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A bstract

A bulge-disk decom position ism ade for737 spiraland lenticulargalaxiesdrawn from
a SDSS galaxy sam ple for which m orphologicaltypes are estim ated. W e carry out the
bulge-disk decom position using the growth curve �tting m ethod. It is found that bulge
properties,e�ectiveradius,e�ectivesurfacebrightness,and alsoabsolutem agnitude,change
system atically with the m orphologicalsequence;from early to late types,the size becom es
som ewhatlarger,and surfacebrightnessand lum inosity fainter.In contrastdisksarenearly
universal, their properties rem aining sim ilar am ong disk galaxies irrespective ofdetailed
m orphologiesfrom S0toSc.W hilethesetendencieswereoften discussed in previousstudies,
the present study con�rm s them based on a large hom ogeneous m agnitude-lim ited �eld
galaxy sam plewith m orphologicaltypesestim ated.Thesystem aticchangeofbulge-to-total
lum inosity ratio,B =T,along the m orphologicalsequence is therefore not caused by disks
butm ostly by bulges. Itisalso shown thatellipticalgalaxiesand bulgesofspiralgalaxies
are unlikely to be in a single sequence. W e infer the stellar m ass density (in units ofthe
criticalm ass density) to be 
 =0.0021 forspheroids,i.e.,ellipticalgalaxies plusbulges of
spiralgalaxies,and 
=0.00081 fordisks.
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1. Introduction

Thegalaxyconsistsoftwodistinctcom ponents,disksandbulges,andhow theyform edis
an outstanding problem in thegalaxy form ation.Theclassicalidea isthatellipticalgalaxies
and bulges,which arealtogethercalled spheroids,form ed when infalling gasundergoesstar
form ation during the initialcollapse ofthe system , and disks form ed from dissipational
collapseoftherotating gasthatisleft-overaftertheinitialfree-fallcollapse(e.g.,Eggen et
al. 1962;Sandage 1986). Untilearly 1970’sitwaswidely taken thatbulgesand elliptical
galaxies belong to a single population and that ellipticalgalaxies are spheroids that lack
disks forsom e reasons. This was because the shape and photom etric properties ofbulges
and ellpiticalsarequitesim ilar.

However,lines ofkinem aticalevidence againstthe single population hypothesis accu-
m ulated since late1970’s.Illingworth (1977)indicated thatbrightellipticalgalaxiesrotate
slowerthanexpected from theirellipticitiesiftheirvelocitydispersion isisotropic.Korm endy
and Illingworth (1982)found thatbulgesofS0 and spiralgalaxiesrotatem orerapidly than
brightellipticalgalaxies,being consistentwith rotationally 
attened oblate spheroidswith
isotropic velocity dispersion. Daviesetal. (1983)showed thatfaintellipticalgalaxiesalso
rotaterapidly than brightellipticalgalaxiesand thatno signi�cantdi�erenceispresentbe-
tween thekinem aticpropertiesofthebulgesand ellipticalgalaxieswith com parablebright-
ness.Benderetal.(1988)discovered thatthedichotom y ofellipticalgalaxiesbetween slow
rotatorsand rapid rotatorsism oreclearly de�ned by theisophoteshapethan by lum inosity;
slow rotatorsalwayshaveboxyisophotesand often brighterthan rapid rotatorswhich always
havedisky isophotes.

Recently the m ore popularidea based on the hierarchicalclustering scenario saysthat
disk galaxiesform ed in thecentreofdark m atterhaloasinfallinggascollapsesand spheroids
areform ed via violentm ergers(Kau�m ann etal.1993;Baugh etal.1996).Thereisalso a
di�erentview thatbulgesform ed asa resultofsecularevolution from the disk (Korm endy
1993;Athanassoula 2003;Debattista et al. 2004;Korm endy & Kenicutt 2004;M artinez-
Valpuesta etal.2006;Fisher& Drory 2008;M endez-Abreu etal.2008).Lenticulargalaxies
in between ellipticaland spiralgalaxies have attracted m uch attention as to their origins
(e.g.,M oran etal. 2007). To study the problem s ofthe form ation ofspheroids and disks
we m ust collect the statistics as to the properties ofthe two com ponents and study their
regularities,in particularhow they vary acrossearly to late types,forasm any galaxiesas
possible. The galaxy sam ple extracted from Sloan DigitalSky Survey (York et al. 2000)
based on CCD im agesprovidesuswith a good data baseforthispurposeatlow redshift.

A num berofm ethodshavebeen used forthebulge-disk decom position.Traditionalone-
dim ensionalm ethodsuseasurfacebrightnesspro�lewhich isextracted from two-dim ensional
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surface brightness distribution by a variety ofm ethods (e.g.,Korm endy 1977;Kent 1985;
Sim ien & de Vaucouleurs 1986; Kodaira et al. 1987). Two-dim entionalm ethods (e.g.,
de Jong 1996a;M �ollenho� 2004)are m ore popularly used recently and a num ber ofsem i-
autom atic codes have been developed. They include GIM 2D (M arleau & Sim ard 1998;
Sim ardetal.2002),GALFIT (Pengetal.2002),BUDDA (deSouzaetal.2004),GASPHOT
(Pignatelliet al. 2006),and GASP2D (M �endez-Abreu et al. 2008). Som e ofthem were
developed to tackle speci�c problem s for a speci�c sam ple ofgalaxies while others were
intended to be used in m ore generalapplications. They di�er from each other in m any
respects such as the num ber of com ponents, �tting function for respective com ponents,
m inim ization algorithm ,and thedegreeofautom ation.

In thepro�ledecom position ofgalaxies,weshould keep in m ind acaveatthatwedonot
know how wella single �tting function representsthesurface brightnessdistribution ofthe
com ponentofrealgalaxies. Thorough investigation ofthe accuracy and the robustness of
thesem ethodsisyetto bem ade(e.g.,Pignatellietal.2006).Existence ofthism any codes
itselfdem onstratesthefactthatthem ostsuitablem ethod and codedodepend upon both the
problem to beaddressed and quality and/orquantity ofthedata to beanalysed.Generally
speaking,the two dim entionalm ethod,while itshould give m ore accurate decom position,
requiresaccurategalaxyim ageswith high signaltonoiseratios,and issensitivetothedetails
ofstructures.Itdoesnotalwayssuccesfully appliesto a largescalesam plewhererelatively
sm allsizeim agesareavailable.

