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A bstract

A bulgedisk decom position is m ade for 737 soiral and lenticular galaxies drawn from
a SD SS galaxy samplk for which m orphological types are estin ated. W e carry out the
bulgedisk decom position using the growth curve tting method. It is found that bulge
properties, e ective radius, e ective surface brightness, and also absolute m agnitude, change
system atically w ith the m orphological sequence; from early to late types, the size becom es
som ew hat Jarger, and surface brightness and lum nosity ainter. In contrast disks are nearly
universal, their properties ram aining sim ilar am ong disk galaxies irrespective of detailed
m orphologies from SO to Sc. W hik these tendencies were often discussed in previous studies,
the present study con m s them based on a large hom ogeneous m agniude-lin ted eld
galaxy sam ple w ith m orphological types estim ated. T he system atic change ofbulge-to-total
lum inosity ratio, B =T, along the m orphological sequence is therefore not caused by disks
but m ostly by bulges. It is also shown that elliptical galaxies and bulges of spiral galaxies
are unlkely to be in a shglk ssquence. W e infer the stellar m ass density (n units of the
critical m ass density) to be =0.0021 for soheroids, ie., elliptical galaxies plis bulges of
sirmlgalaxies, and = 0.00081 for disks.
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1. Introduction

T he galaxy consists oftw o distinct com ponents, disks and bulges, and how they fom ed is
an outstanding problm in the galaxy form ation. T he classical idea is that elliptical galaxies
and bulges, which are altogether called spheroids, form ed when Infalling gas undergoes star
formm ation during the niial collapse of the system , and disks form ed from dissipational
oollapse of the rotating gas that is keft-over after the initial free-fall collapse (9., Eggen et
al. 1962; Sandage 1986). Until early 1970’s i was w idely taken that bulges and elliptical
galaxies belong to a single population and that elliptical galaxies are spheroids that lack
disks for som e reasons. This was because the shape and photom etric properties of bulges
and ellpiticals are quite sin ilar.

However, lines of kinem atical evidence against the singke population hypothesis accu—
mulated since late 1970’s. Ilingworth (1977) Indicated that bright elliptical galaxies rotate
slow er than expected from their elljpticities iftheirvelocity dispersion is isotropic. K om endy
and Tlingworth (1982) found that bulges of SO and spiral galaxies rotate m ore rapidly than
bright elliptical galaxies, being consistent w ith rotationally attened oblate spheroids w ith
isotropic velocity dispersion. D avies et al. (1983) showed that faint elljptical galaxies also
rotate rapidly than bright ellpptical galaxies and that no signi cant di erence is present be-
tween the kinem atic properties of the bulges and elliptical galaxies w ith com parable bright-
ness. Bender et al. (1988) discovered that the dichotom y of elliptical galaxies between slow
rotators and rapid rotators ism ore clearly de ned by the isophote shape than by lum nosity;
slow rotatorsalwayshave boxy isophotes and often brighter than rapid rotatorswhich always
have disky isophotes.

R ecently the m ore popular idea based on the hierarchical clustering scenario says that
disk galaxies form ed In the centre ofdark m atter halo as nfalling gas collapses and spheroids
are form ed via viclent mergers Kau m ann et al. 1993; Baugh et al. 1996). There isalso a
di erent view that bulges form ed as a result of secular evolution from the disk K om endy
1993; Athanassoula 2003; D ebattista et al. 2004; Kom endy & Kenicutt 2004; M artinez-
Valpuesta et al. 2006; F isher & D rory 2008; M endez-Abreu et al. 2008) . Lenticular galaxies
In between ellptical and soiral galaxies have attracted much attention as to their origins
eg., Moran et al. 2007). To study the problam s of the form ation of spheroids and disks
we must collect the statistics as to the properties of the two com ponents and study their
reqgularities, In particular how they vary across early to late types, for asm any galaxies as
possbl. The galaxy sam plk extracted from Sloan D igital Sky Survey (York et al. 2000)
based on CCD Im ages provides us w ith a good data base for this purpose at low redshift.

A num ber ofm ethods have been used for the bulgedisk decom position. T raditionalone-
din ensionalm ethodsuse a surface brightnesspro lewhich isextracted from two-din ensional
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surface brightness distribution by a varety of m ethods (eg. Kom endy 1977; K ent 1985;
Sinien & de Vauoouleurs 1986; Kodaira et al. 1987). Two-din entional m ethods (9.,
de Jong 1996a; M ollenho 2004) are m ore popularly used recently and a number of sam i
autom atic codes have been developed. They Inclide GIM 2D M arleau & Sinard 1998;
Sinard etal. 2002),GALFIT (Pengetal. 2002),BUDDA (deSouzaetal. 2004),GASPHOT
(P ignatelli et al. 2006), and GASP2D M endezAbreu et al. 2008). Some of them were
developed to tackle speci c problem s for a speci ¢ sam ple of galaxies whilk others were
Intended to be used in m ore general applications. They di er from each other in m any
respects such as the number of com ponents, tting function for resgpective com ponents,
m Inin ization algorithm , and the degree of autom ation.

