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Abstract

There exists a gradual, but persistent, evolutionary eifethe galaxy pop-
ulation such that galaxy structure and morphology chandk kedshift. This
galaxy structure-redshift relationship is such that amaasingly large fraction
of all bright and massive galaxies at redshiftsc z < 3 are morphologi-
cally peculiar at wavelengths from rest-frame ultravidtetrest-frame optical.
There are however examples of morphologically selectediispand ellipticals
at all redshifts up taz 3. At lower redshift, the bright galaxy population
smoothly transforms into normal ellipticals and spiralhieTate of this trans-
formation strongly depends on redshift, with the swifteatletion occurring
betweenl < z < 2. This review characterizes the galaxy structure-redshift
relationship, discusses its various physical causes, ewdliese are revealing
the mechanisms responsible for galaxy formation.
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1. Introduction

The structures and morphologies of galaxies change with. tibetermin-
ing the history and cause of this galaxy structure-redsaiétionship, includ-
ing the origin of modern galaxy morphologies (i.e., ellialis, disks) is perhaps
the missing, and until now overlooked, link in understagdialaxy formation.
While we currently have a good understanding of global gafakmation and
evolution, such as the star formation and mass assembbni@.g., Madau
et al. 1996; Dickinson et al. 2003), we are only beginningridarstand:ow
galaxy formation occurs as opposed to simply when. Durieddkt few years
it has become clear with the advent of wide-field imaging sysvfrom the
ground, and from space using the Hubble Space Telescopealaxy struc-
ture evolves (e.g., Driver et al. 1995; Glazebrook et al.51%braham et al.
1996; Brichmann & Ellis 2000; Conselice et al. 2004b). Tligmeclear galaxy
structure (or morphology)-redshift relationship such tyaaxies in the more
distant universe are peculiar while those in the local usiz@re more regular
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or normal (van den Bergh et al. 2001). Determining the physics befied t
morphology-redshift relationship is critical for any wofiate understanding of
galaxies and the physical causes of galaxy structure aestatstion.

The morphology-redshift relationship can furthermoreeptglly be used
as a key test of galaxy formation models. Theories of galaxgnation can
be divided into two main ideas - the monolithic collapse otenial early in
the universe to form stars and galaxies within a very shorét{e.g., Larson
1975; Tinsley & Gunn 1976) and the hierarchical formatioerszio (e.qg.,
White & Rees 1978; Blumenthal et al. 1984; White & Frenk 199@|e et al.
2000). Observationally, we know that galaxies do not appe&mrm rapidly
in the early universe, but have an extended star formatistotyi that does not
decline significantly until the universe is about half itsremt age. Likewise,
about half of all stellar mass in the universe formed between 1 (8 Gyrs
ago) and today (Dickinson et al. 2003). The fact that stan&dion occurs over
time, and not quickly at very high redshift, largely rules capid collapses as
the primary method for forming all galaxies. High redshiftiaxies also tend
to be small with likely small stellar masses (Papovich e28D1; Ferguson et
al. 2004). Therefore a large fraction of all galaxies museHarmed gradually
throughout time. Understanding this process, that is whatusing mass to
build up in galaxies, requires studying their internal mEies.

There are several ways to measure the physical procesgeEmsése for
forming galaxies which can potentially explain the obsdm®rphology-redshift
relationship £3). One method, and by far the most common, is to study global
galaxy properties, such as the evolution of stellar massssadformation,
and to compare these with predictive models (e.g., Sontereilal. 2001).
Other methods, which are now just being explored, invoh@mg the inter-
nal features of high-z galaxies either through spectroscophigh resolution
imaging. While integral field spectroscopy for high-z gadaxs still in its in-
fancy, understanding the internal structural featuresigif lhedshift galaxies
in now in a golden age, utilizing new techniques (e.g., Clicset al. 2000a;
Peng et al. 2002) with high resolution Hubble Space Telesamaging (e.g.,
Giavalisco et al. 2004; Rix et al. 2004).