In thispaperweinvestigatesystem aticbehavioursofrudim entary properties,i.e.,char-
acteristicscales,characteristicbrightnessesand aboslutem agnitudes,ofbulgeand disk com -
ponentsalong theHubblesequence by m eansofa one-dim esionalm ethod based noton the
surface brightness pro�le but on the growth curve ofgalaxies 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 usefuldata and provides us with the inform ation forgalaxy
science so farm issing thatshould beassociated with theSDSS data.

2. G alaxy sam ple

W e take a sam ple of1600 galaxieswith r<15.9 and m easured redshifttaken from the
equatorialstripe145:15� < � < 235:97�,j�j< 1:26� in thenorthern sky (229.7 sq.deg.),for
which m orphologicalclassi�cation wascarried outby visualinspections. Thisisan earlier
version ofthesam plein thecataloguegiven by Fukugita etal.(2007),which contains2253
galaxieswith r� 16 in thesam eregion (1866 aregiven redshift).
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Am ong the 1600 galaxies,1044 are classi�ed as S0 to Sc. From the 1044 we discard
239 galaxiestoo close to edge-on (b/a<0.3),14 galaxiesthathave brightstarsorgalaxies
overlapped with the galaxy im ages,15 galaxieswith a lack ofgrowth curve data forsom e
outer parts,3 galaxies with a lack ofcon�dent redshift. W e also dropt 20 galaxies that
are not suitable for accurate photom etry, either located close to the edge ofthe survey
area orcontain saturated pixels.Therem aining 753 galaxiesweresubjectto thebulge-disk
decom position and 737 yielded satisfactory results.Theanalysisin thispaperisthusbased
on 737 S0-Scgalaxies.Thesam pleweuseheredoesnotshow any particularbiascom pared
with ther< 16m orphologically-classi�ed sam pleofFukugitaetal.(2007)exceptthatthere
aresom em issing galaxiescloseto thefaintend in oursam ple.

W e use r-band im ages drawn from Data Release 3 ofSDSS (Abazajian et al. 2005),
which do not di�er from im ages in the later data releases for galaxies that concern us.
Galactic extinction were corrected according to Schlegelet al. (1998). The num ber of
galaxies foreach m orphologicaltype used in ouranalysis is presented in Table 1 together
with otherstatisticsthatwillbediscussed in thispaper.

W ereferthereadertotheotherpublicationsfordescriptionsoftheSDSS related toour
study:Gunn etal(2006)forthetelescope,Gunn etal.(1998)forthephotom etriccam era,
Fukugita et al. (1996) for the photom etric system ,Hogg et al. (2001) and Sm ith et al.
(2002)forexternalphotom etric calibrations,Pieretal.(2003)forastrom etriccalibrations,
and Strauss et al. (2002) for spectroscopic target selection for galaxies. W e also refer to
Abazajian etal. (2003;2004)and Adelm an-M cCarthy etal. (2006;2007;2008)forother
datareleasesfrom theSDSS,which discussthesuccessiveim provem entofthepipelinesused
to derivethebasiccatalogues.W euseh70 = H 0=(70 km s�1 M pc�1 )unlessm entioned.

3. G row th curve �tting and the bulge-disk decom position

Thegrowth curveisthe
ux integrated within acircularaperturein unitsofm agnitudes
asa function ofthe aperture. Ithastraditionally been used to estim ate totalm agnitudes
(e.g.,deVaucouleusetal.;RC2).Thegrowth curveshould in principlecontain theinform a-
tion on pro�lesofthe bulge and the disk. The m ethod used here isnotnew and the code
wasdeveloped and tested in Okam ura etal. (1999)using sim ulationsand a sam ple ofreal
galaxies available at that tim e. Severalessentialpoints relevant to the present study are
sum m arized below.

W eassum ethatgalaxiesarerepresented bytwocom ponents,bulgesand disks,and their
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surfacebrightnessI isdescribed with thedeVaucouleurslaw

log(I=Ie;B )= �3:33
�

(r=re;B )
1=4

� 1
�

(1)

forbulgesand theexponentialpro�le

log(I=Ie;D )= �0:729[(r=re;D )� 1] (2)

fordisks,whereforthetworespectivecom ponentsre;B and re;D arethee�ectiveradiiwithin
which halfthe total
ux ofeach com ponent is contained, and Ie;B and Ie;D are surface
brightnessatthesee�ectiveradii.

Departuresfrom the de Vaucouleurspro�le (1)are often argued,in particularforlate
typespiralbulges(van Houten 1961;Andredakisetal.1995;Courteau etal.1996;Trujillo
etal.2001;M �ollenho� 2004;Aguerrietal.2004,2005;M endez-Abreu etal.2008),thatthe
pro�le ofthe bulgesaresom ewhatsteeperthan the de Vaucouleuspro�le and an arbitrary
powerofr isintroduced in theexponentfora generalpro�le(S�ercic 1968).Fittingswith a
generalS�ercic pro�le,however,isnotstable unlessthe im age hashigh signal-to-noiseratio
oversu�ciently wide dynam ic range,causing thedegeneracy am ong param eters,especially
between the scale length and the power index (see,e.g.,Trujillo et al. 2001). Our study
isbased on the sam ple ofim agesofrelatively low (atleastin term sofconventionalbulge-
disk decom position)signal-to-noiseratiowith alim ited length scale,and itishard todiscern
S�ercic-typepowersin thebulgecom ponent.Hence,weavoid introducingan extraparam eter
forthe bulge pro�le thatcontrolsthe powerofr. Param etersderived from the �tting are
di�erentfordi�erent�ttingfunctionsused butthey representvirtually theidenticalphysical
propertyifthefunction isnottoofarfrom thereality(seeAppendixofKorm endy1977;Fig.1
ofGraham 2001a). The sytem atic behaviorofthe param etersalong the Hubble sequence,
which we focuson in thisstudy,dependsonly weakly on the speci�c choice ofa particular
�tting function.

