap. See text.

the total weights. These signal amplitudes will be refetoeaiso; ;S
in the notation oi_Gladders & Yeze (20000). Each colour (reffshi
slice contains a different number of grid points (as the targize
of the field is fixed, but the physical scale at the redshifthef t
slice decreases with increasing redshift), and a diffedésttibu-
tion of §;;s. The distribution changes as the fixed physical size ker-
nel changes apparent size and the mean density of objefassdif
between redshift slices. Thus, thgs need transforming into some
standard measure of significance, correctly normalisesdsst the
colour slices.

Several cluster detection algorithms __(Gal et al.2000;
Lobo et al. | 2000;._Gladders & Yee _2000) have used bootstrap
resampling techniques to assess the significance of dwiscti

and this was also done here. As noted by Gladders & lYee |(2000),

a direct application of the bootstrap is likely to be incetréas
the data contains clusters and is therefore not indepedgdent
distributed). So, exclusion cuts of 10% of the data at thé&-ig
and lowd;; (to preserve symmetry) ends were performed; and
each data point (comprising an x,y-position, colour, coleuor,
and magnitude) was sampled, with replacement, until thgirai

and z is the redshift of each slice._Gladders & Yee (2000)
used the clump-finding algorithnel1find of Williams et al.
(1994) to extract significant associations from the data.sAru
friendly IDL version of this algorithm was downloaded from
http://www.astro.ufl.edu/ williams/clfind/

and run on the datacubes using the parameters detailed in
Gladders & Yeel(2000). Briefly, the algorithm is a 3D frierafs-
friends group-finder which also contours the data at fixeeruats
and looks for clumps in this 4D space. The code was originally
used with temperature maps in radio data, but the temperatur

be replaced with the signal from the CMR-finder, and the netho
identical. The highest peaks are identified first and traceehdn
contour levels, their friends above the minimum level bdiniged

to them at each interval. Following this through, all poinésome
joined into one clump as the lowest contour level approathes
noise within the data. From extensive simulatians, Wilkaehal.
(1994) recommend the data be contoured at intervals of twice
the rms noise in the date._Gladders & Yee (2000) calculated this
value to be 1.&;;. Tests were performed varying this value. The
resulting groups found were practically identical, buhgsa value

of 1.40;; seemed a slightly better choice. Using a lower value split
off clumps around the periphery of higher significance clamp
(described in more detail below). The peaks were traced down
the lowest possible contour level (z.}). This level resulted in

a total catalogue 0£1000 candidates. This number was reduced
by setting a higher threshold later, by examining the regimktty

of cluster detections in the overlapping data. A threshéld.80
was found to result in a reasonable numbeRQ0) of repeatable
candidates, detected in the two independent images. Tgts hi
value may suggest that the bootstrap estimate used may be an
overestimate of the formal significance of candidates. duthbe
noted that changing the size of the high and low exclusios cut
used in the bootstrap realisations will change the absetaiiges

of the significances. However, since the relative signifiears
correct, just selecting a subsample of the most significgstems

is a perfectly valid approach.

Thus a list of cluster candidates was extracted from the dat-
acubes. One further stage was necessary to clean the mgszdt-
alogues, as a number of candidates were found in close pitgxim
to more significant candidates.

These may be genuine groups infalling into larger clustars,
just spurious detections from increased noise around atadli-

number of datapoints had been extracted. The bootstrappeddates. Failure to remove these would result in the followingp-

datapoints were then run through the algorithm, resultimga i
new distribution of bootstrapped;;s. Each WFC mosaic had
one bootstrapped realisation of its data made, as the grdses
computationally expensive. A power law fit of the high signifi
cance tail was extrapolated to the very rare, highest sagmitie
peaks. This was found to agree well with tests made for larger
number of realisations. The high; tail (where the number of
points is low) can be extrapolated well with a simple linear fi
rather than performing many more bootstrap resamplings tiS=
distributions illustrated in Fidl8, and cf. fig. 7 lof Gladde¥ Yee
(2000). The probability that a givedy; occurs at random can be
found by comparing the number of;’s in a given range with

lem: when measuring properties (such as richness, see Yefow
the detected systems, if a cluster and poor group are sigetpo
along the same line, very close together on the sky, thenftbet e
on the richness measurement of the richer system would be min
imal; but the effect on the poorer system would be to cataogu
another rich system (due to contamination from the richester).
Hence, a minimum distance in physical and redshift spacdamas
posed to prevent these duplicate detections, and only titeesi
peak within two cutoff radii (i.e. 8 times the NFW scale ralinf
0.33 ' 'Mpc) and two redshift slices retained. An estimate of a
characteristic radius for each group was made (as for the IMF a
gorithm) by taking the maximum distance between the catelida

the number in the same range in the clipped-bootstrap sample centre and the®contour.

P(di5) %ﬁiﬁ” These can then be stated as the

equivalent Gaussian sigma (denotegl) for convenience.
The final step in this process is to extract the signif-

icant peaks, and work out which peaks are associated (i.e.

part of the same cluster). The abowe;'s form a datacube
in x,y,z space, where x,y are the physical metric coordimate

4 RICHNESS MEASURES

One of the simplest observables for a galaxy cluster, in-opti
cal data, is its richness. The original richness classifinabf


http://www.astro.ufl.edu/~williams/clfind/

Abell (1958) has been shown to be subject to many biases

(e.g.LLuceyl 1983| Katgert etlel. 1996; van Haarlem ket al. 11997
However, more recent estimates such as Hhg parameter of
Longair & Seldner(1979) correlate well with cluster velgailis-
persion (e.g. Hill & Lilly|1991] Yee & | 6pez-Criiz 1999).

4.0.2 The B. Measure

By is explained in detail in_Yee & | opez-Ciuz (1999) and refer-
ences therein. It has been used by several workers, primaril
studies of the environments of radio galaxies (for recernex
ples:lAndersen & Owen 1994; Miller etlal. 1999). In outlingisi
found from the amplitude of the 3D two-point correlation ¢un
tion. The 3D correlation function is difficult to measure;seb
vationally easier is the angular correlation function(@). This
is simply a measure of the number of galaxies at a given angu-
lar separation. This can be approximated as a powerdédy =
Ag0'7 (Davis & Peebles 1983, for example), whetg, is the
angular galaxy-galaxy correlation amplitude. Now, fixingefer-
ence point as the assumed centre of the cluster, one can measu
the two-point angular galaxy-cluster correlation funotidts am-
plitude, Ay4c, can be calculated by counting the excess number
of galaxies (i.e. background-subtracted), within soméusd, of
the cluster centreNnet = Niotai — Niga). Assuming fixedy,
Age = (Nuet /Nuga)[(3 = 7) /2107

By, the spatial amplitude, can be estimated via deprojection
of the angular correlation function, assuming sphericatregtry,
as given irLongair & Seldner (1979):

D-yffiAgc
L, W [M(mo, 2)]

whereNy4q is the background galaxy counts to apparent mag-
nitudemo andW[M (mo, z)] is the integrated LF of galaxies up to
the absolute magnitud®, given bym, at the cluster redshitt. I,
is an integration constant arising from the deprojectibn=€ 3.78
for an assumegd of 1.77). D is the angular diameter distancezo
(Equatiorl).

Yee & | 6pez-Cruz [(1999) discuss extensively the effects of
different assumptions/ measurement limits By.. The salient
points are summarised here. If the assumption of a unives&
not strictly correct, then the systematic uncertainty thisoduces
in Bg. is ~ 10%. Changing the parameters of the LF (slope and
normalisation) results iy 20% differences inBy. if M* is in-
correct by as much as 0.5 mags, and:ifs incorrect by as much
as+0.3. By, is independent of the sampling area, providedas
been correctly choserB,. is insensitive to the sampling magni-
tude limit if my;., lies on the flat part of the LF (betweeid *+1
andM*+2). The most important step is ensuring that the cluster LF
and background galaxy counts are determined in a self-semsi
manner.

Bge = Niga (8)
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The uncertainty in thé3,. parameter was computed using the
formula from_.Yee & L.opez-Criiz (1999):

ABg.
Bge

(Nnet + 1~32Nbgd)1/2
Nnet

)

The factor1.3? accounts for the clustered (and so non-Poissonian)
nature of the background counts (Yee & Giten 1987).

4.0.3 The lz Measure

The luminosity of galaxies on the CMR referred to as l(since
the galaxies are primarily early-type), has been showra(finited
sample) to correlate well with the X-ray temperature of thester
(Smail et all 1998). For a sample of the 10 most X-ray luminous
clusters in the redshift range= 0.22 — 0.28,|Smail et al.|(1998)
investigated the homogeneity of the stellar populationslas$ter
early-type galaxies. One method they used was to compareahas
baryonic material locked up in stars in early-types (in therf of
the luminosity of galaxies on the CMR) with the total masshaf t
cluster (using X-ray temperatures from the literature)eyrfound

a remarkably small scatter about this relatien7% compared to
the~30% when Lxis used instead of ¥). It should be noted that
the sample spans a narrow range in redshift, and relatiatpw
range in blue fraction (i.e. few galaxies statisticallydyagjing to the
cluster araotred), and mass. A large sample to characterise an em-
pirical relation between k. and Tx (or mass) over a larger range of
parameter space does not currently exist in the literaHmeever,
the evolution of cluster mass-to-light ratios for a samilé ¥-ray
selected clusters over a wide range (822 0.83) of redshift has
been studied by Hoekstra et @l. (2002). Using gravitatioveak-
shear measurements from HST images, they determined #hat th
mass-to-light ratios in their sample evolve in a manner isbaist
purely with luminosity-evolution of the cluster early-symalax-
ies. Thus, inverting this argument, measuring the restéréumi-
nosity of cluster early-type galaxies (corrected for passvolu-
tion) could potentially provide an estimate of the totalstér mass.
Again it should be emphasized that the datasets on whichk s
relations were based are small and so the scatter in théorelat
not well known. Furthermore, all the data came from X-ragsed
samples, so the scatter may be further increased once lgptiea
lected clusters are included.

For each cluster candidate, the colour slice from the CMR-
finder in which the candidate was detected was selected.dlhg-g
ies within this colour slice, and within a radius of 0.45 M
Mpc iniSmail et al. 1998 cosmology) brighter th&fi,, = —18.5+
5log h (Smail et all 1998) were selected, and their apparent I-band
magnitudes converted into rest-frame V luminosity, againgithe
stellar population synthesis models of Kodama & Arimotoilp

The model LF is the same as that chosen for the cluster in the This magnitude limit is approximately 1.5 magnitudes fairthan

MF algorithm. Fig[R illustrates how the model LF assumedbfuth
the cluster and the field translates into field galaxy courtte. LF
was integrated over 0.05 redshift bins fram= 0.00 to z = 2.00.