In the pro e decom position ofgalaxies, we should kegp In m Ind a caveat that we do not
know how well a singlke tting function represents the surface brightness distribbution of the
com ponent of real galaxies. Thorough investigation of the accuracy and the robustness of
these m ethods is yet to bem ade (eg., P ignatelli et al. 2006) . E xistence of thism any codes
itself dem onstrates the fact that them ost suitablem ethod and code do depend upon both the
problem to be addressed and quality and/or quantity of the data to be analysed. G enerally
soeaking, the two dim entional m ethod, while i should give m ore accurate decom position,
requires accurate galaxy In agesw ith high signalto noise ratios, and is sensitive to the details
of structures. It does not always succesfilly applies to a lJarge scale sam ple where relatively
an all size In ages are available.

In this paper we investigate system atic behaviours of rudin entary properties, ie., char-
acteristic scales, characteristic brightnesses and aboslite m agnitudes, ofbulge and disk com —
ponents along the Hubbl sequence by m eans of a one-din esionalm ethod based not on the
surface brightness pro e but on the growth curve of galaxies using a large hom ogeneous
sam ple. W e adm it that our decom position m ay not be quite accurate galaxy by galaxy
basis, but we believe it gives usefiil data and provides us w ith the inform ation for galaxy
science so farm issing that should be associated w ith the SD SS data.

2. Galaxy sam ple

W e take a sam ple of 1600 galaxies w th < 15.9 and m easured redshift taken from the
equatorial stripe 14515 < < 235:97 , j j< 126 In the northem sky (229.7 sq. deg.), for
which m orphological classi cation was carried out by visual Inspections. This is an earlier
version of the sam ple in the catalogue given by Fukugita et al. (2007), which contains 2253
galxieswih r 16 in the sam e region (1866 are given redshift).
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Am ong the 1600 galaxies, 1044 are classi ed as SO to Sc. From the 1044 we discard
239 galaxies too close to edgeon (/a< 0.3), 14 galaxies that have bright stars or galaxies
overlapped w ith the galaxy in ages, 15 galaxies w ith a Jack of growth curve data for som e
outer parts, 3 galaxies with a Jack of con dent redshift. W e also dropt 20 galaxies that
are not suitable for accurate photom etry, either located close to the edge of the survey
area or contaln saturated pixels. T he ram aining 753 galaxies were sub gct to the bulge-disk
deoom position and 737 yielded satisfactory results. T he analysis in this paper is thus based
on 737 SO0-Sc galaxies. The sam ple we use here does not show any particular bias com pared
w ith the r < 16 m orphologically—classi ed sam pl of Fukugita et al. (2007) except that there
are som e m issing galaxies close to the faint end in our sam pl.

W e use rband in ages drawn from D ata Relase 3 of SDSS (@AbazaJjan et al. 2005),
which do not di er from inages in the later data rlases for galaxies that concem us.
G alactic extinction were corrected according to Schlgel et al. (1998). The number of
galaxies for each m orphological type used In our analysis is presented in Tabl 1 together
w ith other statistics that w ill be discussed in this paper.

W e refer the reader to the other publications for descriptions ofthe SD SS related to our
study: Gunn et al 2006) for the telescope, Gunn et al. (1998) for the photom etric cam era,
Fukugia et al. (1996) for the photom etric system , Hogg et al. (2001) and Sm ith et al
(2002) for extemalphotom etric calbbrations, P jer et al. (2003) for astrom etric calbrations,
and Strauss et al. (2002) for spectroscopic target selection for galaxies. W e also refer to
Abazajan et al. (2003; 2004) and Adelm an-M cCarthy et al. (2006; 2007; 2008) for other
data releases from the SD SS, which discuss the successive in provem ent of the pipelines used
to derive the basic catalogues. W euse hyg = Ho=(70 km s! Mpc?!) unlessm entioned.

3. Growth curve tting and the bulge-disk decom position

T he grow th curve isthe ux integrated w ithin a circular aperture in units ofm agnitudes
as a function of the aperture. It has traditionally been used to estin ate totalm agnitudes
eg., deVaucouleuset al,; RC2). The grow th curve should In principle contain the Inform a-
tion on pro ls of the bulge and the disk. The m ethod used here is not new and the code
was developed and tested In O kam ura et al. (1999) using sin ulations and a sam ple of real
galaxies available at that time. Several essential points relevant to the present study are
sum m arized below .

W e assum e that galaxies are represented by two com ponents, bulges and disks, and their
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surface brightness I is described w ith the de Vaucouleurs law
bg(I=Lz)= 3383 @rz)" 1 1)
for bulges and the exponential pro ke

bg(I=Lp)= 0729 [@=rp) 1] @)

fordisks, where for the two respective com ponents r.z and r.p are the e ective radiiw thin
which half the total ux of each com ponent is contained, and I,z and Ip are surface
brightness at these e ective radii.