W enotethata two-dim ensional�tting forthebulgewith theS�ercicpro�leshowsthat
2/3 ofgalaxieshave n = 4,i.e.,thedeVaucouleurspro�leasthebest�tsolution (Tasca &
W hite 2005),so thatthe errorforthe globalm ean arising from the assum ption enforcing
n = 4 isnottoo large.

Another issue ofconcern is the e�ect ofbars. Our growth curve m ethod is a one-
dim ensionalm ethod based on a seriesofcircularapertures.Accordingly,inform ation on the
ellipticalsurfacebrightnessdistribution ofa baris’degenerated’onto an equivalentcircular
surfacebrightnessdistribution ofa’hypothetical’bulge.Thism eansthatin caseofa barred
galaxy weregard thebarplusbulgeasa single entity,which wecallbulgehere.Thispoint
isdiscussed furtherin section 4.
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Forthe growth curve m ethod to work properly,itis essentialto include the e�ect of
�niteseeing,which wetaketo bedoubleGaussian thatistheSDSS defaultand param etrise
forourpurposeitsfullwidth halfm axim um ws asitsratio to thee�ectiveradiusofthedisk

� = log(re;D =ws): (3)

Theseeing param etersarecatalogued foreach galaxy in theSDSS data base.

Forourapplication wepreparetem pletsfor11 grid pointsforeach ofthethreeparam -
eters,B =T = 0� 1,� = log(re;B =re;D );�1:2 < � < 0:8 and 0 < � < 2:0.The rangesofthe
param etersarechosen so thattheresultsarewellcovered in theseranges.W ethen com pute

�
2 =

NX

i= 3

wi

h

m (logri)� m tot� �m

�

log
ri

rTe

� i2

+
1

4

h

logre � logrTe

i2

; (4)

where the tem pletwas swept over all1331 gridswith the param etersB =T,�,�,together
with two free param eters,m tot and re searched to give the best �t to the growth curve
data foreach tem plet. Here,m tot isthe totalm agnitude and re isthe halflightradiusof
the galaxy,while rTe is the halflight radiusofthe assum ed tem plet. The weight factoris
taken to be wi = logri. The last two term s are added to avoid a fake �t with a rather
unrealistic tem plet,to ensure thatthe best�tparam eterforthe e�ective radiusisclose to
theoneadopted asa tem plet.W eusethedata at13 aperturesfrom 1.03 to 263 arcsecwith
approxim ately ageom etricsequenceby afactorof1.5,m easured by thephotom etricpipeline
ofSDSS (PHOTO in short,seeStoughton etal.2002).W ehaverem oved thetwo innerm ost
growth curve data pointsfrom PHOTO,those at0.2200 and 0.6800,from the �tting,asthey
are substantially sm aller than m edian seeing,1.300,and strongly susceptible to seeing. ws

is known for each galaxy,so that re;D and re;B are obtained from � and � ofthe tem plet
thatgivesthebest�tto growth curves.W eapply theK correction to theim age,though all
galaxieshave sm allredshiftz < 0:1,taken from Fukugita etal. (1995)assum ing bulgesto
have ellipticalcolorand disksScd color. TheirK correctionsare consistentwith the m ean
ofthosecalculated using individualspectra (Blanton etal.2003),and anyway theredshifts
areso low thaterrorsarenegligible.

Extensive sim ulations show thatthis growth curve m ethod can be used to determ ine
bulgeand diskparam etersand bulge-todisklum inosity ratiosprovided thatthepointspread
function isaccurately known and signal-to-noiseratio ism odest,say S/N� 30 (Okam ura et
al. 1999). Itisshown thatthe accuracy ofthe derived param etersdepends upon inclina-
tion,bulge-to-disk ratio,surface brightness,available im agearea,and also otherfactors,in
addition to S/N.Itis,therefore,in generaldi�cultto quotea few num bersto representthe
robustnessofthem ethod.Anotherexam pleofsim ilarpresentation can beseen in Pignatelli
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etal(2006),where the robustnessisestim ated asa function ofthe threshold area,instead
ofS/N,ofgalaxy im ages. The present sam ple islim ited to galaxieswith r < 15:9,which
roughlycorrespondstoS/N> 200(seeFigure2ofOkam uraetal.1999),and doesnotinclude
highly inclined (b/a<0.3)galaxies. Accordingly,we can expecta reasonable robustnessfor
thepresentsam ple.Fitto each ofthesam plegalaxiesisvisually exam ined.

Fora veri�cation ofthe �t,we show the di�erence between the Petrosian m agnitude
m easured by the SDSS photom etric pipeline and the totalm agnitude obtained from the
present�tasa function ofB =T in Figure1 (a),and the e�ective radiusre with respectto
the Petrosian half
ux radiusrP 50 asa function ofB =T in Figure 1 (b),where the plotted
radiifrom the�tarecorrected for�niteseeingtocom parewith them easured Petrosian radii.
Notethatweexpectm P � m tot=0.221and 0.007fortheidealdeVaucouleusand exponential
pro�lesthatare located face on,which are indicated by horizontallinesin the �gure. For
inclined galaxies,these o�setsare slightly (� 5% )sm aller. The data form agnitude o�sets
in Figure1 (a)arelocated m ostly in between 0 and 0.2 m ag,with a trend foran increaseto
0.2 m ag towardsa largerB =T in agreem entwith ourexpectation.