The normalisationg™*, was fitted to the XDCS data* =
0.0035 hes>*Mpc—3 was found. This is consistent with the R-band
value measured hy Yee & | 6pez-Cruz (1999), after corrgctire
number density to their cosmology. The completeness was mod
elled as XDCS counts/ literature counts (from Metcalfe 52@01)
to I1;m = 22.5 (where the completeness falls to 70%). This factor
was then applied to the expected counts forfie calculation (as
well as to the MF algorithm, earlier).

L* at z~0.3. Background subtraction was carried out by calculating
the number of galaxies in a surrounding annulus, scalecktartba
of the cluster region, as above, and subtracting the carnetpg
luminosity, assuming these galaxies were at the same fedslthe
cluster. The limits for the maximum and minimum luminositgne
estimated by using all the galaxies whose photometric c@mors
allowed them into or out of the colour slice, respectivetyd aum-
ming their luminosities in the same way. This gives erromestes
in excellent agreement with assuming the error is entiretyto the
error in the estimated redshift (by taking the redshiftshef hext
highest and lowest colour slices and recalculating therosities).
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4.1 Construction of Final Cluster Catalogues

Both the MF and CMR finders were run on each WFC mosaic
individually. Since each field possesses overlapping ‘Al &8’
data, the next step is to combine the candidates from the é- an
B-rotations, for each algorithm. The MF technique is moraight-
forward, so this will be discussed first.

The MF catalogue was divided into two catalogues with differ
ent significance thresholds. The higher significance catedavill
be referred to simply as the MF catalogue, or final MF cata-
logue, if it is necessary to emphasize the distinction betwthis
and the lower-significance catalogue: referred to asftileMF
catalogue. The full MF is that using the thresholding ddwexti
in §21.4. The final MF catalogue was produced by imposing a
stricter CashC' cut (a value of -280, this time). The complete-
ness and spurious rates with this threshold are compamthese
plotted in Fig[® for redshifts less than 0.7. Using highetstéft
candidates just increases the number of spurious detectaoml
the X-ray data are unlikely to probe enough volume to detieist ¢
ters at these redshifts. Also, candidates with a MF groujusaaf
zero were rejected. Such objects occur when only a singkxgal
(and none of its near neighbours) lies above the Qaghresh-
old. This reduces the number of clusters detected to a more ma
ageable numbeg 200, of higher confidence candidates, whilst the
full MF catalogue allows the list of lower significance cadaties
to still be retained. This may prove useful later, if, for myze
in cross-comparisons between catalogues, a candidaté fisumal
with high significance in the MF catalogue; then the full MEeza
logue may be searched.

Next, I-band WFC thumbnail images were produced for all
candidates in the MF catalogue. These were inspected td aee i
candidate was found due to spurious objects (e.g. satetiils,
haloes of bright stars). Those that were spurious were fthggd
rejected from the catalogue. Finally, the MF catalogue aisnp
ing A- and B-rotation candidates was reduced to a singldamaia
by searching for candidates which overlapped in the twdioia.
Where this occurred, only the candidate with the larger gna+
dius was retained. This was found to be more stable thantselec
ing the highest peak Cashvalue candidate, as the group radius is
given by the extent of galaxies passing the G@stut; but the Cash
C value noted for each candidate just comes from the galaxy wit
the highest individual value in the candidate. This can loeight
of as favouring a larger “total likelihood” over that of a ‘gelike-
lihood” for each cluster candidate.

The procedure for producing the CMR catalogue was slightly
more involved. This was due to the ‘3D’ aspect of finding clus-
ters with this technique. Whereas the MF finder just seleats-o
densities and fits the most likely redshift to the clump, thdRC
finder can, in principle, detect projections of groups aldhg
line of sight. The same first steps as for the MF were followed:
I-band thumbnails were generated, spurious candidatestesgi,
and a higher and lower significance catalogue generatedfiffde
CMR catalogue had a threshold of 4.8nposed, as described in
§3.3, whereas the full (lower significance) catalogue alkbwan-
didates to be traced down to the lowest possible contoul Veitle
clumpfind (i.e. 1.4). Candidates in theamerotation which
showed more than one candidate overlapping (as defined by the
group radii) were flagged as ‘projection’ possibilities.i§bheck
was performed on an individual frame basis to avoid the pdssi
ity that a single candidate having a significantly differestimated
redshift in the A- and B-rotations would result in one caradiéd
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Figure 10.Final catalogues for this field. The thresholding descriipettie
text has been applied. Dotted circle denotes MF candidalié, Ime shows
CMR candidate. Other symbols as for previous figure.

being artificially classed as a projected system. The finaRGet-
alogue was produced by combining the rotations as for the MF.
This provided the two main catalogues for the optical survey
the final MF catalogue and final CMR catalogue. These catalgu
were then passed to the richness measuring algorithmslolegan
A Finally, both catalogues were cropped to overlap withxray
data which is described below. To do this, only candidatehimwi
an annulus of 3 to 19 arcmins from the centre of the X-ray pognt
were retained. At distances greater than this, the X-ragy ala not
useful (due to degraded resolution and sensitivity - seeWjednd
the inner region was excised to avoid objects associateu thit
target of the X-ray observation.

4.1.1 Summary of Catalogues

In total, the final MF catalogue (constructed and trimmedhi t
PSPC field, as described above) contains 185 cluster caesida
The final CMR catalogue contains 290 candidates. The MF tech-
nique fits the most likely value of Min the range 1781+ <21.5.
The bright limit is imposed by there being few galaxies thigat

in the field, and at this redshift £20.15) the angular diameter of
clusters becomes so large that the contrast of the clustensig
the background is greatly reduced. The faint limit (coroesting

to z=0.9) is set such that the limiting magnitude is one magni-
tude fainter than this N thus there are still many galaxies to
which to fit a luminosity function. The CMR method is limited
by the depth of the photometry iboth bands (as illustrated in
Fig.[d), which leads to colour limits 1.45/-1 <2.65 corresponding

to 0.15%z.s;+ <0.703. In practice, the MF catalogue is cropped
at the high redshift end to match the colour limits imposedaby
choice of filters used with the CMR method. At the low redshift
end, only a few clusters lower than the our CMR colour limi ar
found by the MF, so these are retained.

4.2 Internal Check of Redshift Estimates

To assess the accuracy with which an estimated redshifteas-b
signed, an internal check can be performed comparing ttehifesi
estimated for candidates using the A- versus the B-rotalaia.
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Figure 9. Full catalogues in one field for MF (left) and CMR (right) algbms. Points show galaxies with I-band magnitudes beigtitan 22.5 (for B-rotation
only, for clarity). Dashed lines denote the limits of the BSfeld (19 arcmins: outer radius, 3 arcmins: inner radiug)stér candidates are outlined by points

marking their group radii (defined in text). Symbols are:
Left panel, MF candidates: filled circles - A-rotation; cses - B-rotation.
Right panel, CMR candidates: thick lines - A-rotation; tlires - B-rotation.

Those candidates which appear as single points have grdiipfaero (see text).

Due to the way in which the object catalogues are genergfegd)(
different data are produced for the same region of sky usingn-
dependent observations. For example, the main differeetveden
object catalogues for the two rotations was the star/ gattassi-
fication. Several objects classified as galaxies in oneiootatere
classified as stars in the other, and vice versa. The neurabrie
classifier of SKTRACTORuUSses both the FWHM of a source and its
ellipticity to decide the nature of each source. The effé&\WHM
differences was minimised due to the way in which the datewer
taken (observing the same A- and B-rotation fields sequbntia
so that, unless the seeing is changing on very short timescal
the FWHM of point sources should be the same for the two ro-
tations. Inspection of objects which changed class betweetwo
frames showed that a slightly different measure of elliptiovas
the primary cause. Overall, the level of star/ galaxy missifica-
tion should be around the few percent level. From the speobfmic
observations presented i, two of the 87 redshifts measured (for
objects brighter tharst 20, classified as galaxies) were due to stars,
or around 2%. The contamination is likely to be higher fonfar
objects, where a lower signal makes shape parameters nffire di
cult to measure. To a lesser extent, the object cataloguesbr
the two rotations differ due to cosmic rays, diffractionkgd, and
differently deblended objects (as discusset2il).

A comparison of estimated redshifts between the two indepen
dent observations allows the effect of all these factorsetdalzen
into account. This is one of the primary motivations for tiegthe
repeat observations separately. Candidates for the cisnpavere
selected in the following manner. For the MF catalogue, tiieat-
alogue was compared with the final catalogue. For each enthei
final catalogue, if a single candidate from each rotationpvasent
in the full catalogue, within the final catalogue entry’sigpaadius
(to avoid possible confusion with multiple matches), thesa ¢an-
didate was selected. A similar procedure was followed felGMR
catalogue, with the added condition that the candidate matsbe
flagged as comprising projected groups (again to avoid siorfiu
due to multiple matches). In both cases a limiting radiusaricinin
was imposed for the match, to ensure a high level of confidérate

the same candidate had been selected from the two datakets. T
comparison of the estimated redshifts from each rotatioreéah
cluster detection algorithm is shown in FIgd11. Quantifyie
bias and scatter in these relationshipsias= (z4 —zg)/(1+24)
(e.g.lWittman et al. 2001), the mean value is -0.004 for thea¥ié
-0.014 for the CMR algorithm; the standard deviations af9D.
and 0.081 respectively. This is somewhat misleading as #jerm
ity of the scatter from the CMR comes from a few outliers, and
the majority of points show excellent agreement betweertioe
independent observations. A large fraction of the outheese de-
tected in the final (z0.70) colour slice in one rotation, and thus
could easily be missed and associated with a less significast
redshift clump in the corresponding rotation. The few othgtiers
can be understood in terms of marginal cases for projectadss.

If each rotation detects two systems, the lower significaracwli-
date is measured as being more significant in the overlappiag
tion, and the lowest significance system falls below thesthoéd in
both cases, then a catastrophic failure of the redshifnesti would
occur. This only appears to be the case for seven of the sgstem
the plot, at z;: <0.69. The scatter in the MF estimate is intrinsi-
cally large. Neither estimate shows any significant biagben the
two datasets.