D epartures from the de Vaucouleurs pro ke (1) are often argued, in particular for late
type spiralbulges (van Houten 1961; Andredakis et al. 1995; Courteau et al. 1996; TruJilo
et al. 2001; M ollenho 2004; A guerriet al. 2004, 2005; M endez-A breu et al. 2008), that the
pro le of the bulges are som ewhat steeper than the de Vauoouleus pro ke and an arbitrary
power of r is ntroduced In the exponent for a generalpro ke (Sercic 1968). Fitingswih a
general Sercic pro l, however, is not stabl unless the in age has high signalto-noise ratio
over su ciently wide dynam ic range, causing the degeneracy am ong param eters, especially
between the scale length and the power index (see, eg., Trujillo et al. 2001). Our study
isbasad on the sam ple of in ages of relatively low (at least in termm s of conventional bulge—
disk decom position) signakto-noise ratio w ith a 1im ited length scale, and it ishard to discem
Sercictype pow ers In the bulge com ponent. Hence, we avoid Introducing an extra param eter
for the bulge pro ke that controls the power of r. Param eters derived from the ttihg are
di erent fordi erent tting fiinctions used but they represent virtually the ddenticalphysical
property ifthe fnction isnot too far from the reality (see Appendix ofK om endy 1977;Figl
of G raham 2001a). The sytem atic behavior of the param eters along the Hubblk ssquence,
which we focus on in this study, depends only weakly on the speci ¢ choice of a particular

tting function.

W e note that a two-din ensional tting for the bulge w ith the Sercic pro ke show s that
2/3 of galaxies have n = 4, ie., the de Vaucouleurs pro ke as the best t solution (Tasca &
W hite 2005), so that the error for the globalm ean arising from the assum ption enforcing
n = 4 isnot too large.

Another issue of concem is the e ect of bars. Our growth curve method is a one—
din ensionalm ethod based on a series of circular apertures. A coordingly, Infom ation on the
elliptical surface brightness distribution of a bar is ‘degenerated’ onto an equivalent circular
surface brightness distribution ofa 'hypothetical bulge. T hism eans that in case ofa barred
galaxy we regard the bar plusbulge as a singk entity, which we callbulge here. This point
is discussed further In section 4.
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For the growth curve m ethod to work properly, it is essential to Include the e ect of
nite seeing, which we take to be doublk G aussian that is the SD SS default and param etrise
for ourpurpose its ullw idth halfm aximum wg as is ratio to the e ective radius of the disk

= ]Og(:ré;D=Ws) : 3)

T he seeing param eters are catalogued for each galaxy in the SD SS data base.

For our application we prepare tem plets for 11 grid points for each of the three param —
eters, B=T = 0 1, = logg=rep); 12< < 08and 0< < 290. The ranges of the
param eters are chosen so that the results are well covered in these ranges. W e then com pute

D h i, 1h i,
"= wim(bgm) Mg m by + o bgn  bgr @)
=3 e

where the tem plet was swept over all 1331 grids w ith the param eters B=T, , , together
with two free param eters, m . and r. searched to give the best t to the growth curve
data for each tem plkt. Here, m ¢ is the totalm agnitude and r. is the half Iight radius of
the galaxy, while r. is the half light radius of the assum ed templkt. The weight factor is
taken to be w; = logr;. The last two tem s are added to avoid a fake t with a rather
unrealistic tem plet, to ensure that the best t param eter for the e ective radius is close to
the one adopted as a tem plkt. W e use the data at 13 apertures from 1.03 to 263 arcsec w ith
approxin ately a geom etric sequence by a factor of1 .5, m easured by the photom etric pipeline
ofSDSS PHOTO in short, see Stoughton et al. 2002) . W e have ram oved the two Innem ost
growth curve data points from PHOTO , those at 022% and 0.68%, from the tting, as they
are substantially am aller than m edian seeing, 1.3%, and strongly susoceptible to seeing. wy
is known for each galaxy, so that r,p and r.z are obtained from and of the templt
that gives the best t to growth curves. W e apply the K correction to the in age, though all
galaxies have an all redshift z < 03, taken from Fukugita et al. (1995) assum ing bulges to
have elliptical color and disks Sad color. Their K corrections are consistent w ith the m ean
of those calculated using individual spectra B lanton et al. 2003), and anyway the redshifts
are 0 Iow that errors are negligble.

Extensive sin ulations show that this growth curve m ethod can be used to detem ine
bulge and disk param eters and bulge-to disk um nosity ratios provided that the point spread
function is accurately known and signalto-noise ratio ism odest, say S/N 30 (O kamura et
al. 1999). It is shown that the accuracy of the derived param eters depends upon inclina—
tion, bulgeto-disk ratio, surface brightness, availabl in age area, and also other factors, In
addition to S/N . It is, therefore, In generaldi cult to quote a few num bers to represent the
robustmess of the m ethod. A nother exam ple of sim ilar presentation can be seen In P ignatelli
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et al (2006), where the robustness is estin ated as a function of the threshold area, instead
of S/N, of galaxy in ages. The present sam ple is lim ited to galaxies with r < 15:9, which
roughly corregpondsto S/N> 200 (seeF igure 2 ofO kam ura et al. 1999), and doesnot include
highly inclined (b/a< 0.3) galaxies. A coordingly, we can expect a reasonable robustmess for
the present sam ple. F it to each of the sam ple galaxies is visually exam ined.