The idea that the structures of galaxies hold clues towandenstanding
their current and past formation histories is a new, and g@ststill contro-
versial, idea. There is however increasing amounts of eciglehat suggests
galaxy structure reveals fundamental past and presentpiep of galaxies
(see Conselice 2003 and references within g2)d Utilizing these tools, we

IThroughout this review, | refer to regular’ or 'normal’ gadies to denote systems that are on the present
day Hubble sequence; namely ellipticals and spirals. Recghlaxies and/or mergers are not normal
galaxies according to this criteria. This differs from theual meaning of normal which refers to galaxies
without the presence of an active galactic nuclei (AGN).
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can begin to determine the origin of the galaxy morpholcggshift relation-
ship. Understanding this relationship will in turn help wetetmine physical
formation mechanisms, and the history of galaxy assemhlsthErmore, it is
now possible to compare observations of the galaxy morglyeledshift rela-
tionship with theoretical models based on cosmologicaldart matter ideas,
connecting the universe as a whole to its constitute gadaxieargue in this
review that the galaxy morphology-redshift relationstgpaipillar for under-
standing galaxy formation. It may also hold clues for underding the rela-
tionship between the baryonic content of galaxies and tteek matter halos,
the evolution of galaxies and their black holes, and theicglahip between
cosmological parameters and the evolution of galaxy siractin summary, |
will address in detail the following issues:

(i) What is the galaxy structure-redshift relationship dwav does it evolve?
(i) What is the physical causes for the formation and ewofubf the galaxy
structure-redshift relationship?

(iif) What does the evolution of the galaxy-structure rafistelationship tell

us about galaxy formation?

I do not address some morphological evolution problemd) as¢he forma-
tion and evolution of bars, rings or other internal struejras these are dealt
with in other contributions (e.g., Jogee, Sheth). Throughowill assume a
cosmology with H = 70 km s  Mpc ! and relative densities of = 037
and , = 03.

2. The Physical Basis of Galaxy Structure

Before describing the galaxy morphology-redshift relagioip, and what it
implies for understanding galaxy formation, | will reviewrocurrent under-
standing of how galaxy structure correlates with physicapprties of galax-
ies. It has been known for decades that, broadly speakitaxygemorphology
correlates with galaxy properties such as luminositieessigas content, col-
ors, environment, masses, and mass to light ratios (e.def0& Haynes
1994). Generally, early-type galaxies (ellipticals) asegér, more massive,
contain older stellar populations, and are found in densegisathan spirals.
Later type galaxies, such as spirals, are bluer, containgeustellar popula-
tions, more gas, and are less massive overall than thei@ligt The detailed
correlation between these physical properties and Hutdolaucouleur clas-
sifications is however not strong. While in the mean propsrthange with
Hubble type, there is significant overlap in any given propacross the Hub-
ble sequence

2Room prohibits a detailed discussion of all the problem& Wiibble classifications. The fact that physical
properties only correlate in the mean for a given Hubble tigpenly one of many issues. For a detailed



Table 1. The co-moving densities of bright (M<  20) galaxies as a function of morpho-
logical type in units of log (Gp¢ )*

Redshift Ellipticals Spirals Peculiars
0.0 6.41 0.01 6.98 0.01 5.34 0.03
0.5 6.3 0.2 6.6 0.1 5.7 0.2
0.8 6.3 0.2 6.2 0.2 5.4 0.3
1.0 6.4 0.2 6.5 0.2 6.1 0.2
1.2 6.2 0.2 6.1 0.2 5.7 0.3
1.3 6.0 0.2 5.9 0.2 6.3 0.2
1.5 57 0.2 54 0.3
1.6 5.4 0.3 5.7 0.3
1.7 54 0.3 5.7 0.2 6.1 0.2
1.9 57 0.2 54 04 57 0.3
2.0 5.9 0.2 6.1 0.2 6.4 0.1

2Galaxies at = 0 are taken from the “Third Reference Catalogue of Bright @ek! (de Vaucouleurs et
al. 1991). The other galaxy densitieszat 0 are an average between the densities found for each type in
the Hubble Deep Fields North and South.