5 X-RAY SELECTION OF CLUSTERS

The X-ray data are archival images taken with the ROSAT Posi-
tion Sensitive Proportional Counter (PSPC). Such obsenatre
divided into two energy bands: “hard” (6-2.4 keV) and “soft”
(0.07-0.4 keV). The background flux is particularly high at ener-
gies below 0.5 keV and the sensitivity of ROSAT rapidly drops
to zero above 2.0 keV. As a result, most X-ray cluster surveys
use the hard band and cut its range down to-@.9 keV. All of

the fields were taken from the RIXOS survey (Mason Et al. 2000)
which was an international campaign to follow up in the cgitall
X-ray sources in a sample of ROSAT PSPC fields above a point
source flux limit of3 x 10~ erg cm? s7! (0.5-2.0 keV). Thus,
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Figure 11. Comparison of estimated redshifts for the MF and CMR alforit from the A versus B data. The left panel shows the MF estun@edshift in
the B field versus the A field estimate of the same quantity.rigie panel shows the A versus B estimated redshift for theRGNgorithm.

a sample of clusters discovered in the X-ray in these field® ha
already been selected and confirmed. However, the algowitiim
which these were found was optimised for point source detgct
and not for locating extended emission, as expected foterksf
galaxies. Thus the RIXOS cluster catalogue is incompleteés fie-
sulted in a claim for a deficit of high redshift clusters in RiXOS
sample(Castander et al. 1995), when other investigatorsdfoo
evolution in the abundance of clusters (e.g._Nichol 5t #8739

The currently favoured technique for the detection of faint
extended sources in X-ray data is the wavelet method. Searee
detected by convolving the data with a kernel to enhancedhe ¢
trast between objects and the background, in the same wag-as d
scribed ing31.2 for the optical algorithms. The difference with the
wavelet method is that this kernel consists of a positive erd a
negative outer ring (such that its integral over the x,y plezero).
This means that slowly varying backgrounds which can beappr
imated by linear functions are completely subtracted.farrore,

a wavelet transform of the data reveals sources boundedibga r
of zero values; the diameter of the zero-rings gives a meaxuhe
angular extent of the source. In practice, a range of kealaks is
used (as was done with the Gaussian filtering of the MF method)
and these can be used to infer the source radius. An insteulttis-
tration of this technique is given in fig. 2 of Vikhlinin et/&l1998).

the numbers of clusters found, to make optical follow up e¢hi
able in a reasonable amount of time. Given this limit, 94 sesir
were found in 460 ROSAT fields. It is not too surprising, thigrat
in the seven fields overlapping with XDCS, no sources aredoun
The SHARC survey is not considered hereafter./The Vikhlatial.
(1998) catalogue (VMF), on the other hand, contains 15 Xsexy
lected clusters in XDCS fields. This is the X-ray selectedstelu
survey with which the XDCS optical catalogues will be conguar
The ROSAT fields observed are given in Table 1. The VMF
clusters in common fields are given in Table 2.

6 COMPARISON OF OPTICAL AND X-RAY SELECTED
CLUSTERS

The VMF X-ray selected clusters are listed in Tadlé 2.
Vikhlinin et all (1993) used several methods to “confirm”ithé-
ray cluster candidates and it is pertinent to comment orethese.
Aside from the traditional method of requiring an overdgnsif
galaxies in the optical, they included another possibléegan
which was that if an elliptical galaxy not included in the NG&t-
alogue lay at the peak of the X-ray emission then this shoald b
considered confirmation.

This latter point was designed to include “poor clusters and

Given that several wide-field surveys have also made use of groups which fail to produce a significant excess of galagies

archival ROSAT data for the serendipitous discovery of teltss
(e.g.lJones et Al. 1998: Romer etlal. 2000;_Vikhlinin &t aD&)9

it is natural to check if any of these overlap with the fields se
lected for XDCS. 29 out of the 39 fields were used in the 160
square degree survey|of Vikhlinin ef dl. (1998). This caja®has
the attractive feature that nearly all of the 208ources detected
have been followed up in the optical, many possessing spectr
scopic confirmation. Furthermore, their spurious detestire also
recorded in their paper, sl X-ray detected cluster candidates can
be examined, and not just the optically confirmed ones. J&yik
false detections, arising from concentrations of pointrses, were
recorded, but none of these occurs in the XDCS fields.. Of¢he r
maining 10 fields, 7 were included in the Bright SHARC Survey
(Romer et all 2000). Both of these used wavelet detection-alg
rithms in their construction. The SHARC catalogue has haglrby f
bright ROSAT count-rate limit imposed (corresponding to e fl
of approximately 10*2 erg ' cm~2, or about an order of mag-
nitude brighter than typical XDCS field limits) in order todiece

the background”. The authors state that it also helps totifgen
“fossil groups” in which galaxies have merged to form a stngD
(Ponman et al. 1994; Jones eftlal. 2000). Such systems apgdear t
as X-ray luminous as other bright groups or poor clustensyith a
high percentage of the optical luminosity arising from thenthant
giant elliptical. The second brightest group member is ¢ofacf
10 fainter than the brightest (resulting in a gap of 2.5 miamgigs in
the LF). Recent work estimates that such systems comprig28%
of all systems of the same X-ray luminosity (Jones &t al. 2003
Vikhlinin et al. (priv. comm.) obtained optical follow up-ei
ther from second generation Digitized Sky Survey (DSS4Hjgs,
or R-band (or sometimes B-, V-, or I-) CCD imaging on 1m class
telescopes. Long-slit spectroscopy was also obtainedfoesan-
didates, usually for 2 - 3 galaxies per cluster, and alwagkiding
the brightest galaxy.
To quantitatively compare the optically selected catadmsgu
with the X-ray selected clusters, the following method wasdi
For each of the final MF and CMR catalogues, cross-correlatio
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Table 2. VMF clusters in XDCS fields. Redshifts are given for all bueariuster. The type of redshift measured by VMF is given infthal column (p -

photometric, s - spectroscopic)

VMF  RIXOS «(J2000) 6(J2000) oFx z Redshift
ID Field [hh:mm:ss.s] [dd:mm:ss] 10%ergslcm=2 10 'tergs? Type
11 R262 01:24:35.1 +04:00:49 7.5 2.2 0.27 p
62 R221 08:49:11.1 +37:31:25 14.7 3.0 0.240 S
69 R248 09:10:39.7 +42:48:41 8.3 2.0 — —
73 R285 09:43:32.2 +16:40:02 23.1 3.7 0.256 s
74 R285 09:43:44.7 +16:44:20 21.2 4.1 0.180 s
84 R231 10:10:14.7 +54:30:18 21.0 29 0.045 S
86 R231 10:11:26.0 +54:50:08 20.0 5.1 0.294 s
94 R133 10:56:12.6 +49:33:11 12.9 1.9 0.199 S
97 R258 11:17:26.1 +07:43:35 6.1 1.6 0.40 p
929 R123 11:19:43.5 +21:26:44 5.5 0.9 0.11 p
131 R265 13:09:55.6 +32:22:31 9.0 2.9 0.290 s
132 R265 13:11:12.8 +32:28:58 46.7 5.8 0.245 S
150 R254 13:43:29.0 +55:47:17 175 2.8 0.11 p
181 R223 16:33:40.0 +57:14:37 3.5 0.7 0.239 S
194 R220 17:29:01.9 +74:40:46 17.3 7.2 0.28 p

Table 3. The nearest optically selected candidates to the VMF alist®r each X-ray selected cluster, the nearest matching®dFCMR candidates’ details
are given. Candidates in parentheses were not identifidekifirtal catalogues. See text for details.

* - candidate matched at a separation greater than its estimedius.
** - candidate matched within its estimated radius, but greaée 2 arcmins.
(p) - candidate flagged as exhibiting projection along bifesight.

VMF MF candidate rymp  Separation Ur Az CMR candidate offset AMR Az
ID ID (arcmin) ID (arcmin)
11 (mfJ012435.6+040107) 0.270 (0.328) (0.422) 0.152 cI®1.8+040022 0.807 0.360 0.090
62 mfJ084914.5+373123 0.240 0.678 0.276 0.036 cmJ08468B3836 0.939 0.190 0.050
69 mfJ091049.4+425002 — (2.246**) 0.484 — cmJ091045.19534 1.596 0.450 —
73 mfJ094350.5+164034 0.256 (4.421%) 0.351 0.095 cmJ0D33263916 1.035 0.190 0.066
74 (mfJ094344.0+164500) 0.180 (0.691) (0.293) (0.113) — — - —
84 — 0.045 — — — — — — —
86 mfJ101137.3+545036 0.294 1.698 0.276 0.018 cmJ1014345014 (p) 1.168 0.330 0.036
94 mfJ105617.5+493237 0.199 0.972 0.157 0.042 — — — —
97 mfJ111726.2+074316 0.400 0.306 0.232 0.168 cmJ111¥2B4319 0.258 0.370 0.030
99 — 0.110 — — — — — — —
131 mfJ131001.9+322110 0.290 (1.889%) 0.437 0.147 cmXB4809:322137 0.949 0.270 0.020
132 (mfJ131113.2+322843) 0.245 (0.259) (0.422) (0.177) J181h111.0+322825(p) 0.664 0.210 0.035
150 — 0.110 — — — — — — —
181 mfJ163334.2+571457 0.239 0.853 0.395 0.156 (cmJ1638371328) 1.179 (0.210) (0.029)
194 mfJ172845.5+743945 0.280 1.487 0.484 0.204 (cmJ1729464238) 3.474 (0.190) (0.090)

with thelVikhlinin et al. (1998) catalogue was performedane-
ing the nearest match to each X-ray cluster. If the X-raytelus
lay within the optical candidate’s group radius, it was ¢desed
matched (the only caveat is that a minimum radius of 1 arcméh a
a maximum of 2 arcmin was adopted, to ignore excessivelyelarg
or small group radii, and also account for the uncertaintheX-
ray position). These matches are tabulated in Tdble 3. EoXiay
clusters with no matches from this process, the full cataésgor
each algorithm were checked, to see if a lower significanodiea
date is matched. Such matches are indicated in the tablerbyp-pa
theses. All matches were then inspected visually and dpeasas
are commented on. Typical data are shown in Eigs 12]& 13.

6.1 Summary of Optical Candidates Associated with X-ray
Clusters

In terms of gross numbers with this simplistic matching, final
MF catalogue contains counterparts to 7 of the 15 X-ray s&dec
clusters, and the final CMR catalogue contains 8 of the 10én th
redshift range probed by the algorithm.

In the MF catalogue: VMF11 is not matched in the final cat-
alogue, but is matched in the full catalogue (just below tlasiC
C threshold). VMF69 and 73 were both further than 2 arcmins
away from the nearest candidates, but lay within the catekda
group radii. Thus, these were treated cautiously, but Visspec-
tion showed large overdensities extending this far andttheiasso-
ciation of these objects seems valid. VMF74 and VMF132 were d
tected in the full catalogue, but did not make the higherificance
cut of the final catalogue. VMF84 was undetected as its ré&dshi
too low (0.045). VMF99 and 150 were also undetected. Thekisfie
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panel: CMD centred on VMF position. Filled circles show gi#a drawn from within 1 arcmin radius of the CMR selecteddidate position; open symbols
show galaxies drawn from an equal area, a further arcmin.aMate: these fixed angular radii are just chosen as a guidea@not the same as the radii
chosen by the CMR algorithm (which is colour dependant).t@thetric error bars are only shown for filled points for diarOverplotted line shows CMR
corresponding to CMR algorithm’s estimated redshift (fribth — 1 to M* + 2). VMF62 is found in both the final MF and CMR catalogues. Theoasted
MF and CMR candidates are listed in Tale 3.
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Figure 13.VMF86. Panels as for Fifl)2.