For a veri cation of the t, we show the di erence between the Petrosian m agnitude
m easured by the SD SS photom etric pipeline and the total m agnitude obtained from the
present t asa function of B=T In Figure 1 (@), and the e ective radius r. w ith resoect to
the Petrosian half ux radiis rp 59 as a function of B=T in Figure 1 (), where the plotted
radii from the tarecorrected for nite seeing to com pare w ith them easured P etrosian radii.
Notethatweexpectmp m = 0221 and 0.007 for the idealde Vaucouleus and exponential
pro ls that are Jocated face on, which are indicated by horizontal lines in the gure. For
Inclined galaxies, these o sets are slightly ( 5% ) smaller. The data form agniude o sets
In Figurel (@) are Jocated m ostly in between 0 and 02 m ag, w ith a trend for an Increase to
02 mag towards a larger B=T in agreem ent w ith our expectation.

For the e ective radii, we expect rps50=r. = 0:713 for de Vaucouleus galaxies and
p 50=r = 0:993 for exponential galaxies for the faceon case. Our data n Figure 1 ()
that are Jocated m ostly between 1 and 1.3 w ith relatively larger values for bulge dom inated
galaxies as expected. There are a an allnum ber of cases w here deviations are signi cant. W e
have exam ined In ages of those cases and found that they happen occasionally for lJarge-size
latetype galaxies, orwhich PHO TO gives too an all radiiwhich do not seem to be correct.
This is probably due to errors in the measurament by PHOTO which are caused by too
m arked contrasts w ith bright bulges. Those data points n Figure 1 (@), whose Petrosian
m agnitudes are som ew hat too din , also correspond to the deviants in (o) and the same
reason is suspected. Togetherw ith the gure fortotalm agnitudes our result m eans that the
t gives a reasonable value for both total ux and e ective radius, and our assum ption for
galaxies that are represented by exponential plus de Vauoouleurs pro les works reasonably
well.

W e adopt the m orphologicaltype ndex T = 0 orE, T = 1 orS0,T = 2 forSa, T = 3
forSb, T = 4 orScand T = 5 for Sd, since the T Index as detailed asthat in the RC 2 isnot
warranted for both our catalogue and purpose here. G alaxies of classes w ith half Integer T
are grouped Into the neighbouring later classexcgpt or T = 0:5 € /S0), which show sunclear
sign ofdisks and isdiscarded in ourdecom position analysis. Them orphologicalindex given in
Fukugita et al. (2007) isbased on visual ingoections ofg band im agesby several independent
classi ers in reference to prototypes presented in Huldbk Aths of Galxies (Sandage 1961).
The mean Index by the ssveral classi ers is given in the catalogue, which we take in the



{8{

present work.

O ur prn e interest is to study the change of properties of bulge and disk against m or—
phology, but our sam ple is lJarge enough to attem pt to study the change of properties of
the bulge and the disk against lum nosity. W e m ake three subsampls 23 < M, < 22,

22<M.,< 2land 21< M.,< 20,diiding the sam pl Into three um nosity groups;
they stand for nearly um inosity lim ited sam ples w ith varying distance lim is.

4. Resuls
41. Bulge to TotalLum inosity R atio

Figure 2 presents the bulge to total um inosity ratios as a function of m orphological
type ndex T. The mean and dispersion are shown by error bars for each m orphological
type, where T runs from 1 for SO (excluding E /S0) to 4 for Sc (including Sbc). In order to
assessthe e ect ofbarsdiscussed in section 3, we exam Ine allthe galaxy in ages and classi ed
them into barred and non-barred. Except for T=1 (S0), where only three barred galaxis are
present, no system atic di erence is found between barred and non-barred galaxies. This is
probably due to the fact that the elliptical structure ofbars disappears In the growth curve
obtained In circular apertures as m entioned In section 3. Laurkaien et al. (2007) found
som e di erence In B =T versus H ubbl type between early-type barred and non-barred spiral
galaxies. H owever, their data are based on near infrared In ages and a direct com parison is
napproprate.

O ne can see a good correlation show ing that an earlier type shows a arger B=T, 0.64
for S0, decreasing for Jate types to 019 for Sc. This agrees broadly w ith the resuls given
by a number of authors, eg., Kent (1985), Sim ien and de Vaucoulurs (1986), K odaira et
al. (1986), and others, although an accurate com parison needs a translation as to di erent
color bands used by respective authors. The numbers for SO and Sc, 0.64 and 0.19, are,
for instance, com pared with 0:75°)% and 007°}° of Kent (1985), who used T huan-G unn
r band that is close to ours. The disgpersion for B=T in each class, approxin ately 02,
denoted by error bars, however, is lJarger than the interclass di erences. This also agrees
with what is known from analyses m ade in the past: the scatter In each class is larger
than the di erence of the average am ong di erent classes. This m eans that, whilke B=T
is well correlated w ith m orphological types, we cannot replace the m orxphological types for
Individual galaxies with B =T, although B =T provides a convenient m easure and is often
used to classify m orphological types (eg. Tasca & W hie 2005) especially in theoretical
m odelling (g. Baugh et al. 1996). It is tem pting to ask if this system atic varation of the
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bulge to total um nosity ratio is ascribed to the property of the bulge or the disk, orboth.
T his question is answered in the subsections that follow .