For the e�ective radii, we expect rP 50=re = 0:713 for de Vaucouleus galaxies and
rP 50=re = 0:993 for exponentialgalaxies for the face-on case. Our data in Figure 1 (b)
thatarelocated m ostly between 1 and 1.3 with relatively largervaluesforbulgedom inated
galaxiesasexpected.Thereareasm allnum berofcaseswheredeviationsaresigni�cant.W e
haveexam ined im agesofthosecasesand found thatthey happen occasionally forlarge-size
late-typegalaxies,forwhich PHOTO givestoo sm allradiiwhich do notseem to becorrect.
This is probably due to errors in the m easurem ent by PHOTO which are caused by too
m arked contrasts with bright bulges. Those data points in Figure 1 (a),whose Petrosian
m agnitudes are som ewhat too dim ,also correspond to the deviants in (b) and the sam e
reason issuspected.Togetherwith the�gurefortotalm agnitudesourresultm eansthatthe
�tgivesa reasonable value forboth total
ux and e�ective radius,and ourassum ption for
galaxiesthatare represented by exponentialplusde Vaucouleurspro�lesworksreasonably
well.

W eadoptthem orphologicaltypeindex T = 0 forE,T = 1 forS0,T = 2 forSa,T = 3
forSb,T = 4forScand T = 5forSd,sincetheT index asdetailed asthatin theRC2isnot
warranted forboth ourcatalogue and purpose here.Galaxiesofclasseswith halfintegerT
aregrouped intotheneighbouringlaterclassexceptforT = 0:5(E/S0),which showsunclear
signofdisksandisdiscarded inourdecom positionanalysis.Them orphologicalindexgiven in
Fukugitaetal.(2007)isbased on visualinspectionsofgband im agesby severalindependent
classi�ersin reference to prototypespresented in Hubble AtlasofGalaxies(Sandage 1961).
The m ean index by the severalclassi�ers is given in the catalogue,which we take in the
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presentwork.

Ourprim e interestisto study the change ofpropertiesofbulge and disk againstm or-
phology,but our sam ple is large enough to attem pt to study the change ofproperties of
the bulge and the disk againstlum inosity. W e m ake three subsam ples �23 < M r < �22,
�22 < M r < �21 and �21 < M r < �20,dividing thesam ple into threelum inosity groups;
they stand fornearly lum inosity lim ited sam pleswith varying distancelim its.

4. R esults

4.1. B ulge to TotalLum inosity R atio

Figure 2 presents the bulge to totallum inosity ratios as a function ofm orphological
type index T. The m ean and dispersion are shown by error bars for each m orphological
type,where T runsfrom 1 forS0 (excluding E/S0)to 4 forSc (including Sbc).In orderto
assessthee�ectofbarsdiscussed in section 3,weexam ineallthegalaxyim agesand classi�ed
them into barred and non-barred.ExceptforT=1 (S0),whereonly threebarred galaxisare
present,no system atic di�erence isfound between barred and non-barred galaxies. Thisis
probably dueto thefactthattheellipticalstructureofbarsdisappearsin thegrowth curve
obtained in circularapertures asm entioned in section 3. Laurikainen etal. (2007)found
som edi�erencein B =T versusHubbletypebetween early-typebarred and non-barred spiral
galaxies.However,theirdata arebased on nearinfrared im agesand a directcom parison is
inappropriate.

One can see a good correlation showing thatan earliertype showsa largerB =T,0.64
forS0,decreasing forlate typesto 0.19 forSc. Thisagreesbroadly with the resultsgiven
by a num berofauthors,e.g.,Kent(1985),Sim ien and de Vaucouleurs (1986),Kodaira et
al.(1986),and others,although an accurate com parison needsa translation asto di�erent
color bands used by respective authors. The num bers for S0 and Sc,0.64 and 0.19,are,
forinstance,com pared with 0:75+ 0:1

�0:3
and 0:07+ 0:15

�0:05
ofKent(1985),who used Thuan-Gunn

r band that is close to ours. The dispersion for B =T in each class,approxim ately �0:2,
denoted by error bars,however,is larger 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 ofthe average am ong di�erent classes. This m eans that,while B =T
iswellcorrelated with m orphologicaltypes,we cannotreplace the m orphologicaltypesfor
individualgalaxies with B =T,although B =T provides a convenient m easure and is often
used to classify m orphologicaltypes (e.g.,Tasca & W hite 2005) especially in theoretical
m odelling (e.g.,Baugh etal.1996).Itistem pting to ask ifthissystem atic variation ofthe
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bulgeto totallum inosity ratio isascribed to theproperty ofthebulgeorthedisk,orboth.
Thisquestion isanswered in thesubsectionsthatfollow.

4.2. Properties ofB ulges

The two key param eters that characterise the bulge are the e�ective radius re;B and
�e;B which is surface brightness at re. It was shown that these param eters for elliptical
galaxiesobey som e�e� re relation (Korm endy 1977).W eshow in Figure3 �e;B and re;B for
thebulgecom ponentwith di�erentsym bolsm eaning di�erentm orphologicaltypes.Dotted
linesindicate bulge lum inositiesbeing constant,�M B = 16;18;20,and 22. The solid line
showsthe�e � re relation,orKorm endy’srelation,forearly-typegalaxiesderived from the
SDSS galaxy sam ple,h�ie = 2:04logre + 18:7 (Bernardiet al. 2003).2 The region where
m ost of9000 ‘early-type galaxies’ofSDSS sam ple3 is distributed is shown by the dashed
ellipse. The derived slope looks shallower than that for the originalKorm endy relation,
�e = 3:02logre+ 19:74(B band).TheslopeoftheKorm endy relation varieswith brightness
ofgalaxies,steeperforfaintergalaxies(Nigoche-Netroetal.2008).Thesam pleofKorm endy
(1977)spansoverM B � �20 to �22,while the SDSS sam ple extends from M R � �19 to
�24.

Itisclearthat(�e;re)ofbulgesaredistributed in a region m uch widerthan the‘SDSS
early-type galaxies’and as a whole they do not follow the relation for SDSS early-type
galaxies.W e note,however,that(�e;re)ofbulgesofS0 galaxiesclosely follow the relation
fortheSDSS early-typegalaxiesin theoverlapped region (dotted ellipse).Thisisreasonable
becausetheSDSS sam pleincludesS0 galaxies(Bernardietal.2003).