VMF86 appears to show a second overdensity even in the DSgeiraad possibly a weak second X-ray source, although tlismdetected kiy Vikhlinin et al.
(1998) (A. Vikhlinin, priv. comm.). The second cluster aenis just visible on the extreme right of the I-band imagex{g®.4,0.0] arcmin offset). The CMD
shows the hint of a second CMR 0.4 magnitudes blueward of thie sandidate, mainly indicated by open symbols due to &tadce from the primary

candidate. Thus, this appears to be, in fact, two distinstesys at very different redshifts. Indeed, this system veagéld by the CMR algorithm as being a
system suffering from projection effects.



do not show overdensities of galaxies, and the clusters pessi-
bly ‘confirmed’ using the single luminous elliptical criten. The
redshifts given are also below the expected detection rémgh
have z=0.11). VMF131 has a match at a distance of 1.9 arcmins:
this is outside the candidate’s estimated radius of 0.5 iassrbut
again visual inspection suggests the association is vatidcum-
marise, if the three lowest redshift X-ray clusters (VMF88, and
150) are excluded &0.11), then the strict automated matching
matches 6 of the 12 candidates. Visual matching suggesteihe
covery rate in the final MF catalogue should be 9/ 12. Lowettiag
significance threshold allows the remaining X-ray clusterl be
detected (at the expense of a higher spurious rate).

In the CMR catalogue: considering all except the 5 X-ray-clus
ters at 0.2 (for the reasons described above), only two are not
immediately matched. VMF181 is matched in the full catakgu
and is of high enough significance-6o) to be in the final cata-
logue, but was ‘cleaned’ from the catalogue as it had a neighb
of higher significance. VMF194 shows a counterpart someuaést
(= 3.5 arcmin) from the X-ray cluster, but the X-ray positionr ap
pears to be at least an arc minute from a significant overggensi
and CMR (the MF candidate at this position was only matched be
cause it has a large associated radius). This cluster hastbee
subject of extensive follow-up work by Vikhlinin and collatators
(A. Vikhlinin, priv. comm.) and was difficult to confirm optadly.

It has very extended X-ray emissior2-3 arcmin) and the galaxy
overdensity is similarly extended. Spectroscopic foligavfound 4
out of 5 ellipticals in this field at=0.213, and so they consider the
cluster confirmed. Note that this redshift is in much betgnea-
ment with our CMR-estimated redshift than the initial phrogdric
estimate of Vikhlinin et &1.{(1998).

The CMR technique, furthermore, allows the possibility of
distinguishing groups projected along the line of sighe (@mtries
in Table[3 flagged with a ‘p’). VMF86 is identified as two sys-
tems (as suspected from the data, illustrated in[Elhy. 18)nthre
significant at a redshift of 0.330 and another at 0.230. Thuegli
spectroscopic redshift of VMF is 0.294; this is withinz=0.05
of the most significant candidate. VMF132 also shows two pos-
sible further groups, overlapping with the:zr =0.21 cluster,
at higher redshift: z);r=0.37 and 0.65. Thus, to summarise, the
CMR matches 8 of the 10-70.20 X-ray clusters immediately, and
visual matching allows all 10 clusters to be matched. Ano#ue
vantage of this method is that it is able to disentangle ptimjg
effects: correctly resolving structure (which is obviousually in
the CCD images) in one field, and suggesting higher redstuiftys
in another.

6.1.1 Comparison of Estimated Redshifts with VMF Redshifts

The average bias in the redshift estimate, defined as..(z
Zphot)/(1 + Zspec), is 0.067 with a standard deviation of 0.066
for the MF (using 8 spectroscopic redshifts from VMF); the av
erage bias for the CMR technique is -0.022 with a standaradev
tion of 0.028 (from 6 published VMF spectroscopic redshifthe
latter result compares very favourably with photometridstafts.
Wittman et al. [(2001) find an average bias of -0.027 with siaehd
deviation of 0.059 for photometric redshifts over a similange
using four photometric passbands. Gladders & Yee (2000) com-
mented that redshift determination should include a steprtor-
malise the stellar population models to the data with rdtdshihis
corrects systematic offsets such as mismatches betweenaithel
and real filters. Any remaining ’'bias’ would be due to phottrice
calibration errors, assuming universality of the CMR.
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6.2 Comparison of MF Catalogue with CMR Catalogue

Now that both optical techniques have been compared witlee-sp
troscopic sample, it can be seen that the estimated resl$tafn
the CMR technique offer greater precision than the MF egétha
redshifts. Thus, a cross-comparison of the two technigaesbe
made, using the CMR catalogue as a reference. The final MF cata
logue was cross-correlated with the final CMR catalogue terde
mine cluster candidates in common. To avoid possible camius
from multiple associations of candidates, only MF candidatith
a single CMR candidate within the former’s radius were consid-
ered. If the candidates’ centres were separated by morewtloearc
minutes, they were excluded. Thus, only secure ‘clean’ hestare
considered. Of the 185 final MF candidates, 62 show uniqgue CMR
matches (7 of these are flagged as line of sight group projeti
A comparison between the estimated redshifts of these icpobs
is shown in FiglZIb. The average bias and scatter (as defimikelpa
in this relation are -0.066 and 0.106 respectively, alttoingpec-
tion shows that this may equally be due to the MF redshift dpein
randomly drawn from values between 0.3 and 0.5. This may be du
to bias in the candidates selected for this comparison dthgth
‘clean’ matches between the CMR and MF candidates). A compar
ison of the MF estimated redshifts with those of spectromediy
determined redshifts (from the X-ray selected clusterienrtext
section) shows that the MF estimated redshift is not as béusas

A further comparison is to consider the MF candidates
matched with CMR candidates. This was done by comparing the
full CMR catalogue with the final MF catalogue and searchimg f
MF candidates witmo CMR matches within their radii (or 2 ar-
cmins). 41 of the final MF candidates show no CMR counterparts
at any significance level. Under the assumption tilatgenuine
clusters possess a CMR and that this technique will find thieis,
can be used as an approximation to the number of spurious MF
detections. This gives a false detection rate of around Z8is
is in general agreement with estimates for other MF techasqu
of around 30% (e.d._Holden etlal. 1999). 22% is a lower linst, a
some of the CMR matches are of low significance. Assuming a
spurious CMR rate of around-8L0% (as seems more likely, e.g.
Gladders & Yele 2000; Gilbark 2001) would bring the false posi
tive rate of the MF into closer agreement with the 30% valug. U
ing the fraction of matched candidates flagged as projex{idout
of 62, above) compares well with the (spectroscopic) finsliaf)
Katgert et al. [(1996) that around 10% of Abell clusters cdsgr
two or more significant clusters, projected along the linsight.

6.3 Comparison of Optical Richness Measures with k

Henceforth we consider only the catalogue generated by khig C
technique. We have just shown through comparison with tkee-sp
troscopically confirmed sample lof Vikhlinin etll. (1998)ainom
internal comparisons within our data the superiority imtgiof ac-
curacy and reliability of the CMR algorithm over the MF apach.

The following procedure was used to measure the X-ray flux
for each optical cluster candidate.

The relationship between each of the richness measures and
X-ray luminosity for cluster candidates in the opticallyesged cat-
alogues will now be presented. Since the vast majority obite
cally selected clusters have no X-ray selected countes;pffukes/
flux limit were measured at the positions of the optical cdat#s.

Aperture fluxes were measured from the X-ray images. The
peak X-ray flux within a 1.5 arcmin search radius was located,
provide the centre of the measurement. A 1.5 arcmin radias ap
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Figure 15. Comparison of MF and CMR estimated redshifts. Filled points
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the CMR catalogue. Dashed line is the one to one relation.

ture was used. This aperture flux was then corrected to aftoxal
computing the ratio of total flux to flux within the 1.5 arcmia-r
dius aperture for a cluster beta model of typical paramefenis
method is a compromise between choosing too large an apertur
and increasing the chance of background contamination fraint
sources, and choosing too small an aperture and missinteclus
flux. This aperture was found to give the best agreement \Wih t
wavelet X-ray flux measured hy_Vikhlinin etlal. (1998) (Fig)16
Also tried was the use of a standard maximum likelihood tech-
nique to fit a cluster beta model to the X-ray surface brigsgne
profile, but this gave largely poor fits, as the systems wectlere

not well-matched to the standard model assumptions uset ésu
spherical symmetry).

The ROSAT count rate in the 0-2.0 keV band was converted
to a bolometric luminosity correcting for the observed Gala
tic hydrogen column density, assuming the CMR estimated red
shift and assuming a cluster temperature of 5 keV. The lusino
ity was then iterated once by assuming a fit to the X-ray lumi-
nosity temperature relation given B = 2.75( Ly x /h20)%>°7
(a compendium frorn_Reichart eflal. 1999; Arnaud & Evilard 1999
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Figure 16.Comparison of our aperture X-ray fluxes with the wavelet fluxe
of VMF98 for clusters in common with their sample. VMF IDs aneli-
cated.

Markevitch| 1998| Allen & Fabiah 1998). This has little effemm
the resulting luminosity. The background flux rate was deteed
for each object by the maximum likelihood method in which it
was a free fitting parameter. The background flux rate was also
measured for each field by placing 100 apertures randomiyndro
each image and measuring fluxes in the same wagusliers were
rejected from these estimates to obtain the median andnearia
The background values obtained by both methods agreed kIl w
each other. The significance of each optical candidate Xy
measurement was determined relative to the variance ofatle-b
ground flux measurements in each field. If the measurement was
a greater than@3 event, this was classed as a detection. For other
measurements, as3upper limit was found from the limiting flux
for the field. The typical 8 limiting flux is around 6<10~'“erg
s~! cm™2. X-ray detections at-3c were visually inspected, and
those showing contamination from an obvious bright pointrse
were rejected from the analysis. 40 of the 290 aperturedtegsin
>30 X-ray detections.

A plot of each of the richness measures describefliversus
the X-ray luminosity is given in Fig§_18 afidl19.