42. PropertiesofBulges

The two key param eters that characterise the bulge are the e ective radius r.s and
s which is surface brightness at r.. It was shown that these param eters for ellptical
galaxiesobey some . r, relation Komendy 1977).W eshow mFigure3 . and r.z for
the bulge com ponent w ith di erent sym bols m eaning di erent m orphological types. D otted
Iines indicate bulge lum nosities being constant, Mgz = 16;18;20, and 22. The solid line
showsthe . 1 rlation, or K om endy’s relation, for early-type galaxies derived from the
SD SS galaxy samplk, h i = 204 ogr, + 18:{7 Bemardiet al. 2003)d The region where
m ost of 9000 ®arly-type galaxies’ of SD SS samp]eg is distrbuted is shown by the dashed
ellipse. The derived slope looks shallower than that for the original K om endy relation,
e= 302gr.+ 1974 B band). T he slope ofthe K om endy relation varies w ith brightness
ofgalaxies, steeper or anter galaxies N igocheN etro et al. 2008) . T he sam ple ofK om endy
(1977) spans over M g 20 to 22, whil the SD SS sam pl extends from My 19 to
24,

It is clear that ( ;) ofbulges are distrbuted in a region m uch wider than the SD SS
early-type galaxies’ and as a whol they do not follow the relation for SD SS early-type
galaxies. W e note, however, that ( .;5n) ofbulges of SO galaxies closely ollow the relation
forthe SD SS early-type galaxies in the overlapped region (dotted ellipse). T his is reasonable
because the SD SS sam ple includes SO galaxies Bemardiet al. 2003).

Bulges of latertype soiral galaxies ( o;r.) are distrbuted along lines that are sig-
ni cantly steeper, nearly along the line of constant lum inosity, I J:ﬁ= constant, or . =
5 log r.+ constant, w ith a signi cantly scatter larger than SO bulges. It is known that there

2 Theorighal . 1 relation given in K om endy (1977) wasbased on ., the surface brightness at r..
Som e later studies, however, use h i, the m ean surface brightnesswithin r,, which isby de nition, brighter
than ..W hen com apring the K om endy relationsbased on the di erent de nition ofthe surface brightness
param eter, care m ust be taken ofthe o set; orther'™ pro l, . h i, = 1.39.The Inedrawn in Fiy. 3
is ¢= 204ogr. + 20:09.

3 The selection of early-type galaxies by Bemardiet al. (2003) is rather rudin entary to dealw ith a large
sam ple. It contains not only E and SO galaxies but also m any Sa galaxies, when com pared it w ith visually
classi ed sam ple. T he sam ple, however, is certainly rich in E and SO galaxies, and we expect that statistical
quantities derived from the sam ple give a reasonable approxin ation. W e also note that the sampl su ers
from a signi cant incom pleteness Por early-type galaxies ainterthan M .,/  21.
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is a dichotomy in elliptical galaxies In tem s of kinem atical structure: slow rotators versus
rapid rotators (eg. K om endy and Illingworth 1982; D avies et al. 1983; D avies and Tlling—
worth 1983). Slow rotators have boxy isophotes while rapid rotators have disky isophote
Benderetal. 1988). Thisdichotom y is also closely related w ith um inosty; bright ellipticals
are often slow rotatorswhilke faint ellipticals tend to be rapid rotators w ith the boundary at
M g 205 mag. The . 1r rhtion of rapid rotators is not well known since even the
SD SS sam pl, by far the Jargest sam ple of early-type galaxies, contains only a sn all fraction
of ellipticals ainter than M 3 205 M g 22). W hether or not the bulges of lJate-type
Firal galaxies and rapidly rotating faint ellipticals ollow a similar . 1. relation is at
present an open question.

Ifwe considerthemean ( o;r.),we seea trend (seeF igure 4) fordi erent m orphological
classes: bulges for late type spirals have surface brightness dinm er than that for early types,
whereas the e ective scale length ofbulges di er little. T he bulge surface brightness of Sc
spirals isdinm erby 2 m ag arcsec 2 than that ©r SO or Sa. Surface brightness of Sa bulges,
how ever, is nearly the sam e as that for SO bulges. T he bulge lum inosity for latetype soirals
are also lower by 2 m ag than that for S0’s.

It is noted In passing that no system atic di erence is found between barred and non-
barred galaxies. W hen the plot ism ade separately, they are distribbuted over the sam e area
In the ( ¢;r) plane.

43. Properties ofD isks

A sinilar gure for ( ¢;r) is shown for disks In Figure 5. The data are apparently
distributed m ore clustered in a narrower region than for bulges: a rough trend I, r?
constant is still visible, but the data are distribbuted in narrower ranges. The m ean surface
brightnessis .p = 22:06m ag arcsec * w ith the dispersion 0.96 m ag arcsec ? . N o system atic
di erence is found here either between barred and non-barred galaxies in their distribbution
in the ( «;%) plane.