Some quantitative measurements of galaxy structure, auttiee hand, cor-
relate strongly with physical properties, including: therent star formation
rate, the stellar mass, galaxy radius, central black hoksp@nd merging prop-
erties. It is impossible to describe all but a few of thesealations here. The
first of these discovered is that the light concentration rofesolved stellar
population correlates with its luminosity, stellar massd acale (e.g., Caon,
Capaccioli & D’Onofrio 1993; Graham et al. 1996; Bershadyakt 2000;
Conselice 2003). This was first noticed by the failure of teeMducouleurs
r'=4 surface brightness profile to fit the surface brightnessiligions of el-
liptical galaxies brighter than or fainter thangM 20 (e.g., Schombert
1986). It was realized later that the shape of the surfaggtmess profile for
early types correlates strongly with its absolute blue ntade (Binggeli &
Cameron 1991; Caon et al. 1993). It was later shown that thergkSersic
profile, with its concentration parameter n, gives a muclebdit than the de
Vaucouluer’s profile for all early types (Graham et al. 1998)e central light
concentration, as measured through the Sersic n index, ongarametric
concentration indexd) (Bershady et al. 2000), also correlates with the mass
of central black holes (Graham et al. 2001).

While the concentration of a galaxy’s light profile correlatwith its stellar
mass, absolute magnitude, and size, in a sense revealingaghdormation

discussion of this see Appendix A from Conselice (2003)s #till useful to separate in the broadest sense,
ellipticals from spirals, as | do here, as these are fundéatigmifferent galaxy types.
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history of a galaxy, there are many indicators in the stmastwf galaxies for
ongoing galaxy formation. For example, recently it has b&®mwn that the
clumpiness of a galaxy’s light distribution correlateshwihe amount and the
location of star formation (e.g., Takamiya 1999; Conse®063). The clumpi-
ness is measured by quantifying the fraction of a galaxglstlin the rest-frame
B-band in high spatial frequency structures. The ratio ketwthe amount of
light in these high spatial frequency structures and thed tigtht gives a mea-
sure of the clumpiness, or star formation. This trend can draahstrated
by the strong correlation between the clumpiness inglgConselice 2003)
and H equivalent widths and colors of star forming galaxies. €hsralso a
strong relationship between the dynamical state of a galagythe presence of
a merger. Generally, merging galaxies are asymmetric ewluh-mergers are
not (Conselice et al. 2000a,b; Conselice 2003). This has §le@vn in numer-
ous ways, including empirical methods (Conselice 2003)thadorrelation of
internal HI dynamics and asymmetries of stellar distritngi (Conselice et al.
2000Db).

AR)

Figure 1. The relationship between the asymmetry inde) énd the clumpiness indes .
Highera ands values indicate galaxies that are more asymmetric and hhighar fraction

of clumpy light, respectively. For normal galaxies (blackiares, left panel) there is a strong
correlation betweea ands suchthath = (035 0:03) S+ (002 0:201). The galaxies
which deviate from this relationship are the ongoing majergers, shown in the left panel as
open circles. The right panel shows the deviation fromzthe s relationship in units of the
scatter of the asymmetry values of the normal galaxi@s@enerally, only the mergers deviate
from this relationship by more than 3 For a physical reasoning behind these correlations see
the text and Conselice (2003).

As shown in Conselice et al. (2000a) asymmetric light distibns can
also be caused by star formation. However, by decompositg 4ind kine-
matic structures in galaxies, it is possible to show thahpry asymmetries
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are not the result of star formation, which forms in clumpg.(eElmegreen
2002), but from large scale lopsidedness on the order ofitleeo the galaxy

itself (Andersen et al. 2001). Likewise, there is a strongetation between
the asymmetry parameter and the clumpiness parameter fimahetar form-

ing galaxies (Conselice 2003; Figure 1). Galaxies with lulgimpiness values
(s), which correlates with high amounts of star formation, enaerrespond-
ingly higher asymmetry values. However, this correlatiosats down for sys-
tems involved in major mergers, such as nearby ultralunsnofrared galax-
ies (Figure 1). The nature of this deviation is such that axgalindergoing

a merger has too high an asymmetry for its clumpiness, demading that

large asymmetries are produced in large scale featuresaind dumpy, star

formation like regions (Conselice 2003; Mobasher et al.42@0gure 1¥.