Firstly we consider the relation between the total earlyetyp
galaxy luminosity, Lz and X-ray luminosity, Lx. The two quan-
tities appear to be correlated, but with large intrinsicttszaOne
concern about plotting two measures of luminosity agaiashe
other is the fact that the two are correlated through theadest
to each object. In order to show that this is not producingaie
served correlation, Fig_P0 shows the ratio of the two lursino
ties as a function of redshift. This distance-independesasure-
ment shows that there is still an intrinsic scatter in theihosities
at each redshift interval. We use a Bayesian maximum-hikeld
technique to fit the relations shown in FifL3 I8, 19. We asshate
there is a power-law correlation betweép and L x with a large
intrinsic scatter ), which we assume to be Gaussianligt x,
and is independent af.. There are three model parameters that
must be determined: the normalisation and exponent of trenme
relation, and the scatter about the relation. The statispioblem
is an unusual one because the upper limits far outnumberethe d
tections. Furthermore, the scatter in the relation is maaler than
the errors in the measurements. To simplify the fitting pdoce,
we therefore treat the measurement errors as a componen¢ of t
scatter in the model relation.

We tried three methods of fitting the data. Firstly, we can use
only the X-ray detections. This givesd= 10733 Ly 991 put
this model relation fails to take any account of the large benof
upper limits. Secondly, we can incorporate the upper libytgeat-
ing the limit as a data point. We eliminate the data pointsgiéaly
as contaminated by point sources from this fit. This givesla re
tion that has lower normalisation and larger scatter. Our eti-
mator gives similar results to conventional regressioresws in
both these cases. However, while the second approach fates i
account the upper limits, it does not allow for the posdipithat
the actualL, might lie significantly below the upper limit. Finally,
we apply our maximum-likelihood estimator, treating thepeip
limits correctly. We must make two Bayesian assumptionspto a
ply the method: (1) we assume that the probability distrdsufor
the value underlying an upper limit is uniform i, (rather than
log L.); (2) we allocate greater prior weight to models with small
scatter by introducing a prior weighting,,;o-(o) % This is ap-
propriate to values bounded between 0 andnd gives equal prob-
ability per decade irr. Without this assumption (and since upper
limits greatly outnumber detections), the likelihood ewttor gives
too much weight to models with very high scatter and very low n
malisation. This results in the relationd= 107%7°L 5 984 with
a scatter ofl0%23. The effects of the different fitting techniques
are illustrated in Fig—7. A similar method for thB,. parameter
results in the relation k= 1075 B,. '5°, again with a scat-
ter of 10°23, fitting both detections and limits with this Bayesian
approach.

In addition, the richness measure N(Bahcall{1981) simi-
lar to the Abell Richness Class, was studied and found to @jive
unusably large scatter. Yee & L opez-Criiz (1999) also fotlnisl
measure gave unacceptable scatter.

Examples of outliers in these relations are now considered,
to assess if clusters with similar richnesses do indeed@xtary
different X-ray luminosities. The candidates listed in [Edfl are
chosen as obvious outliers in theck Lz plot. For brevity, the
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Figure 20. X-ray luminosity / Lg as a function of CMR-estimated redshift.
Symbols as for Fid18.

Table 4. Table of properties for interesting outliers fromxk Lg rela-
tion. Letter preceding candidate ID is for brevity when dissing these
case studies in the text.

Candidate ID b(44 L1E2 Bgc Zest

A —cmJ072345.2+712742 <0.06 0.7 500 0.16

B —cmJ162617.5+781706 6.5 3.9 720 0.55
C -cmJ131148.5+322803 25.3 18.6 — 0.70
D —cmJ032903.1+025640 <0.4 40 1100 0.37

optical luminosity, laying just above the @ upper bound of the
relation. Candidate C is the most X-ray luminous and ogdgidat
minous candidate; and candidate D has a comparable rickmess
candidate B, but is an order of magnitude less X-ray luminous

The two high Ly systems (B and C) indicated have very dif-
ferent optical richnesses. Due to the volume probed andtitg of
such luminous clusters, these systems are expected tolzetagh
redshift end of the survey (the volume between{®2 0.5 is simi-
lar to that between 05z<0.7) and, indeed, they are both found to
lie in the range 0.5z<0.7. Conversely, in order to be detected, the
faintest systems must lie at low redshift (A). The fairly ioptly
rich system with a low X-ray upper limit (D) lies intermedsain
redshift to these extremes.

From these figure§{P1[=P4), the example cluster candidates
appear to have the properties measured in the catalogustewnwd
in Table[3. For example, the X-ray detections do not appeat co
taminated by point sources, and the redshift estimates eatiraly
consistent with the predicted CMRs.

Cases B and D have similarsLvalues, but their X-ray lumi-
nosities vary by over an order of magnitude. Examining thegian
using By, instead of Ly shows that both these systems occupy
similar regions of this plot.

The scatter in the relation could be attributable to a number
of factors. The physical processes involved in the deteatign of
Lx have been discussed {fl, but will be reiterated here, along
with a discussion of.g. The X-ray luminosity is dependent on

candidates are referred to as A, B, C, D. For each of these, anthe temperature and density of the gas. These in turn depend o

I-band image with X-ray contours overlaid and a CMD with the
fitted CMR overlaid is shown (FigsHIP4), to verify the prope
ties which locate them in thext— L plot. Candidate A is one of
the least X-ray luminous candidates, but is also not vericalby
rich. Candidate B is highly X-ray luminous and of moderatatyh

the dynamical state of the cluster (which determines thehdep
the gravitational potential, and the densities that carebehed by
the gas). The presence of a cooling flow increases the luitynos
by increasing the gas densityxlLcan also be increased through
unresolved point source contamination.
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The optical properties of the cluster candidates obviodsly
pend on the properties of the member galaxies. Since thesmnsy
were selected on the presence of a CMR, a population of galaxi
which formed their stars at high$2) redshift, and terminated star
formation shortly after, is required.

The interplay between the intracluster medium and the etust
galaxies is likely to be important and not straightforwasdrtodel.
Several workers (e.d._Ponman et al. 1999; Bowerlet al.l 20848 h
recently investigated such interplay using numerical &thns.
They propose energy injection at early times from superaona
cluster galaxies as a method to ‘pre-heat’ the ICM and predio:
served relations such as the LT xrelation. It is then quite likely
that the scatter comes from variation in the X-ray luminosither
than the mass to galaxy luminosity conversion.

7 SPECTROSCOPIC OBSERVATIONS OF X-RAY DARK
CLUSTER CANDIDATES

In order to confirm the reality of candidate cluster systerosf
the XDCS, follow-up multi-object spectroscopy was undesta

with the MOSCA instrument on the Calar Alto 3.5m telescope.

3 lhttp://www.mpia-hd.mpg.de/MOSCA/index.html

MOSCA is a focal reducing spetrograph, installed at the &teh
Chretien Focus of the 3.5m telescope on Calar Alto. The téstuc
ratio of the optical system is 3.7, i.e. the effective foedia is f/2.7.
This gives an image scale of 3 pixels per arcsec and a totaldfOV
11x11 arcmin. A thinned CCD with 2048x4096 15 micron pixsls i
used as the detector. The med-green grism was selectedyiféss

a wavelength coverage of 4300 - 820vith a central wavelength
of 55004 and a dispersion of around ?35pixe| and resolution of
around 1@ FWHM. This allows distinctive spectral features to be
seen over a wide range of redshifts frosQz1 to z:0.6.

Cluster candidates with no extended X-ray counterpart, de-
tected in the Vikhlinin et al.| (1998) catalogue fields weres#n.
The only other criterion applied was that the RA range abéla
for the observing run meant that the candidates had to coone fr
the subset of XDCS originally observed during the June 1983 r
This subsample comprises 16 fields, or approximately 4.arsqu
degrees. These targets are listed in TBble 5. For each dnemas
try was performed using th®TARLINK programASTROM to con-
vert pixel coordinates into sky coordinates as measured fre
APM catalogué, to anrmsaccuracy of ok=0.3 arc seconds. Multi-
object slit masks were constructed using a constant slitwafi1.5
arcsec and a slit length of at least 10 arcsec. In order todhedead

4 http://www.ast.cam.ac.uk/ “mike/apmcat/
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Figure 18. X-ray luminosity vs the L richness measure. Filled points ar8c X-ray detections; downward arrows are 8pper limits. Solid line is the best
fit relation of the detections and limits using the Bayes&rhhique described in the text. Inset shows specific systdnich are further discussed in text.

Table 5. MOSCA mask centres. Note: the IDs are just numbered subfields Table 7.Log of observations of cluster candidates from Calar Alto.

of the RIXOS fields, and should not be confused with the sintiamen-
clature used for X-ray candidates by the RIXOS collaboratio

Candidate « (J2000) & (J2000)

R1101 1428220 +330713
R2202 172337.9 +744317
R2361 170258.9 +515352
R2941 2319545 +123227

as potential slit candidates, galaxies had to be brighter th=20
(often a few galaxies fainter than this were allocated it the
masks).

7.1 Spectroscopic Observations and Data Reduction

The spectra were secured over six nights of observationslyn J
2000 using MOSCA on the Calar Alto 3.5m. A log of the observa-
tions is presented in Tad 7.

Before each night of observation, a series of bias frames (ty
ically five) was taken. For the purpose of wavelength cafibra
(WLC) two different comparison arcs were observed. This was
done to ensure an adequate number of emission lines oveulthe f

Night Field Mask  Exposure time (s)
27 —28/07/00 R1101 1 3x 1800
28 — 29/07/00 R2361 1 3x 1800
29 — 30/07/00 R2202 2 2 x 1800
29 — 30/07/00 R2361 2 3x 1800
30 — 31/07/00 R2941 1 3x 1800
31/07 —01/08/00 R2941 2 3x 1800

exposure of the HgAr/Ne arc was taken. This was augmented by a
120s exposure of the Ar lamp using the 472/78 filter. The loag e
posure was used to make weak emission lines clearly visibie,

the (BV-band) filter was used to suppress lines at the red énd o
the spectrum, which would otherwise become saturated. Agom
nation of the HgAr/Ne spectrum and 10CGhe Ar spectrum was
found to provide a good reference spectrum for WLC (hereafte
WLC refers to this composite arc spectrum image). Such i@lib
tion frames were taken before twilight, at the start of each Flat-

field frames were taken using MOSCA’s internal tungsten lamp
For the science observations, three exposures were madelof e
mask, each of 30 minutes duration. After each series of seien
frames, whilst the telescope was still pointing at the dbj@eother
HgAr/Ne frame was taken (although it was not needed, seg .late
This was done in case flexure in the instrument due to the tele-
scope’s different pointing position affected the arcs tegarlier in

wavelength range covered by the MOSCA med-green grism. A 15s the evening (while the telescope was parked, and therefarg-p
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Figure 19. X-ray luminosity vs the B. richness measure. Filled points as8c X-ray detections; downward arrows are 8pper limits. Solid line is the
best fit relation of the detections and limits using the Bayetechnique described in the text. Inset shows speciftesyswhich are further discussed in text
(note: aBy. value could not be computed for case study C).
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Figure 21. Plots as for Fig[Tl2 for case study A (candidate cmJ072344.2#42). Solid line in CMD indicates model CMR for estimatetishift.
zoymr =0.16. This system is X-ray underluminous, and of reasonlaahoptical luminosity.
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Figure 22.Plots as for FiglI2 for case study B (candidate cmJ1626T85A06). sz =0.55. This is a fairly optically luminous system with a veiigth
X-ray luminosity for its richness.
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Figure 23.Plots as for Figll2 for case study C (candidate cmJ1626T85406). s r =0.70. This is a high redshift, optically rich candidate witkry
high X-ray luminosity.