Figure 6 show s them ean and dispersion of ( ;1) foreach m orphological type, indicat-
ing that the properties of disks change little against m orphologies; at least the change isnot
system atic along the m opohological sequence. The disk lum inosity also di ers little across
S0 to Sc. For exam pl, properties of disks for SO and Sc galaxies di er very little: the dif-
ference am ong di erent m orphology classes ism uch an aller than the scatter from galaxy to
galaxy In one class. Surface brightness of SO m ay be slightly fainter than that of later spiral
galaxies but at m ost only be 0.5 m ag arcsec 2 . The m ean surface brightness h .i is Jocated
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from 215 to 225 mag arcsec ° w ith no system atic trend visble against the m orphological
sequence. This fact m ay also be interpreted as indicating the universality ofdisks in general,
and reinforces the universality found by Freem an (1970) based on a handfulof spiralgalaxies
available in those days (see also de Jong 1996b).

It is Interesting to note that the m orphological type dependence, as we have seen w ith
bulges, aln ost disappears fordisks. D isks in both early—and latetype soiralgalaxies, inclid—
ing S0’s, are sin ilar w ith nearly constant surface brightness and scale length independent of
the disk galaxy m orphology.

44. Summ ary: bulge and disk properties vs. m orphological type

T he m ost conspicuous fact is that the bulge to disk or bulge to total lum inosity ratio
depends on m orphology of spiralgalaxies. Latertype soiralgalaxies arem ore disk dom inated
In agreem ent w ith widely accepted concept. W e have found that the properties of disks,
Including lum inosity, do vary little w ith m oxphology. This in plies that the property that
varies wih m orxphology is the bulge; In fact bulge lum inosity is the main variabl that
controls m orphology. A large and conspicuous bulge m eans the galaxy being an early type.
In contrast, the properties of disks are nearly universal and depend little on m orphology.

These system atic behaviors of bulge and/or disk param eters were found In previous
studies based on various sam ples of galaxies (eg., K odaira et al. 1986; de Jong 1996a; G ra—
ham 200lab;M ollenho & Heidt 2001; Trujillo et al. 2002; A guerriet al. 2004; Laurdkainen
et al. 2007; M endezAbreu et al. 2008). The size of these sam ples ranges several tens
to about two hundreds and som e are 1im ited to cluster m embers. Our study con m s the
behaviors that have been referred to in the literature based on a m uch larger hom ogeneous
m agnitude-lin ited sam ple In the eld. An accurate quantitative com parison needs transla—
tion as to di erent color bands as well as specic bias arising from di erent m ethods adopted
by di erent authors.

T he system atic behaviors found here and In som e previous studies m ay in ply that the
fom ation of disks takes place Independent of bulges. The infall of ntergalactic gas, for
exam ple, takes place irrespective of bulge properties. Som e selfrequlating m echanisn s are
suspected to be at work in disk that lin it the accum ulation of too m any stars per area of
the disk.

W e do not see any trend that later type disks have higher surface brightness. In par-
ticular surface brightness of SO disks di ers little from that of Sa disks, In contrast to the
clain that Sa disks have surface brightness m uch brighter than S0 disks (Sandage 1986), as
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expected In the m onolithic collapse scenario. Surface brightness of Sa and that of Sc are
also nearly identical on average. W e see no signatures that Sb-Sc disks are less lum inous
than that ofS0-8a, which m ight be resulted if disk stars are transported to bulgesby secular
form ation of bulges from disks in late type spiral system s K om endy 1993; K om endy &
K ennicutt 2004).

It is also interesting to note that surface brightness of SO galactic disks di er little from
that ofother spiralgalaxies. Them a prity 0fS0’s disks are unlkely to be a result of stripping
of spiral galaxies (Larson et al. 1980) or faded spoiral galaxies Bedregalet al. 2006): S0O’'s,
at least for their m a prity, are not a result from spiral galaxies that lost substantial disk
Ingredients.

45. Correlation between scale lengths

T he evidence hasbeen discussed that the disk scale length correlatesw ith the bulge scale
length and it is taken as evidence that suggests disk origin ofbulges by secular evolution of
disks (Courteau et al. 1996; M endezAbreu et al. 2008): galaxies w ith large size bulge m ay
necessarily have large size disks. In our sam plk we have not seen any particular correaltion
between the two scale lengths. T he correlation, if any, isweek.

The disk scale lengths are distributed dom inantly between 2 to 10 kpc, and the bulge
scale lengths betiveen 02 to 6 kpc. The ratio .5 =r.p is distrbbuted In the range of1 10
w ith very broad peakswhose center is around 0.3 (see Figure 7 for histogram s forr g =rop ) -
T hism ight be taken as the evidence of correlations between the two scale lengthsbut in fact
doesnotm ean the presence of a particular correlation between the two scales: it isa result of
a fact that the two scales are distrbuted independently In narrow ranges. W e do not either
observe close correlations between quantities characterizing bulges and disks, in plying that
disks form ed independently of the details of bulges.