Bulges of later-type spiralgalaxies (�e;re) are distributed along lines that are sig-
ni�cantly steeper, nearly along the line ofconstant lum inosity, Ier2e=constant, or �e =
5logre+constant,with a signi�cantly scatterlargerthan S0 bulges. Itisknown thatthere

2 The original�e � re relation given in K orm endy (1977)wasbased on �e,the surface brightnessatre.

Som elaterstudies,however,useh�ie,them ean surfacebrightnesswithin re,which isby de�nition,brighter

than �e.W hen com apring theK orm endy relationsbased on thedi�erentde�nition ofthesurfacebrightness

param eter,carem ustbe taken ofthe o�set;forthe r1=4 pro�le,�e � h�ie = 1.39.The linedrawn in Fig.3

is�e = 2:04logre + 20:09.

3 Theselection ofearly-typegalaxiesby Bernardietal.(2003)isratherrudim entary to dealwith a large

sam ple.Itcontainsnotonly E and S0 galaxiesbutalso m any Sa galaxies,when com pared itwith visually

classi�ed sam ple.Thesam ple,however,iscertainly rich in E and S0 galaxies,and weexpectthatstatistical

quantitiesderived from the sam ple give a reasonable approxim ation. W e also note thatthe sam ple su�ers

from a signi�cantincom pletenessforearly-typegalaxiesfainterthan M r ’ � 21.
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isa dichotom y in ellipticalgalaxiesin term sofkinem aticalstructure: slow rotatorsversus
rapid rotators(e.g.,Korm endy and Illingworth 1982;Daviesetal.1983;Daviesand Illing-
worth 1983). Slow rotators have boxy isophotes while rapid rotators have disky isophote
(Benderetal.1988).Thisdichotom y isalsoclosely related with lum inosty;brightellipticals
areoften slow rotatorswhilefaintellipticalstend to berapid rotatorswith theboundary at
M B � �20:5 m ag. The �e � re relation ofrapid rotatorsisnotwellknown since even the
SDSS sam ple,by farthelargestsam pleofearly-typegalaxies,containsonly a sm allfraction
ofellipticalsfainterthan M B � �20:5 (M R � �22).W hetherornotthebulgesoflate-type
spiralgalaxies and rapidly rotating faint ellipticals follow a sim ilar �e � re relation is at
presentan open question.

Ifweconsiderthem ean (�e;re),weseeatrend (seeFigure4)fordi�erentm orphological
classes:bulgesforlatetypespiralshavesurfacebrightnessdim m erthan thatforearly types,
whereasthe e�ective scale length ofbulgesdi�erlittle. The bulge surface brightnessofSc
spiralsisdim m erby 2 m ag arcsec�2 than thatforS0 orSa.SurfacebrightnessofSa bulges,
however,isnearly thesam easthatforS0 bulges.Thebulgelum inosity forlate-typespirals
arealso lowerby 2 m ag than thatforS0’s.

Itisnoted in passing thatno system atic di�erence isfound between barred and non-
barred galaxies.W hen theplotism adeseparately,they aredistributed overthesam earea
in the(�e;re)plane.

4.3. Properties ofD isks

A sim ilar �gure for (�e;re) 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 Ier

2
e �

constantisstillvisible,butthe data are distributed in narrowerranges. The m ean surface
brightnessis�e;D = 22:06m agarcsec�2 with thedispersion 0.96m agarcsec�2 .Nosystem atic
di�erence isfound hereeitherbetween barred and non-barred galaxiesin theirdistribution
in the(�e;re)plane.

Figure6showsthem ean and dispersion of(�e;re)foreach m orphologicaltype,indicat-
ing thatthepropertiesofdiskschangelittleagainstm orphologies;atleastthechangeisnot
system atic along the m orphologicalsequence. The disk lum inosity also di�erslittle across
S0 to Sc. Forexam ple,propertiesofdisksforS0 and Sc galaxiesdi�ervery little:the dif-
ferenceam ong di�erentm orphology classesism uch sm allerthan thescatterfrom galaxy to
galaxy in oneclass.SurfacebrightnessofS0 m ay beslightly fainterthan thatoflaterspiral
galaxiesbutatm ostonly be0.5 m ag arcsec�2 .Them ean surfacebrightnessh�eiislocated



{ 11 {

from 21.5 to 22.5 m ag arcsec�2 with no system atic trend visible againstthe m orphological
sequence.Thisfactm ay alsobeinterpreted asindicating theuniversality ofdisksin general,
and reinforcestheuniversality found by Freem an (1970)based on ahandfulofspiralgalaxies
availablein thosedays(seealso deJong 1996b).

Itisinteresting to notethatthem orphologicaltype dependence,aswe have seen with
bulges,alm ostdisappearsfordisks.Disksin both early-and late-typespiralgalaxies,includ-
ing S0’s,aresim ilarwith nearly constantsurfacebrightnessand scalelength independentof
thedisk galaxy m orphology.

4.4. Sum m ary: bulge and disk properties vs. m orphologicaltype

The m ostconspicuousfactisthatthe bulge to disk orbulge to totallum inosity ratio
dependson m orphologyofspiralgalaxies.Later-typespiralgalaxiesarem orediskdom inated
in agreem ent with widely accepted concept. W e have found that the properties ofdisks,
including lum inosity,do vary little with m orphology. This im plies thatthe property that
varies with m orphology is the bulge; in fact bulge lum inosity is the m ain variable that
controlsm orphology.A largeand conspicuousbulgem eansthegalaxy being an early type.
In contrast,thepropertiesofdisksarenearly universaland depend littleon m orphology.

These system atic behaviors ofbulge and/or disk param eters were found in previous
studiesbased on varioussam plesofgalaxies(e.g.,Kodaira etal.1986;deJong 1996a;Gra-
ham 2001a,b;M �ollenho� & Heidt2001;Trujilloetal.2002;Aguerrietal.2004;Laurikainen
et al. 2007; M �endez-Abreu et al. 2008). The size ofthese sam ples ranges severaltens
to abouttwo hundreds and som e are lim ited to clusterm em bers. Ourstudy con�rm s the
behaviorsthathave been referred to in theliterature based on a m uch largerhom ogeneous
m agnitude-lim ited sam ple in the �eld. An accurate quantitative com parison needstransla-
tion asto di�erentcolorbandsaswellasspecicbiasarising from di�erentm ethodsadopted
by di�erentauthors.