ing at zenith). The Ar arc was not repeated during the nightsas  apall. Wavelength calibration was carried out using the compos-

longer exposure time added an unacceptable overhead. ite arcs. No flux calibration was performed.
7.2 Data Reduction 7.3 Spectroscopic Redshift Determination
Data reduction was carried out using standerdF routines. Mas- The Fourier cross-correlation techniquelof Tonry & Davi9d9)

ter biases were created for each night by combining sevéaal b  was applied to the wavelength-calibrated spectra. Thisnigae
images. Full 2D bias removal was necessary as the bias frdisies  continuum-subtracts and Fourier transforms the galaxgtapa

played banded structure. Flatfielding was attempted buiddo and a reference template, applies high- and low-pass fiigeand
offer no improvement in the identification of spectral featiand looks for peaks in the cross-correlation function of the.two
so was omitted. The three science exposures of each imageawer The template used was a de-redshifted E/SO (as used by the

eraged to reject cosmic rays. The spectra were then exdrasieg CNOC collaboration, courtesy of E. Ellingson), hence nossion
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Figure 24.Plots as for Fig2 for case study D (candidate cmJ0329023640). z sz =0.37. This is a candidate of similar optical richness to &gat
slightly lower redshift; 0.37 vs 0.55) but with an order ofgnéude lower X-ray luminosity.

Table 6. XDCS CMR candidates in MOSCA Fields. Dist indicates distafrom field centref - (p) in estimated redshift indicates that candidate is fagg
as a line-of-sight projection by the method describefddl. X-ray fluxes and luminosities (using estimated redishire 3 upper limits for all candidates,
none of which is detected in X-rays.

Field XDCS ID Dist (arcmin)  zess * Fx Lx
(10-14ergstcm=2) (10*ergs!)

R1101 cmJ142812.0+330736 2.1 0.160 <3.0 <0.02

R2202 cmJ172333.0+744410 1.0 0.210 <45 <0.06

R2361 cmJ170244.2+515539 2.9 0.310 (p) <4.6 <0.32

R2361 cmJ170232.6+514922 6.1 0.300 <51 <0.29

R2361 cmJ170258.9+514921 4.5 0.470 <34 <0.90

R2941 cmJ231951.2+123208 0.9 0.370 (p) <2.0 <0.08
lines were used in the initial redshift determination (esita line to check if the emission was a genuine galaxy feature, oriduals
objects are considered below). Each mask was run thréugl r, sky line.

and the redshift from the highest cross-correlation peajgdd.
Each spectrum was then de-redshifted usingftkeor redshift.
The de-redshifted spectrum then had the position of promiale-
sorption lines (Ca H+K, G-band, H-beta and Mgb) and emission
lines Oll and KB overplotted. The spectrum was then visually in-
spected and a quality flag assigned to it, either: 2 - the i#dsh
confident; 1 - the redshift is less certain but looks compeatitith

the positions of the lines; or 0 - no redshift is possible @lisudue ) ] )
to too low S/N). Furthermore, once groupings in redshift space had been lo-

Some spectra were also flagged for re-processing through cated fZ4), all the spectra which failed to yield a redshift were
f£xcor, if the redshift was clearly wrong, and sufficient signal was "€-€xamined to see if they were compatible with the redshidiny
present to get a better redshift estimate. The main reagoanfo ~ 9roupings. This yielded one extra redshift which had beessed

For several spectra, for which the redshifts were readibaap
ent, and very strong emission was seen, the E/SO templageagav
poor redshift estimate. In this case an Sab/Scd templatsuesi-
tuted and was found to give a much better fit. Emission lineaibj
are clearly noted in the tables of results, below.

incorrect redshift was the presence of large residuals fresub- previously.

traction of bright night sky lines. Note that in the Fourigogs-

correlation, the direction (i.e. absorption or emissiofjires is All redshifts were confirmed by visual inspection, by over-
not taken into account; therefore, night sky residuals tvhjgprox- plotting the spectral features shown in Higl 25 on the dshiég:d
imate the positions of absorption features in the template e spectra. In order to be considered a confident redshift, twoare
confused. spectral lines had to be clearly visible and other featuises to

Absorption lines in the galaxy spectrum were logged, and if a have some good reason for not being seen (e.g. strong skiyiasi
possible emission line was present, the 2D spectrum wasdtesp concealing a feature which should have been present).



Table 9. Galaxy Groupings in Redshift Space
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Field Galaxy Centroifi N®  Npor© median Az? N pep
grouping  « (J2000) 6 (J2000) z

R11Q1 la 14 28 27.9 330524 3 8(13) 0.196 <0.001 3
R22Q2 2a 1723251 744345 7 14(21) 0.260 0.003 5
R2361 3a 170259.2 515325 6(7) 24(30) 0.297(0.297)  0.007(0.0078B(4)
R2361 3b 170252.4 5154 00 11 24(30) 0.347 0.004 11
R2941 4a 232000.2 12 32 06 3 17(25) 0.268 0.001 1
R2941 4b 231948.0 123258 3 17(25) 0.325 0.003 3
R2941 4c 231955.6 12 32 20 5 17(25) 0.454 0.010 4

@ Centroid of members of grouping, using class 2 redshifts.

b Number of galaxies in grouping — class 2 spectra (class 1 &e2tep).

¢ Total number of class 2 (class 1 & 2) spectra in field.

4 Maximum redshift separation between a galaxy in the grappind the median redshift of

the grouping.

€ The number of absorption line only (i.e. no emission) gasun the grouping.
Note: galaxies must be within 1500 kmkin the rest-frame, at the median redshift, to be
considered members of the grouping (see text).

Table 8. Summary of Spectral Quality. 2 - secure redshift; 1 - lessident;

0 - rejected.

Field Number of Spectra
ClassO Class1 Class?2
R1101 2 5 8
R2202 14 7 14
R236.1 8 6 24
R2941 7 8 17
Ol KH G-band HE Mgb Ho
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Figure 25. Representative de-redshifted spectra. From top to botpec-
trum with confident redshift; spectrum with confident redtséind emission

lines; spectrum with less confident redshift.

7.4 Significance of Clustering in Redshift Space

Groupings in redshift space were extracted by searchin@ far
more secure redshifts separated by 1500 kinsr less. This is
the same method adoptediby Holden étlal. (1999) and corrdspon
to 3 x the typical cluster velocity dispersions they measured. It
should be noted that a larger value was also tried, butlpping
(described later) removed any extra galaxies added. Thétgax
groupings found by this technique are illustrated in IEid.a2id
analysed below.

Ramella et £l.1(2000) and_Holden ef &al. (1999) used similar
techniques to assess the significance of clustering inifedphace.
Ramella et &l. [(2000)'s method is followed here. The sabecti
function was calculated as follows. FIgJ26 shows the nunaber
galaxies for which redshift measurements were possible fasc-
tion of magnitude. Henceforth, only secure redshifts wildon-
sidered. Note that all cluster members in the sample are 2léise.
secure) redshifts, except one which is class 1. Of the 12dtrepe
scopic targets, 61 resulted in secure redshifts, and agfiu with
less secure measurements. Two of these objects were skars. T
majority of galaxies which fail to yield a redshift are fantthan
I. =20.0.

As with the 2D data g3, it is important to model the
clustering of field galaxies when constructing mock galaisr d
tributions. By using the Canada France Redshift Survey &FR
Lilly et alll1995%) to construct a simulated field redshifttdisution
(as was done ky Holden etihl. 1999), and bootstrap resanmgsisg
of galaxies, an estimate can be made of the fraction of spsirio
clustering detected in redshift space. Sets of 15 galaxers ex-
tracted - the mean number per field (2 masks) for which conffiden
redshifts were secured. 10000 galaxy sets were generaiglirey
bootstrap resampling, and the fraction of sets containiggoap-
ing of more than 4 galaxies within 1500 ks of their median
redshift found. This occurs by chanee&% of the time. For field
R11Q1, only 3 galaxies were found within this velocity differenc
but fewer than average redshifts (8) were obtained (due kp on
one, rather than two, masks being used). The velocity eiffes
between these 3 is less than 1000 km.sThis also occurs about
6% of the time, and is therefore approximately as signifidathe
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Figure 26. The I-band magnitude distribution of galaxies for whichspe
troscopy was attempted. The empty histogram shows galtodeghich no
redshift was determined; the black histogram shows gaawi¢éh confi-
dent redshifts; and the grey histogram shows galaxies with tonfident
redshifts.
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Figure 27. Large scale redshift distributions for cluster candidaiklQ 1
(upper left), R222 (upper right), R236L (lower left), R2941 (lower
right). Line thickness indicates confidence in the redshi®old lines are
confident redshifts. The bin size is 0.004, which correspdadh rest frame
velocity of 1200 to 800 knts! at the left and right sides of the plot, respec-
tively.

velocity difference is reduced to 1000 km'’s the likelihood of
finding 4 or more galaxies this close together in an obsemaif

a 15 galaxy set is only 2%. These numbers are used as a geidelin

to the significance of groupings in redshift space.

Ramella et &l.1(2000) take this technique further by tryiog t
reproduce more accurately the magnitude selection fumctio do
this they take the histogram of magnitudes for which spegtawe
obtained and divide this by the total number of galaxies éstéime
area in the same magnitude bin (i.e. the histogram showrgiiPBi
is divided by the field galaxy number counts - Hijj. 2 - the reisul
shown in Fig[ZB).

If the luminosity function is universal and the local norinal
sation is the same everywhere (i.e. no clustering), thenethehift
distribution is given by:
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Figure 28. The magnitude selection functioa(m), for our spectroscopic
sample. See text for details.

Ny = V@ / " FlE(m, 2)]s(m)dm (10)

dz

m1

(Ramella et &l. 2000) where dV is the volume element,m, are
the magnitude limits and is the Schechter LF given i3.1.2.
Applying the selection functions(m) gives the redshift distribu-
tion shown in Fig[2ZB._ Ramella etlal. (2000) note that usinghsa
distribution gives a false impression of the significanceafup-
ings, as the clustering in redshift space must be accountednf
order to do this, the CFRS is again bootstrap resampled himit t
time using the magnitude selection functigmn). InlRamella et &l.
(2000)'s method, they compare the N(z) distribution of ithtkita
with that of the CFRS using their selection function, andesthat

a Kolmogorov-Smirnov test shows the two datasets have aimil
distributions. Using the XDCS spectroscopic sample, hewnex
KS test shows the bootstrapped CFRS N(z) and the N(z) ifBig. 2
are significantly different at the-90% level. It appears that this is
because a larger fraction of the redshifts in the XDCS sarade
cluster members. The Ramella et Al. (2000) sample targégbeth
redshift candidates, and so recovered a lower fraction wstet
members than the data presented here (most of the XDCSrcluste
candidates lie in the range 6:2<0.4). Therefore_Ramella etial.
(2000)'s data follow the CFRS N(z) as most of their data afd fie
galaxies (so itis correct when they state that magnitudeeteh is
the main process leading to the inclusion of galaxies in anede).