3. The Galaxy Morphology-Redshift Relationship
3.1 Summary

The summary figure for understanding the galaxy structedshift rela-
tionship is Figure 2. This relationship can be summarizetwpli as:Ar higher
redshifts (early times) the fraction of bright galaxies that are peculiar in struc-
ture and morphology increases gradually at the expense of both spirals and
ellipticals.

The final state of galaxy evolution surrounds us, and the mmodeiverse
is dominated by galaxies that can be classified on the Huldgeence. A
large fraction of all modern massive and bright galaxiesediteer ellipticals
or spirals; only roughly 1-2% of all bright galaxies withsM< 20 can be
classified as peculiars (e.g., Marzke et al. 1998) (see Tgbld@his changes
gradually with redshift upta 1 and then more rapidly betweark z < 2;
atz 1most galaxies have relaxed morphologies while at 2 most galaxies
are peculiar (Conselice et al. 2004b; Table 1).

3.2 Galaxy Structures at Low Redshift z < 1

At redshiftsz < 1 most of the bright (M < 20) and massive galaxies
(M > 10'°) are normal galaxies, that is ellipticals and spirals (&ahl Fig-
ure 2). This relative fraction remains largely similar ooitzt 1, with some
important exceptions. In general, the co-moving densitgligtical and disk

3The concentration index(), asymmetry indexx ), and clumpiness indexs( form the CAS morphology
system described in detail in Conselice (2003). With théseet parameters the major classes of nearby
galaxies can be distinguished. Although this idea is notigig described in this review, it is used in
papers described here, such as Conselice et al. (2004b) abdskler et al. (2004) to determine galaxy
types.
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Figure 2. The galaxy structure-redshift relationship. This figure shows the evolution in
relative fractions of different galaxy types as a functiémealshift for classifications in the .
(left panel) and Ho (right panel) band images of the HDF-N. The short verticéiidine on
each plots gives the average error for these fractions. drige\tertical line is the redshift limit
for detecting spirals and ellipticals withiM<  20. Types plotted are: disks (short dashed),
ellipticals (dotted), peculiars (solid) and galaxies vihare too faint for a classification (long
dashed).

galaxies remains constant, to within a factor of 2, outto 1 with a slight
decline (Figure 3; Brinchmann & Ellis 2000; Conselice etzdl04b).

There is a more pronounced change in other features of nayadakies
fromz 1toz 0. These properties include co-moving B-band luminos-
ity densities (., ), and stellar mass densities J. While the number density
evolution of Hubble types is the physical manifestationhaf galaxy structure-
redshift relationship, the evolution of other properties aeveal important
clues for how this relationship is put into place, and why iigimt be evolving.
The rest-frame B-band luminosity luminosity density etiol for galaxies of
known morphology is shown in Figure 3. There is a clear dechith cosmic
time in luminosity densities at < 1 for all galaxies, including ellipticals and
spirals. This peak in the B-band luminosity densityzat 1 is produced in
normal galaxies, and must be due to recent star formatiotheastellar mass
density for normal galaxies grows with time (Figure 3). Thellar mass den-
sity for ellipticals is half of its modern value a 1 in the Hubble Deep
Field North (HDF-N). There is perhaps an over density opélials atz 1
in the HDF-N, and cosmic variance is an issue. Although a taemsity of
early types would only enhance the evolution in stellar niasthese systems.
This effect is also seen in studies considering galaxieherred sequence’,
defined by the tight correlation between magnitude and doloearly types.
The stellar mass in red sequence galaxies increases byoa tddivo from
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z= 1toz = 0(Bell et al. 2004), exactly the increase found when consid-
ering morphologically selected early types. Because ofldlgee amount of
co-moving luminosity in normal galaxies at 1, star formation must be oc-
curring in early type galaxies during this time (see alsonfdtal et al. 2004).
Luminosity and stellar mass functions suggest that thisudem is occurring

in lower mass and lower luminosity systems (Conselice e2@D4b), while
the higher mass systems are perhaps largely formed by, or even earlier
(e.g., Glazebrook et al. 2004).