Thesystem atic behaviorsfound hereand in som epreviousstudiesm ay im ply thatthe
form ation ofdisks takes place independent ofbulges. The infallofintergalactic gas,for
exam ple,takesplace irrespective ofbulge properties. Som e self-regulating m echanism sare
suspected to be atwork in disk thatlim itthe accum ulation oftoo m any starsperarea of
thedisk.

W e do notsee any trend thatlatertype diskshave highersurface brightness. In par-
ticularsurface brightness ofS0 disksdi�erslittle from thatofSa disks,in contrastto the
claim thatSa diskshavesurfacebrightnessm uch brighterthan S0 disks(Sandage1986),as
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expected in the m onolithic collapse scenario. Surface brightness ofSa and that ofSc are
also nearly identicalon average. W e see no signatures thatSb-Sc disks are less lum inous
than thatofS0-Sa,which m ightberesulted ifdisk starsaretransported tobulgesby secular
form ation ofbulges from disks in late type spiralsystem s (Korm endy 1993;Korm endy &
Kennicutt2004).

Itisalso interesting to notethatsurfacebrightnessofS0 galacticdisksdi�erlittlefrom
thatofotherspiralgalaxies.Them ajorityofS0’sdisksareunlikely tobearesultofstripping
ofspiralgalaxies(Larson etal. 1980)orfaded spiralgalaxies(Bedregaletal. 2006):S0’s,
at least for their m ajority,are not a result from spiralgalaxies that lost substantialdisk
ingredients.

4.5. C orrelation betw een scale lengths

Theevidencehasbeen discussed thatthediskscalelength correlateswith thebulgescale
length and itistaken asevidence thatsuggestsdisk origin ofbulgesby secularevolution of
disks(Courteau etal.1996;M �endez-Abreu etal.2008):galaxieswith largesizebulgem ay
necessarily have largesize disks.In oursam ple we have notseen any particularcorrealtion
between thetwo scalelengths.Thecorrelation,ifany,isweek.

The disk scale lengthsare distributed dom inantly between 2 to 10 kpc,and the bulge
scalelengthsbetween 0.2 to 6 kpc.Theratio re;B =re;D isdistributed in therangeof1� 10
with very broad peakswhosecenterisaround 0.3(seeFigure7 forhistogram sforre;B =re;D ).
Thism ightbetaken astheevidenceofcorrelationsbetween thetwo scalelengthsbutin fact
doesnotm ean thepresenceofaparticularcorrelation between thetwoscales:itisaresultof
a factthatthetwo scalesaredistributed independently in narrow ranges.W edo noteither
observeclosecorrelationsbetween quantitiescharacterizing bulgesand disks,im plying that
disksform ed independently ofthedetailsofbulges.

4.6. Properties ofdisks and bulges as lum inosity varies

W ecarried outthesam eanalysiswith thethreelum inosity group sam ples.Thetrends
weobserved in thissection forthetotalsam plearestillvisiblewith thelum inosity grouped
sam plesand theoveralltrendsdi�erlittlefrom thatwehaveseen forthetotalsam ple.Three
panelsin Figure8 givethechangeagainsttotallum inosity ofgalaxies.

Firstwe see (Figure 8 (a))thatthe change ofthe bulge-to-total
ux ratio againstthe
totallum inosity. The change is only little,� 20% ,even for S0 galaxies,where the bulge
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largely controlsthe totallum inosity. The change ishardly discernible forlatertype spiral
galaxies. This result m eans that lum inosities of both bulges and disks change as total
lum inosity changesin a sim ilarway (and in a lesserdegreefordisks),so thattheratiosstay
nearly atconstants.

Bulges offainter 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,S0 and Sa,thischange arisesm ore
from thedecreaseofthesize,faintergalaxieshavingsm allerbulges,butin latertypesdim m er
bulgem agnitudeisascribed prim arilytodim m ersurfacebrightnessratherthan sm allerbulge
sizes,which rem ain a constantindependentoflum inosity.

Lum inositiesofdiskschangeasthetotallum inosity changesin nearlythesam eway (less
in earliersystem s). The change ofdisk lum inosity ism ostly caused by the decrease ofthe
size(e�ectiveradius)whilesurfacebrightnessatthee�ectiveradiusstaysnearly unchanged:
thechange of�e islessthan �0.3 m ag arcsec�2 fora 2 m ag change ofdisk lum inosity (the
changeofsurfacebrightnesstakesplacein theoppositedirection).SeeFigure8 (c).

5. Lum inosity density

Nakam ura etal.(2003)estim ated thatthelum inosity densitiesofearly and spiral-type
galaxiesgalaxiesto be

Lr(E + S0)= 0:43� 108h70L� M pc�3 ; (5)

Lr(S)= 0:96� 108h70L� M pc�3 : (6)

Thesevaluesand allthenum bersuptoand includingeq.(10)should bem ultiplied by1.29for
theglobalvaluestocorrectfortheunderdensity ofgalaxiesin thenorthern equatorialstripes
wherethelum inosity function (and also presentwork)wasderived from .Assum ing thatthe
shapeofthelum inosity functionschangelittlewithin rough classesofm orphology according
to Nakam ura etal.(2003)and using theirlum inosity densitiesup to thenorm alisations,we
inferthat

Lr(S0;bulge)= 0:18� 108h70 L� M pc�3 ; (7)