4.6. Properties ofdisks and bulges as lum inosity varies

W e carried out the sam e analysis w ith the three lum inosity group sam ples. T he trends
we observed in this section for the total sam ple are still visble w ith the um inosity grouped
sam ples and the overall trends di er little from that we have seen for the totalsam pl. Three
panels in F igure 8 give the change against total um nosity of galaxies.

First we see Figure 8 @)) that the change of the bulge-to-total ux ratio against the
total um nosity. The change is only little, 20% , even for SO galaxies, where the bulge
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largely controls the total um nosity. The change is hardly discemble for later type soiral
galaxies. This result m eans that lum inosities of both bulges and disks change as total
Jum inosity changes in a sin ilarway (@nd in a lesser degree for disks), so that the ratios stay
nearly at constants.

Bulges of fainter galaxies are also fainter by the sam e am ount, but the reason is not
uniform (see Figure 8 (b)): In early type disk galaxies, SO and Sa, this change arises m ore
from the decrease ofthe size, ainter galaxieshaving am allerbulges, but in Jatertypesdinm er
bulgem agnitude is ascribed prin arily to din m er surface brightness ratherthan an allerbulge
sizes, which ram ain a constant independent of lum inosity.

Lum Inosities ofdisks change asthe total lum inosity changes in nearly the sam eway (less
in earlier system s). The change of disk lum inosity ism ostly caused by the decrease of the
size (e ective radius) while surface brightness at the e ective radius stays nearly unchanged:
the change of . islssthan 03 magarsec? fora 2 mag change of disk lum inosity (the
change of surface brightness takes place in the opposite direction). See Figure 8 (c).

5. Lum inosity density

N akam ura et al. (2003) estin ated that the lum nosity densities of early and spiraltype
galaxies galaxies to be

L,E+ S0)= 043 10°h,cL. Mpc’; ®)
L,S)= 096 10°h,0L. Mpc?: 6)

T hese values and allthe num bers upto and including eq. (10) should bem ultiplied by 1 29 for
the globalvalues to correct for the underdensity ofgalaxies in the northem equatorial stripes
w here the Jum nosity fiinction (@nd also present work) was derived from . A ssum ing that the
shape of the um nosity fiinctions change little w ithin rough classes ofm orphology according
to Nakam ura et al. (2003) and using their lum nosity densities up to the nom alisations, we
Infer that

L, (S0;bulge) = 018 10°h;0 L. Mpc?; @)
L, (S0;disk) = 010 10°h, L Mpc?; @)

whereE :S0+E/SO= 036 : 0.64 from Fukugia et al. (2007), and B/T of S0 is 0.64 from

Fig. [2, and the lum nosity fractions given In section 3 are assum ed to be independent of
Jum inosity and are used to com pute the bulge and disk contributions. T he Jum inosity density
ofelliptical galaxies isL, €) = 015 10°h,0 L. Mpc> .
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For spiral galaxies Nakam ura et al. give L, (S) = 070 10%h,0 L. Mpc?® forS0/a to
Sb galaxiesand 026 10°h,, L. M pc? frSbcto Sd galaxies. A ssum ing the bulge to total
Jum inosity ratios for Sd-8dm (W hich contribute by only 13% to the lum inosity density of
Sbc-S5dm ) being equal to that for Sc galaxies, weuse 019 orB/T ofSbc to Sd galaxies. W e
alsoassum e B /T ofS0/a to Sb galaxiesto be 0.43 asan approxin atem ean in them orphology
range. T hese values enabl us to infer the lum inosity densities for spiral galaxies in the sam e
way and we obtain

L, S+ SO;bulge) = 053 10°h, L. Mpc®; ©)
L,(S+ S0;disk) = 071 10°h;u L. Mpc’: 10)

T herefore contributions to the lum inosity density from disk, bulge and elliptical galaxies are
051:0380.11, respectively.

This resul m ay be com pared wih 054: 0.14: 032 from Tasca and W hie (2004). The
disagreem ent in the sopheroidal contrlbutions is ascribed to the fact that a signi cant am ount
0f S0 galaxies are counted aspure bulge systam s, ie., ellptical galaxies, in Tasca and W hite.
Intrinsically bright galaxies are very often regarded aspurebulge system sw ith nearly edge-on
disks greatly under+epresented in the application of G in 2D code. W hen spheroids include
elliptical galaxies and bulges, the relative contrlbutions to disk and spheroids 053047 in
our analysis agrees w ith the fraction given by Tasca and W hite.

If we use a resul of stellar population synthesis Bruzual & Charlot 2003) assum ing
tw o populations in the Universe | soheroids and disks | constrained w ith the m ean colors
0f SD SS galaxies (Nagam ne et al. 2006), we have the average stellar m ass to light ratios,
M =L.i= 32 for spheroids and 12 for disks, or correspondingly M =Lz i= 5% and 12,
resoectively, if the m ore fam iliar B band is adopted. U sing these m ass to light ratios and
Including the fraction of 1 29 correction and h;y = 1 we estin ate the stellarm ass density

spheroids;star = 0:00207; 11)
diskstar = 000081 : @2)

ie. the total stellar mass density . = 00029 and the ratio of two m ass densities

spheroidjstar— diskjstar = 2:0. The latter is som ewhat smaller than the ratio in Fukugita
et al. (1998), who gave 3, but substantially larger than 0.77 by Benson et al. (2002) and
0.75 by D rdver et al. (2007).
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6. Conclusions