— —
r_ ----Spirals ] r
75 k. —E{Jipticals - 27
[N Peculiars { _ L
[ e r
ol =0
® F N 26.5 —
g = L
9 T :
z L 2 3
P 65 |- %o L
< e
& L
6 .
25.5 —
Redshift (z) ) Redshift (z)
9

= 8 7]

Lo |

o L .

=

L |

20 |

L7 -

QU L 4

=)

k) [ fe—All 1

[ o/ 2dF/2MASS 7

= Pec A

6 Ell -

| ----Disks 4

Ll ! L L3

0 1 2 3
Redshift (z)

Figure 3. The relative co-moving number (N), rest-frame B-band lussity ( -, ), and

stellar mass density () of galaxies as a function of redshift from deep NICMOS inmagof
the Hubble Deep Field North (Conselice et al. 2004b). Panhtedshiftsz < 0:5 are taken
from Brinchmann & Ellis (2000), Fukugita et al. (1998) ane ®dF/2MASS surveys (Cole et
al. 2001).
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33 Galaxy Structures at Medium Redshift 1 < z < 2

Morphological counts of galaxies from early Hubble SpadeSeaope imag-
ing found a large increase in the number of peculiar/irr@gghlaxies at fainter
magnitudes (e.g., Driver et al. 1995; Glazebrook et al. 19R%as however
unknown during these early Hubble observations what thehiéid, and there-
fore the characteristics, of these peculiar galaxies wvken redshifts for
these faint galaxies became available, it was argued thalbldypes appeared
in abundance by. 1, and evolve only slightly down to lower redshifts (van
den Bergh et al. 2001; Kajisawa & Yamada 2001).

Ultimately what is desired is a determination of Hubble typs a function
of redshift for galaxies of different luminosities and felmasses. This was
performed for bright galaxies in the Hubble Deep Field Natid South by
Conselice et al. (2004b). The results of this are shown inrei@ for galaxies
brighter than | = 27. As described #3.1 there is a rapid decline with increas-
ing redshift in the number of normal galaxies between 1andz 135, such
that the co-moving density increases by 8.80° Gpc * Gyr * for ellipticals
and 5.7 10° Gpc 3 Gyr ! for spirals during this 1.6 Gyr period, roughly a
factor of 10 increase in number densities. As discussediiie x3.5 this
change in morphology is not caused by so-called morphabgicorrections
in which galaxies appear different at different wavelesgth can however be
partially produced by selection effects, although a strdrap is also found
when considering galaxies at a fixed absolute magnitudel{&ig). Both spi-
rals and ellipticals with < 20 should be found in the Hubble Deep Fields
uptoz 2, and at even higher redshifts if passive evolution is carsid
(e.g., Conselice et al. 2004b).

The redshift ranga < z < 2 is obviously critical for understanding the
final onset and production of the Hubble sequence and thimarighe galaxy
structure-redshift relationship. It is also the epoch ity short 2.5 Gyrs!)
where the star formation rate, AGN activity and stellar messembly is at its
highest. Understanding how the galaxy structure-redséiiftionship evolves
during this epoch is critical for understanding the causslsiral galaxy for-
mation. It is therefore worth spending some time discussihgt is found
morphologically and structurally in the galaxy populatioetweenl < z < 2.

Figure 4 shows Advanced Camera for Surveys (ACS) image®difrightest
galaxies in the rest-frame optical found within the Charidesp Field South
Great Observatory Origins Survey (GOODS) imaging. Cledhlgre is a rich
morphological mix at this redshift, with many galaxies agmireg similar to
modern ellipticals and spirals, but with important struatulifferences that
make them fundamentally different from modern normal gakx Another
way to investigate this population is to study systems thaetspectral energy
distributions that likely place them at< z < 2, such as the extremely red
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objects, discussed it.1. The images of these galaxies reveal that some are
almost normal, with outer shell like features and what appe®e large star
forming complexes. Understanding the physical causestighese features
will help reveal the formation mechanisms of galaxies.