Lr(S0;disk)= 0:10� 108h70 L� M pc�3 ; (8)

where E :S0+E/S0 = 0.36 :0.64 from Fukugita etal.(2007),and B/T ofS0 is0.64 from
Fig. 2,and the lum inosity fractions given in section 3 are assum ed to be independent of
lum inosityand areused tocom putethebulgeand diskcontributions.Thelum inositydensity
ofellipticalgalaxiesisLr(E)= 0:15� 108h70 L� M pc�3 .
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ForspiralgalaxiesNakam ura etal. give Lr(S)= 0:70� 108h70 L� M pc�3 forS0/a to
Sb galaxiesand 0:26� 108h70 L� M pc�3 forSbcto Sd galaxies.Assum ing thebulgetototal
lum inosity ratios for Sd-Sdm (which contribute by only 13% to the lum inosity density of
Sbc-Sdm )being equalto thatforScgalaxies,weuse0.19 forB/T ofSbcto Sd galaxies.W e
alsoassum eB/T ofS0/atoSb galaxiestobe0.43asan approxim atem ean in them orphology
range.Thesevaluesenableustoinferthelum inosity densitiesforspiralgalaxiesin thesam e
way and weobtain

Lr(S+ S0;bulge)= 0:53� 108h70 L� M pc�3 ; (9)

Lr(S+ S0;disk)= 0:71� 108h70 L� M pc�3 : (10)

Thereforecontributionsto thelum inosity density from disk,bulgeand ellipticalgalaxiesare
0.51:0.38:0.11,respectively.

Thisresultm ay becom pared with 0.54:0.14:0.32 from Tasca and W hite(2004).The
disagreem entin thespheroidalcontributionsisascribed tothefactthatasigni�cantam ount
ofS0galaxiesarecounted aspurebulgesystem s,i.e.,ellipticalgalaxies,in Tasca and W hite.
Intrinsicallybrightgalaxiesareveryoftenregardedaspurebulgesystem swithnearlyedge-on
disksgreatly under-represented in theapplication ofGim 2D code.W hen spheroidsinclude
ellipticalgalaxies and bulges,the relative contributions to disk and spheroids 0.53:0.47 in
ouranalysisagreeswith thefraction given by Tasca and W hite.

Ifwe use a result ofstellar population synthesis (Bruzual& Charlot 2003) assum ing
two populationsin theUniverse| spheroidsand disks| constrained with them ean colors
ofSDSS galaxies(Nagam ine etal. 2006),we have the average stellarm assto lightratios,
hM �=Lri= 3:2 forspheroidsand 1:2 fordisks,orcorrespondingly hM �=LB i= 5:6 and 1:2,
respectively,ifthe m ore fam iliarB band isadopted. Using these m assto lightratiosand
including thefraction of1.29 correction and h70 = 1 weestim atethestellarm assdensity


spheroids;star = 0:00207; (11)


disk;star = 0:00081: (12)

i.e., the total stellar m ass density 
star = 0:0029 and the ratio of two m ass densities

spheroid;star=
disk;star = 2:6. The latter is som ewhat sm aller than the ratio in Fukugita
etal. (1998),who gave 3,butsubstantially largerthan 0.77 by Benson etal. (2002)and
0.75 by Driveretal.(2007).
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6. C onclusions

W e have carried outbulge-disk decom position fora m odestly large sam ple ofgalaxies
derived from am orphologicallyclassi�ed sam pleoftheSloan DigitalSky Survey with theuse
ofgroth curve�tting.W edem onstrated thatgrowth curve�ttingm ethod worksasexpected
and studied properties ofbulges and disks thus decom posed as functions ofm orphology
and lum inosity. W e endorsed the well-known trend thatthe im portance ofbulge decreases
system atically from early tolatetypes,butwehaveshown thatthisisdom inantly duetothe
variation ofbulgesasthem orphologicaltypechanges.In contrast,wehaveshown thatthe
propertiesofdisksarenearly universal,and depend only weakly on m orphology classes.W e
do notsee any system atic trend ofdisksthatchangeswith m orphology ofdisk galaxies.In
spiteofagood correlation between thebulgetototallum inosity ratioand them orphological
type,the galaxy to galaxy scatter ofthe form er is so large that one cannot replace the
conventionalm orphology typewith thelum inosity ratio.

W hile we have a num berofdi�erentscenariosfordisk and bulge form ation,de�nitive
predictions that can be com pared with our analysis are not readily available. However a
num berofpredictionsorlikely resultsseem to bedisfavoured.Forexam ple,them onolithic
scenario thatbulge form ed from infallofgasand disk form ed dissipationalcollapse ofgas
left-overthe initialcollapse favoursbrighterdisksforlatertype m orphologies. Thisisnot
supported by ourdata. The m odelthatS0 form sasa resultofstripping ofspiraldisksor
spiralgalaxiesoffaded disksarenotfavoured either,sincedisk propertiesofspiralsgalaxies
areallsim ilarincluding S0’s.W edo notobserve any conspicuouschangein disk properties
between earlyand latetypespiralgalaxies,which would beexpected iflatetypespiralbulges
are a product ofsecular evolution from disks while earlier types are from m ajor m ergers.
Furtherm orewedonotseecorrelationbetween bulgeanddiskproperties.Theuniversaldisks
thatwehaveseen m ay bem oreconsistentwith thenaiveidea thatdisksarelateradditions
by accretion ofintergalacticm aterialfallingontobulgeswhereaccretion tookplaceindepend
ofbulgepropertiesbutwith som eself-regulating m echanism thatlim itsthecolum n density
ofstarsin thedisk atwork fordisks.

W ealsonoted thattheproperties(�e;re)ofbulgesofspiralgalaxiesand brightelliptical
galaxies are di�erent as obeying di�erent relations,which im plies that bulges and bright
ellipticalgalaxiesareunlikely to beon a singlesequence.