W e have carried out bulge-disk decom position for a m odestly large sam ple of galaxies
derived from am opphologically classi ed sam ple ofthe Sloan D igitalSky Survey w ith the use
ofgroth curve tting. W e dem onstrated that grow th curve ttingm ethod works as expected
and studied properties of bulges and disks thus decom posed as functions of m orphology
and lum inosity. W e endorsed the wellkknown trend that the in portance of bulge decreases
system atically from early to late types, but we have shown that this isdom inantly due to the
variation ofbulges as the m orphological type changes. In contrast, we have shown that the
properties of disks are nearly universal, and depend only weakly on m orphology classes. W e
do not see any system atic trend of disks that changes w ith m orphology of disk galaxies. In
Foite of a good correlation between the bulge to total lum nosity ratio and the m orphological
type, the galaxy to galaxy scatter of the fom er is so large that one cannot replace the
conventionalm orphology type w ith the lum nosity ratio.

W hilk we have a num ber of di erent soenarios for disk and bulge form ation, de nitive
predictions that can be com pared with our analysis are not readily available. However a
num ber of predictions or likely resuls seem to be disfavoured. For exam ple, the m onolithic
scenario that bulge ormm ed from Infall of gas and disk form ed dissipational collapse of gas
left-over the niial collapse favours brighter disks for later type m oyohologies. T his is not
supported by our data. The m odel that SO form s as a resul of stripping of spiral disks or
Foiral galaxies of faded disks are not favoured either, since disk properties of spirals galaxies
are all sin ilar including S0’s. W e do not observe any conspicuous change in disk properties
between early and Jate type spiralgalaxies, w hich would be expected if late type spiralbulges
are a product of secular evolution from disks while earlier types are from m apr m ergers.
Furthem ore we do not see correlation between bulge and disk properties. T he universaldisks
that we have seen m ay be m ore consistent w ith the naive idea that disks are later additions
by accretion of ntergalacticm aterial 2lling onto bulges w here accretion took place lndepend
ofbulge properties but w ith som e selfregulating m echanian that lim its the colum n density
of stars in the disk at work for disks.

W e also noted that the properties ( ;1) ofbulges of spiral galaxies and bright elliptical
galaxies are di erent as obeying di erent relations, which In plies that bulges and bright
elliptical galaxies are unlkely to be on a single sequence.

W e thank M asayuki Tanaka for his help In the application of the rather old growth
curve tting code to the present SD SS sam ple, and Ivan Baldry for comm ents on the early
version of the draft. This work was supported in Japan by G rant-n-A id of the M Inistry of
Education. M F received support from the M onell Foundation at the Institute for A dvanced
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A ppendix A : Stellar population synthesis

T he bulge disk decom position enables us to infer color of galaxies w ith two population
of stars, disk stars and bulge stars. W e approxin ate them as delayed exponential m odel,
ie., star form ation benggiven by _ = A (= )exp( t= ) (Searketall973;Nagam ineet al.
2006). W e m ay adopt the param eters given by Nagam Ine et al. (2006) which gives global
galaxy colors as our ducial choice without a further adjustment: 4= 45Gyr ordisk and

p = 15Gyr forbulge. Using our bulge to disk ratio, we calculate g rand u g oolors
of galaxies w ith various m orphological types as shown In Figure 9. H ere we take the stellar
population synthesis of Bruzual and Charlot (2003). The gures also give the mean and
variance estin ated in the m orphologically classi ed galaxy sam pl (Fukugita et al. 2007),
show Ing reasonable agreem ent between the two.

T his is an exam pl of the signi cant use of the bulge disk decom position. Thess gures
m ean that one can construct a qualitative m odel of galaxies consistent w ith the observation
using the sin ple bulge disk decom position given In this paper. W ith thism odelwe can also
calculate stellarm ass to light ratio as

M =L,= 118+ 201B=T); 3)
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where B=T is the bulge fraction of lum inosity given in Tabl 1, and Chabrier's initialm ass
function (Chabrier 2003) is used to calculate the stellarm ass.
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Tablk 1. P roperties of galaxies for our sam ple
Hubble type SO S0/a-8a Sab-Sb SbcSc

T (ours) 1 2 3 4
nrs. of galaxies 183 158 184 212
B=T 064 0419 049 024 029 020 019 014
Tom (h7é kpc) 295 230 256 281 2716 256 302 282

s Mmagarcsec?) 2031 126 2062 153 2153 197 2245 191
Tep (h7é kpc) 720 456 551 338 525 298 671 345

ep Mmagarcsec?) 2256 144 2204 101 2167 0:71 2196 065
ogkes =rep ] 045 033 044 042 039 048 045 043
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Fig. 2.| Bulge to total lum inosity ratio B=T as a function of m orphological types of disk
galaxies. T he crosses, open circkes, and lked circles represent barred, non-barred, and total
sam ple, respectively. Barred/non-barred classi cation was uncertain for 38 galaxies, which
are not included in the plot.
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