Figure 4.  The brightest galaxies in ACS GOODS images whose photooretishifts place
them atl < z < 2. These are ordered from brightest to faintest down to#1 21. The
upper number is the M of each galaxy and the lower number is its redshift. Therelisge
diversity of properties, from systems that appear very [cto those that look similar to
normal galaxies. Scale of these images ig8® on each side, corresponding td 7 kpc at these
redshifts.See Figured.gif for a high resolution version.
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34 Galaxy Structures at High Redshift z > 2

The structures and morphologies of galaxiez at 2 are just now being
studied in detail. Early work in this area suggested thadxdes selected by
the Lyman-break technique have compact structures witkr dight envelopes
(Giavalisco et al. 1996). These compact structures havdiplal radii a few
kpc in size, similar to the bulges of modern spirals or mo@eraminosity
spheroids. Many of these compact galaxies have steep ligfitgs and asym-
metrically distributed outer nebulosity. The depth of thaly imaging was
quickly superseded by the Hubble Deep Field North which stba rich di-
versity of galaxy structures (Figure 5; Ferguson, Dickm&Williams 2000).
The morphologies of these galaxies is still however a lgrgekexplored area
of parameter space.

[N [ "
! "
\ R :
b | . R ',n.

Figure 5. The morphologies of bright galaxies, mostlyzat 2, in the Hubble Deep Field
North showing the peculiar and non-compact structures edalgalaxies, many with several
bright central regions or knots.

One of the reasons the morphologieszof 2 galaxies have not been stud-
ied in detail is that describing their structures is not adfiproblem, as very
few galaxies at high redshift can be identified as objectswioald fit on the
Hubble Sequence (e.g., Giavalisco et al. 1996; Conseliak 8003a; Lotz et
al. 2003). One way to approach this problem is to use a puesgriptive ap-
proach described above, while another is to use quanéttgthniques to char-
acterize these structures. The has been done in Conseblite (@003a) and
Conselice et al. (2004b) for galaxiesat- 2. The CAS systems shows that
at the highest redshifts there is a real dichotomy in thexggt@pulation such
that the most luminous and most massive galaxies are censisith under-
going a major merger based on CAS indices, particularly syenanetry index
(Conselice et al. 2003a). What is found is that half of alybtj Mz < 21
or massive M > 10'* M galaxies are actively undergoing a major merger.
The fainter and lower mass galaxies have peak merger fracibz 25
that are only 20%, or lower. The relative fraction of mergideslines at lower



12

redshifts very quickly for these massive and luminous dataas power law

(1+2)® > (Conselice et al. 2003). A comparison to hierarchical asdem
models of galaxies is shown in Figure 6 using GALFORM simata (e.g.,
Benson et al. 2002). These models over-predict the numbmagfr mergers
occurring for the brightest galaxiesak 1, consistent with the fact that there
are too many bright K-band selected galaxiez at 1 15 than predicted in
Cold Dark Matter based models (Somerville et al. 2004; se@:4l.3).

3.5 Morphological K-corrections

A primary problem in understanding the galaxy structumshgft relation-
ship is constraining the effects of the morphological krection, whereby
galaxy structure changes as a function of wavelength. Tha prablem is
that most deep high resolution imaging is done in the optigadbing up to

= 1 m, allowing for a sampling of the rest-frame optical,4000 A, only
uptoz 15. Atredshifts higher than this we begin to sample rest-fraftra-
violet light from galaxies. For galaxies at 3, for example, the z-band filter
(F850L) (the reddest GOODS and ACS Hubble Ultra Deep Fieterfisam-
ples 2500 A, the near ultraviolet, where only young stars withsage100
Myrs are sampled.