W e thank M asayukiTanaka for his help in the application ofthe rather old growth
curve �tting code to the presentSDSS sam ple,and Ivan Baldry forcom m entson theearly
version ofthe draft.Thiswork wassupported in Japan by Grant-in-Aid ofthe M inistry of
Education.M F received supportfrom theM onellFoundation attheInstituteforAdvanced
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A ppendix A :Stellar population synthesis

Thebulgedisk decom position enablesusto infercolorofgalaxieswith two population
ofstars,disk stars and bulge stars. W e approxim ate them as delayed exponentialm odel,
i.e.,starform ation being given by _�� = A(t=�)exp(�t=�)(Searleetal1973;Nagam ineetal.
2006). W e m ay adoptthe param etersgiven by Nagam ine etal. (2006)which givesglobal
galaxy colorsasour�ducialchoicewithouta furtheradjustm ent:�d = 4:5Gyrfordisk and
�b = 1:5Gyrforbulge. Using ourbulge to disk ratio,we calculate g� r and u � g colors
ofgalaxieswith variousm orphologicaltypesasshown in Figure9.Herewetakethestellar
population synthesis ofBruzualand Charlot (2003). The �gures also give the m ean and
variance estim ated in the m orphologically classi�ed galaxy sam ple (Fukugita etal. 2007),
showing reasonableagreem entbetween thetwo.

Thisisan exam pleofthesigni�cantuseofthebulgedisk decom position.These�gures
m ean thatonecan constructa qualitativem odelofgalaxiesconsistentwith theobservation
using thesim plebulgedisk decom position given in thispaper.W ith thism odelwecan also
calculatestellarm assto lightratio as

M �=Lr = 1:18+ 2:01(B =T); (13)

http://www.sdss.org/
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where B =T isthebulgefraction oflum inosity given in Table 1,and Chabrier’sinitialm ass
function (Chabrier2003)isused to calculatethestellarm ass.
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Table1. Propertiesofgalaxiesforoursam ple

Hubbletype S0 S0/a-Sa Sab-Sb Sbc-Sc

T(ours) 1 2 3 4
nrs.ofgalaxies 183 158 184 212
B =T 0:64� 0:19 0:49� 0:24 0:29� 0:20 0:19� 0:14
re;B (h�170 kpc) 2:95� 2:30 2:56� 2:81 2:76� 2:56 3:02� 2:82
�e;B (m ag arcsec�2 ) 20:31� 1:26 20:62� 1:53 21:53� 1:97 22:15� 1:91
re;D (h�170 kpc) 7:20� 4:56 5:51� 3:38 5:25� 2:98 6:71� 3:15
�e;D (m ag arcsec�2 ) 22:56� 1:14 22:04� 1:01 21:67� 0:71 21:96� 0:65
log[re;B =re;D ] �0:45� 0:33 �0:44� 0:42 �0:39� 0:48 �0:45� 0:43
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Fig.1.| (a)O�setsbetween m totobtained from our�ttingand m P thePetrosian m agnitude
estim ated from the photom etric pipeline ofthe SDSS,and (b)o�setsbetween the e�ective
radiusre from our�tand theSDSS outputof50% Petrosian radiusrP 50,both asa function
ofthebulgetototallum inosity ratio.Thedashed linesareo�setsexpected forgalaxieswith
thepuredeVaucouleursand exponentialpro�leslocated face-on.
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Fig. 2.| Bulge to totallum inosity ratio B =T asa function ofm orphologicaltypesofdisk
galaxies.Thecrosses,open circles,and �lled circlesrepresentbarred,non-barred,and total
sam ple,respectively. Barred/non-barred classi�cation wasuncertain for38 galaxies,which
arenotincluded in theplot.
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Fig.3.| Relationbetween thee�ectiveradiusre;B andsurfacebrightness�e;B atthee�ective
radiusforbulges.Di�erentsym bolsdenotedi�erentm orphologiesofgalaxies.Thesolid line
isthe�e;B � re;B relation forearly-typegalaxiesfrom theSDSS (Bernardietal.2003),and
the broken ellipse show the area where m ost ofthe nearly 9000 SDSS early-type galaxies
aredistributed.Thedotted linesaretherelationsthatgiveriseto �xed bulgelum inosities,
M r;B = �16;:::� 22 m ag.
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Fig. 4.| Variation ofthe relation between the e�ective radiusre;B and surface brightness
�e;B atthee�ectiveradiusforbulges,asm orphologieschanges.Theplotshowsthem ean and
the dispersion ofdata shown in Figure 3. Di�erentsym bolsdenote di�erentm orphologies
ofgalaxies, and dotted lines are the relations that give rise to �xed bulge lum inosities,
M r;B = �16;:::� 22 m ag.
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Fig.5.| Sam easFigure3,butfordisks,i.e.,thee�ectiveradiusre;D vs.surfacebrightness
�e;D atthe e�ective radius. The dotted lines are the relations thatgive rise to �xed disk
lum inosities,M r;D = �16;:::� 22 m ag.



{ 27 {

Fig.6.| Sam easFigure4,butfordisks,i.e.,thee�ectiveradiusre;D vs.surfacebrightness
�e;D atthe e�ective radius. The dotted lines are the relations thatgive rise to �xed disk
lum inosities,M r;D = �16;:::� 22 m ag.
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Fig.7.| Distribution oftheratio ofscalelengthsofbulgesand disksforthefourclassesof
m orphologies.Thereareno data pointsbeyond thescaledisplayed.
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Fig. 8.| (a)Bulge to totallum inosity ratiosforthe fourm orphology types forthe three
lum inosity groups.Theerrorbarsshow dispersions,asforFigure2.(b)thee�ectiveradius
re;B vs. surface brightness�e;B forbulgesforthe three lum inosity groups(denoted by the
size ofsym bols). The large size sym bolsstand forgalaxieswith �23 < M < �22,m iddle
size sym bolsfor�22 < M < �21 and sm allsizesym bolsfor�21 < M < �20.The dotted
linesaretherelationsthatgiverise to �xed bulgelum inosities,M r;B = �16;�18;�20;�22
m ag from leftto right.(c)thesam eas(b)butfordisks.
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Fig.9.| g� rcolor(left)and u� g color(right)ofgalaxiesin variousm orphologicaltypes.
The curves are prediction based on the bulge disk decom position given in thispaperwith
theaid ofthestellarpopulation synthesiswith a delayed exponentialstarform ation m odel.
The data with errorbars(variance)arestatisticsfrom m orphologically classi�ed sam ple of
SDSS galaxies.
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