In the XDCS sample, however, significant groupings of 6 orenor
redshifts (more than the individual groupings in the Rametlal.
(2000) data) are present, and thus the total (clustield) sample

is not represented by the field survey of the CFRS. This diffee

in N(z)’s provides reassurance that significant clusteke Hzeen
found.

Using Gaussians(m) leads to different probabilities of
false detections. For ,p,=4, P(false)=0.19; and for .n,=5,
P(false)=0.03. This illustrates that magnitude selectias a big
effect on the significance assigned.

To summarise these tests: the CFRS has been used to simu-
late the redshift distribution of field galaxies. Two diféet mag-
nitude selection functions have been used to sample thiggur
Bootstrap resampling of the data is used to calculate thieghib
ity, P(false), of incorrectly identifying a grouping of.., galax-
ies in redshift space - the galaxies being selected in the seay
as for the MOSCA targets. For the simplest selection funcfa
step function in magnitude, selecting galaxies brightanth,;.,),
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Figure 29. The redshift distribution function for our spectroscopéarrple.
The dashed line shows the N(z) described by Equéfibn 10.

P(false}0.06 forn.., =4. For the best-fit Gaussian magnitude se-
lection function, P(false}0.19 forn,., =4, and P(falsey0.02 for
Nreq =9.

These are the most recent techniques used in the literature f
estimating the significance of redshift groupings foundrfropti-
cal cluster surveys. However, there are several problertstiagém.
Firstly, using the CFRS to model the field does not take anguatc
of the presence of groups within it. Thus, for finding the |letwee-
locity dispersion systems, which will be numerous in anyewiigtld
survey (and therefore the CFRS), these methods underéstihea
significance of systems found. Secondly, not all the avkalai
formation is used. The most basic spectral propertieswhether
or not the cluster members possess emission lines) and ltha€o
can be used to infer the types of galaxies in the sample. Absor
tion line systems with red colours at the given redshift aghlly
indicative that a galaxy is of early-type. Since these sgstdomi-
nate the cores of known clusters, but are much less commdmwin t
field, their presence increases the likelihood of a clu3teis tech-
nique, however, would be biased against systems not camgain
early-type galaxies.

It should be noted that using a meaf(z) from many fields
would tend to overestimate the significance of clusteringnébin
any one pencil beam survey, especially if galaxies lie inethe
along the line of sight.

By taking the field galaxy luminosity function from the
CNOC2 surveyi(Lin et al. 1999), the expected number of egrhy-
galaxies in a given volume can be calculated. Lin étlal. (1999
parameters for the Rband luminosity function in theq0.1 cos-
mology are taken. This is a Schechter LF with two additioral p
rameters to model the evolution in luminosity and density.dt al.
(1999) state that to convert their LFs to another band, a gqoed
proximation is to just apply an appropriate offset iri ldased on
the mean rest-frame colour for that galaxy type. Thus, towzal
late the LF at z0.3 for early-type galaxies, a rest-frame colour
of Re-1¢=0.71 is usedi(Kodama & Arimato_1997) to correct M
to the -band, along with a correction for the different value of
h (+5log h). The value of®* is taken from the R value, only
correcting for theh difference, and applying the evolutionary pa-
rametersP and@ (Table 2/ Lin et al. 1999) to correct to a redshift
of 0.3. The difference id* over the range of interest for the ex-
treme XDCS spectroscopic candidates (i.e.9.2 < 0.5) is less
than a factor of 2, and so, for simplicity, a fiducial redsbif0.3 is
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used here. This results in a space density of early-typeigalin
the field at redshift 0.3 of 0.04 Mp¢.

The number of galaxies in each redshift grouping showing
only absorption features is given in Tallle 9. Since thestesys
do not show emission lines and have colours consistent itlg-e
type galaxies at the cluster redshift (Table 9), these &entto be
early-type galaxies. A generous estimate of the volume frdmch
each of these redshift groupings is drawn is to take an angize
of 5 arcmins (approximately the maximum separation on tlye sk
between galaxies in the same redshift grouping) at a rad3!3if
and to assume the volume is a sphere of this radius (this ig &
same size as given by a line-of-sight velocity differenca 4000
km s™!, again a generous value for these groupings). This trasslat
into a volume of~ 8 h™*Mpc?. Since the space density of early-
type galaxies in the field at this redshift is of 0.04'Mpc?, the ex-
pected number in such a volume is 0.32. Assuming the field ean b
modelled by a Poisson distribution with this expectatiolugathe
likelihood of finding 11 early-type galaxies (the maximunural -
candidate 3b) is onlg1x10~8. The likelihood of finding 1 (the
minimum - candidate 4a) is 25%; and the likelihood of finding 3
(the minimum of all the remaining candidates) is 0.3%.

This argument is an over-simplification as firstly it assumes
the field can be modelled as a Poisson distribution, whictots n
strictly correct because of clustering, but not a bad afpration
(it just raises the expectation value slightly). Seconthig candi-
dates were selected to be overdense in galaxies of the sdoue. co
This means the fields selected were not typical regions afespa
However, selecting galaxies on the CMR was not guarantese-to
lect early-type galaxies at the same redshift, but this ésrésult
which was found from the spectroscopy. Therefore, the nietho
still valid. Thus, by this simple argument, it seems reabtm#&o
assume that all the groups containing at least 3 early-tgpaxigs
are significant. This method therefore rejects groupingrtaum-
mary, all the redshift space groupings are found to be sagmifi
by this technique, except candidate 4a which contains Xigala
but only 1 of which is early-type (i.e. red and emission-fréeis
candidate is found to be significant by the previous two magho
which do not take colour/ type into account. Clusters of tatire
(i.e. not dominated by early-type galaxies) have not beasemned
before, so this system must be treated cautiously.

7.5 Comparison of Significant Redshift Groupings with
Cluster Candidates

Now that the groupings in redshift space have been identiied
their significances assessed, the final step is to compase with

the candidates detected with the cluster-finding algorithirstly,

a simple comparison will be made by just finding the nearesfica
date in the catalogue (Tadlk 6) with the centroids of the gjrms
found with MOSCA (Tabld19). These are tabulated below for the
CMR algorithm (Tabl€Z0).

For the CMR-finder, the offset between measured and esti-
mated redshift for the two isolated groups (R11l&nd R22(2) is
Az<0.05 for both. For the multiple systems, although only one es
timated redshift is given in the table for each field (for thestrsig-
nificant candidate), these candidates were flagged as flinigfut-
projections in Tabl€l6. The estimated redshift of the magnifi
icant CMR candidate is always intermediate between thetispec
scopic redshifts, and always0.1. The full catalogues may be ex-
amined for these projected systems, to see how well thege agr
with the spectroscopically determined groups.

The full CMR catalogues in the region of the R236and
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Table 10. Nearest CMR candidate to each MOSCA group.
@ Separation between the centroid of the spectroscopic grguand the
nearest MF candidate in arc minutes and physical distanpe)Bt zZpec.

b Spectroscopic redshift of the former grouping.

¢ CMR estimated redshift

d Difference between these two redshifts.

z¢ Azl

CMR Candidate Separatifn 2
est

Field 1D b pec
ID (arcmin/ Mpc)

R110
R220
R236
R236
R294
R294
R294

la
2a

©cmJ142812.0+330736
©cmJ172333.0+744410
©cmJ170244.2+515539
©mJ170244.2+515539
©mJ231951.2+123208
©mJ231951.2+123208
©mJ231951.2+123208

3.995/0.81
0.670/0.17
3.228/0.88
2.092/0.63
2.187/0.56
1.147/0.33
1.082/0.38

0.196
0.260
0.297
0.347
0.268
0.325
0.454

0.160
0.210
0.310
0.310
0.370
0.370
0.370

0.036
0.050
0.013
0.037
0.102
0.045
0.084

3b
4a
4b
4c

Table 11. Groups from the full CMR-catalogue for those systems flagged
as “projections”.s is the significance from the CMR algorithm.

Field CMR candidate ID &t o

R236A cmJ170240.9+515512 0.270 5.15
R236A cmJ170242.7+515222 0.470 4.35
R236A cmJ170244.2+515539 0.310 5.55
R236B cmJ170248.5+515051 0.390 4.55
R236B cmJ170250.6+515506 0.300 6.85
R236B cmJ170252.1+515717 0.490 4.85
R294B cmJ231945.8+123304 0.270 4.85
R294B cmJ231951.2+123208 0.370 5.05

R2941 fields are given in Tablecl1. The candidates are split be-
tween A and B rotation results for R236 as here the two rotations
overlap . This is not the case for R294.

A cross-correlation analysis between the position of each
CMR candidate and each MOSCA candidate (position given by
centroid of redshifts), and their respective redshiftss performed.

In this way, the closest match in projected and redshift speas
located. FiglZ330 shows this data projected into 2D along e d¢ih
constant declination (so the R.A. offset gives the appraxénsky-
plane offset). It can be seen that, for R2B&oth the A and B cat-
alogues identify 3 candidates at approximately the samghist
two close to the MOSCA groups and one at slightly higher rétdsh
This illustrates that agreement between the A and B redeshbiit
mates is good, and the agreement with the spectroscopibiftsds
is also good €0.05). The possibility of a higher redshift candidate,
not reached by the depth of the MOSCA spectroscopy, is likely
given that it is identified independently in both rotatioasd be-
cause the lower redshift groups agree so well with the spsmpy.
For R2941, two candidates are found. Given that the lowest red-
shift of the three MOSCA groups in this field (4a) is not sigrafit
from the space density of early-type galaxies analysis (@hdot

be found by the CMR algorithm, because it does not contairifsig
icant numbers of early-type galaxies), the most likelyriptetation

is that the CMR-finder detects the two highest redshift gscapd
underestimates the redshifts of both (albeit by 096,08). Thus,
the candidates from the full catalogue are naturally assediwith
the nearest groups in 2D space, and these are then found leobe a
the nearest in redshift space. Therefore, the CMR findeoped
excellently, correctly finding and separating all the systédenti-
fied spectroscopically.