L T e
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Figure 6. Left panel: major merger fractions to 3 at magnitude limits M = 21 and
19. Semi-analytical model predictions are also shown. Rigimer Stellar mass accretion
history from major mergers as a function of initial mass (Geeselice et al. 2003a).

This is potentially a problem because both qualitativehd quantitatively,
galaxies have very different structures in their rest-feaptical and UV light
(e.g., Bohlin et al. 1991; Kuchinski et al. 2001; Windhorstak 2002; Pa-
povich et al. 2003). The largest differences are found fdages that are
composed of old and young stellar components which are ratiadly mixed,
such as early type spirals or Hubble classifications Sa ar(@.§h Windhorst
et al. 2002). The one type of galaxy that looks nearly idahtat UV and
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optical wavelengths are starbursting galaxies, or gadaxieose structures are
dominated by star formation (e.g., Conselice et al. 2000madWbrst et al.
2002).

Similarly, when examining galaxies at different redshiftere are different
types of morphological k-corrections, depending on theshétdand galaxy
type. Atz < 15 morphological k-corrections are not an issue as we are able t
sample rest-frame optical light from galaxies. At highetgsifts the NICMOS
camera on HST allows us to determine the rest-frame optioattsres and
morphologies, although only limited field coverage exigtg)(, Dickinson et
al. 2000). The result of this imaging is that galaxies thaklaregular and
distorted in the rest-frame UV also appear distorted in #s-frame optical
(Teplitz et al. 1998; Thompson et al. 1999), with some pdssibd important
exceptions (e.g., Giavalisco 2002; Labbe et al. 2003; Qimeset al. 2004a,b).
While these are rare systems, they do exist, and examplesmhwlogically
selected ellipticals are found out to> 2. These normal galaxies will likely
become more common as we probe deeper in the infrared withrégplution
wide field imaging.

4. The Nature of the Peculiar High-z Galaxy Population
4.1 Extremely Red Objects

Extremely red objects (EROs), defined by an optical-inftacelor limit,
typically using the criteria (R-Ky» 5 6, or (I-KK) > 4 5 (e.g., Daddi
et al. 2000), were traditionally thought to be early type ostg galaxies at
z > 08. Extremely red galaxies are red because of a large 4000 Ak brea
produced by aged, or dusty, stellar populations. EROs aneaten found in
the near infrared with a (J-K) limit that locates objectseatghiftsz > 2. The
ERO population is therefore a good one for determining ttechimroperties of
evolved galaxies at high redshifts.

The morphologies of EROs are mixed, with a strong redshifteddence
(Figure 7). Systems at < 12 are typically early or late-type galaxies, while
those atz > 12 are more irregular or peculiar (Moustakas et al. 2004). The
spectra of EROs are also mixed, with about half showing safnsvolved
stellar populations, with the other half showing emissimed (Cimatti et al.
2002). Morphological studies of EROs demonstrate thatgel&maction, per-
haps the majority of the Kk 20 objects, are disks (Yan & Thompson 2003).
It thus appears likely that the ERO definition, far from firglionly specific
galaxy populations, is sampling all morphological typekisis a good sample
for studying galaxies evolving onto the Hubble sequenceeskubble types
are the most evolved galaxiesat 0 and are likely also the most evolved at
z 1. This has been done by e.g., Moustakas et al. (2003) whoestule
redshift distributions of EROs in the GOODS-South field asrecfion of mor-
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phology. Moustakas et al. found that the lower redshift ER@sdominated
by regular galaxies, while higher redshift samples at 15 are dominated by
galaxies that cannot be place on the Hubble sequence (Fiyjure
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Figure 7. The redshift distributions for extremely red galaxies fribra GOODS-South field
(Moustakas et al. 2004) showing how the morphological ithigtion for this popualtion shifts
to the 'other’ or peculiar types at higher redshifts.