5 R110Q1 also has overlapping A and B rotation, although the V-band A
rotation data is slightly trailed and so rejected from thialgsis.
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Figure 30.R.A. vs z (declination slice) plot for MOSCA (spectroscapig
determined) groups and CMR candidates R23&ft) and R2941 (right).
Filled circles are MOSCA groups (note: the lowest-z poirthiea R2941 is
not significant in terms of early-type galaxies); open eischre CMR can-
didates from A- and B-rotation data (as labelled). Brokerizomtal error
bars denote optical radii of candidates (typicalhl arcmin); solid lines
connect optical candidates to nearest spectroscopicaltfirmed group;
solid vertical error bars denote width of redshift slice. iICMR estimated
redshift error, c.f. Fig. 7). For R238, two candidates in each rotation are
seen near the spectroscopically determined group. Alsdghehredshift
candidate is seen in both rotations. The spectroscopy miagrobe deep
enough to have found members of this group. In R23%0 candidates are
found within Az<,0.08 of the most significant (i.e. the two highest redshift)
spectroscopic groups.

7.6 Cluster Velocity Dispersion Estimates

The cluster redshift and velocity dispersion were cal@dafl-
lowing|Beers et al1(1990). They recommend using the medidn a
standard deviation when dealing with tiny5B) datasets. Only the
secure redshifts were considered. Redshifts with2900 km s

of the peak in the redshift histogram were extracted and #dian
value was taken to be the cluster redshift. The standardtiewi
was computed, and any value exceeding 3 standard devidtans
the median excluded (this was only the case for the clusidisld
R236.1: one value was rejected from each), and the standard devi-
ation then re-computed. This was then transformed to thecitgl
dispersion in the cluster’s rest-frame. The confidencenmteor
the velocity dispersion was found by applying the statitjack-
knife technique to the data (for example Carlberg it al. |} 9BiGis
simple resampling technique uses ‘pseudo-valdesif the data,
by calculating the difference between a statistical meaguyrcal-
culated for the whole dataset, and for the dataset with oheeva
removed); = f(z1,...,zn) — f(%1, ..., Ti, Tit1, ..., Tn). ThE €S-
timate of the variance if/(n — 1) Y, 7]/ (Efron[198R). For
very small N ¢ 3) this error estimate is likely to be highly bi-
ased as only two data points are being resampled each tinte@and
factor of y/n/(n — 1) is likely to be an underestimate. These val-
ues must be treated cautiously for the three groupings wilh ®
galaxies.

As described inf,|ISmail et al.[(1998) plotted thes.measure
against the X-ray temperature of the most X-ray luminoustelts
at z~0.2, and found a good correlation. This suggests thatrlay
be a good tracer of cluster mass. Using the relation betwelecv
ity dispersion and X-ray temperaturelof Wu et al. (1999) mé-
form thelSmail et &l.[ (1998) data yields a power law fit which is
consistent with our data, although given the large unasies on
our velocity dispersions, we cannot constrain this retative sim-
ply note that given our limited data, we cannot tell if theat&n
between Lz ando for X-ray luminous clusters still holds for X-ray
underluminous systems.

Spectroscopic observations are underway for several of the
XDCS clusters as part of other projects, and so these shiald a
much more accurate estimates of the velocity dispersiamther
investigation of this relation, and the use qf s a mass estimator.



Table 12.Cluster velocity dispersion estimates. Columns are: |[Bedshift
grouping; Field ID; Number of galaxies (N) used in redshétetmination;
velocity dispersiond.); velocity dispersion in cluster rest-frame; and error
on this quantity from jack-knife estimate (see text). Thioeestimate is
likely to be biased in the presence of very small N (+€8), and so such
error estimates should be treated cautiously. Most of theemaiable sys-
tems show velocity dispersions in the range 300 kfs- 700 kms 1,
typical of massive groups and low - intermediate mass disiste

Grouping Field N z oz orest Aoze‘“
D (kms— 1) (kms— 1)
la R11Q1 3 0.196440 0.00031 78 95

2a R2202 7 0.259740 0.00143 341 346
3a R2361 6 0.297210 0.00315 728 504
3b R2361 11 0.347100 0.00179 398 262
4a R2941 3 0.268450 0.00259 612 750
4b R2941 3 0.325470 0.00224 506 620
4c R2941 5 0.453810 0.00467 962 1051

7.7 Summary of Spectroscopic Results

Spectroscopy has been undertaken for four XDCS subfielas, co
taining cluster candidates not showing significant X-rayssion.
Candidate groups in redshift space were identified, andigiméfis
cance of these groups evaluated by three different techgidthe
first two involved bootstrap resampling the Canada-Franed-R
shift Survey using different selection functions. Usingime
magnitude limited selection showed (in general agreemetit w
Holden et al. [(1999)'s method) that 3 concurrent redshifés &
significant grouping; using a Gaussian magnitude selegfieatly
reduced the significance of these groups (showing the tgahris
very sensitive to the simulated selection function), bt dnaw-
backs of both these techniques were discussed. An argurased b
on the space-density of early-type galaxies showed thes tarly-
type galaxies constituted a robust group. Using this lattgument,
one group was detected in each of two of the fields, and twapgrou
were detected in the other two fields. The colour-magnituttefi
correctly separated line of sight projected systems amddaected

a higher redshift system, not revealed by the spectroscmogt(
likely as galaxies sufficiently faint were not targeted) eTBMR
redshift error is around 0.04, for groups in the redshifgef.2 -
0.4. Velocity dispersions for most of these systems arerat@00

- 700 kms! (corresponding to massive groups and low - inter-
mediate mass clusters) but these are estimated from tinppersm
of galaxies £5), and have jack-knife estimated errors of around
60 - 100% (and for the systems with only 3 redshifts, thesererr
are likely to be underestimated). Finally, the luminosityeiarly-
type galaxies versus the velocity dispersion was compaiiéd w
the relation taken for the high X-ray luminosity cluster géenof
Smail et al. [(1998), and seen to be consistent, althoughrtbese
on the XDCS velocity dispersions are very large.

8 DISCUSSION, CONCLUSIONS & FUTURE WORK

The original motivation for this work was the studies of
Bower et al. [(1994) and_Bower etial. (1997), which found timat i
an optically selected survey of galaxy clusters a0z, the X-
ray emission was systematically lower than expected for & no
evolving X-ray luminosity function, relative to local satep. Their
spectroscopic analysis indicated that these systems Haditye
dispersions comparable to those of more X-ray luminousesyst
which suggested that if the clusters were virialised they thad
dynamical masses similar to the more X-ray luminous/ massiv
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systems; or that the systems were in fact unrelaxed andvbleic-
ity dispersions were thus inflated above that of a relaxetktsys

This work has constructed similar optically selected saspl
albeit from a smaller area (11 degersus 27 deg) but with a more
guantifiable selection function and using more efficienes@bn
techniques. The relationship between X-ray luminosity gold-
ness (as measured three different ways) shows consideciter.

During the course of this work, results from a similar study
by Donahue et al! (2001) were published. They conducted an op
tical and X-ray survey in 23 deep ROSAT fields (4.8 Qegsing
Postman et al. 1996’s Matched Filter algorithm on I-banddébe
depth of their photometry was about 0.5 magnitudes deeper th
that of the XDCS, although their areal coverage was lower bgem
than a factor of twa. Donahue efl &l. (2D01) detected 57 X-gay ¢
didate clusters and 152 candidates in the optical. Their MB-a
rithm detected 74% (26 out of 35) of the most reliable X-rag-ca
didates. This number is in good agreement with the 75% (9 but o
12) found with the MF algorithm used here. We have shown that a
even higher recovery rate is possible using CMR technicquae-
tially 10 out of 10) and with much more reliable redshift esdies.

As in[Donahue et al| (2001), we find that within their opti-
cally selected sample, optical and X-ray luminosity areelated,
with considerable scatter. Their measure of richness isn¢isdly
the number of I galaxies (\ in equation[b) contributing to the
cluster signal at their MF estimated redshift. We show thatMF
estimated redshifts are much poorer than those estimaiadtfre
CMR finder. This will potentially increase the scatter of tieda-
tion. They state that although there is significant scattdrimthe
relation, there is no need to impose a bimodal distributibiX-o
ray luminous and X-ray faint clusters. This seems to be boute
by this work, as the distribution of detections in Higl 18 ears
continuous.

We find a scatter of 0.2 dex (a factor of 1.6) in the relation.
Clearly this is important if all the systems (both X-ray dawkd
bright) are needed for cosmological models. Our X-ray déuk-c
ters are certainly convincing and il we show that they are con-
firmed by spectroscopy. How we deal with the scatter in cosgrol
ical surveys depends on its origin. We consider this below.

Possible reasons for this scatter include:

1) Variations in the efficiency of galaxy formation. If gajax
formation is more efficient at a given epoch/ environmergntfor
a given mass of gas, a higher fraction can be converted & gtar
creasing the light to mass ratio of a cluster. Furthermais |éaves
less gas available for production of X-ray emission, desirepthe
X-ray luminosity. So, higher galaxy formation efficiencyatis to
increased optical luminosity and decreased X-ray lumtgoghis,
however, is not seen in semi-analytic galaxy formation nesiech
as.Cole et al1(2000).

2) The dynamical state of the cluster. As mentioned befbre, i
a cluster is dynamically unrelaxed then the hot intrachugas will
not be centrally concentrated to densities sufficient faa}{emis-
sion ). If the cluster galaxies are already in place (as seems to b
suggested by Stanford ef Al. 2001) then such a cluster wawe h
an unusually low X-ray luminosity for its optical luminogitHigh
resolution observations with Chandra have shown clustescare
far from relaxedi(Mazzotta etial. 2001) but what we requinelig
an even more widespread distribution of X-ray properties.

3) Thermal history of the gas. The presence of cooling gas
in the cluster raises the ICM density and initially increase
ray luminosity. Conversely, injecting energy into the IChearly
times [e.g. by AGN or through supernovae/ feedback fromxgala
formation [Ponman et Al. 1999; Wu ef Al._1998; \oit etial. 2002
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Bower et all 2001)] decreases the ICM density and lowersyXura
minosity. Both these effects could contribute to scattéhéwoptical
— X-ray luminosity relation. The scatter may also reflectetént
levels of preheating from cluster to cluster_(Mushotzky &&d
1997).

4) Projection effects. Groups of galaxies projected aldmeg t
line of sight would appear as higher optical luminosity tdus
(since the number of galaxies observed is simply additivegreas
the X-ray luminosity would appear extremely low for a clusté
such optical richness, as the X-ray luminosity scales asdbare
of the gas density. This was shown to probably not be a sigmific
factor in §8, by separately considering optical cluster candidates
flagged as projections. Although, again, the volume prolyetthis
survey is relatively small, so large scale filaments viewadl-on’
may be too rare to be included.
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is the cluster mass. The best measurement for the clustexrimas
this paper is the velocity dispersion. This suggested tlitaimthe
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