Recently, there have been claims of a new population of rdakigs at
z > 2. These are similar to the lower redshift ERO population at they are
identified by a color cut that isolates galaxies based on #im&r break, but
uses the color defined by two infrared filters, normally thed & bands (e.g.,
(J-K) > 2:3). These systems are typically at> 2 and may be quite distinct
from the Lyman-break galaxy population (Franx et al. 2008 Dokkum et
al. 2004). The morphologies of these systems have not badiedtin detail,
partially because there are so few examples, yet brightidtisalected galax-
ies atz > 2 and with K< 20 often have irregular UV morphologies (Labbe et
al. 2003; Daddi et al. 2004) indicating star formation. Ehare however some
hints for spiral structures and more regular compact ndearegd morpholo-
gies in some of these systems (Labbe et al. 2003; Daddi eD@4)2 These
infrared EROs have large stellar masses and are generakystent, based on
clustering analyses and stellar population argumentd) thi¢ most evolved
systems at high redshift. These galaxies are thereforedsiedandidates for
being the progenitors of evolved galaxies found in densensgoday.
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4.2 Luminous Diffuse Objects and Chain Galaxies

In Conselice et al. (2004) a new galaxy type, found abungdrgtween
1 < z < 2, is described and characterized. These galaxies, whioh hav
local counterparts, were discovered based on their low tighcentrations and
high luminosities, and are called Luminous Diffuse Objgti®0s). These
objects are fairly common with surface densities 1.8 arcriand co-moving
number densities &  10° Gpc 3 within the GOODS South field (Conselice
et al. 2004). These objects were independently discoverédrbegreen et al.
(2004a) and are likely face on counterparts of the ‘chaiaxjat’ discussed in
Cowie et al. (1995) (ElImegreen et al. 2004b).

Elmegreen et al. (2004b) compared the colors of the starifigrinots in
their sample of LDOs with the knots found in chain galaxiesdifig a very
similar color distribution. This suggests that chain gaaxare the edge-on
versions of LDOs. Both chain galaxies and LDOs are known ttatge com-
plexes of star forming regions (Cowie et al. 1995; Consadicad. 2004a). For-
mation scenarios for these systems are discussed in Eleregtal. (2004b),
and are consistent with large amounts of star formation micguafter gas in
an initial disk fragments and produce several large clunipsnodels, these
clumps are predicted to form through energy dissipation lated merge to-
gether to form bulges (Immeli et al. 2004). The fact thate¢hmre no obvious
bulge components in LDOs is a clue that bulge formation mayagter disk
formation, not before, as is generally assumed in hieraatimodels.

LDOs are likely in a phase where a large fraction of theirlatainass is
being assembled. The star formation rate in LDOs is on aeetdd year *
before correcting for dust, and they have starburst sgesteagy distributions
(Figure 8). These systems account for up to 50% of all the fetanation
occurring between. < z < 2, where a large fraction of the stellar mass in
galaxies formed (Dickinson et al. 2003). The effective iraflthese galaxies
varies from 1.5 - 10 kpc, and for these and other reasons aoinacf them
are likely disks in formation (Conselice et al. 2004; Elnesgr et al. 2004b;
Figure 8).

4.3 Galaxy Mergers

A major, but still largely under-studied, aspect of galagynfiation is the
role of galaxy mergers. The merging of galaxies to form lagystems is the
cornerstone of the idea behind the modern galaxy formatiodaty dark mat-
ter, and cosmology (e.g., Cole et al. 2000). Constrainifggiocess observa-
tionally is just now being done. The first problem is ideritify, confidently,
which galaxies at high redshift are undergoing a major nrefgdefined as a
merger mass ratio 3:1 or lower). There are a few methods fdinfingalaxies
which are merging, or which soon will. The traditional medHor identifying
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Figure 8. Left panel: The distribution ofi  z) colors for LDOs (circles) as a function of
redshift with two Coleman, Wu and Weedman spectral energlyiliitions and a Kinney et al.
starburst model plotted (see Conselice et al. 2004a). Tdreseom bluest to reddest - starburst
(solid line), Scd (dashed), Sbc (long dashed). Right pakietolute magnitude-effective radius
relationship for LDOs. The solid line is the canonical Fre@ndisk relationshipat 0. The
dashed horizontal lines show the effective radii of diffeaneearby galaxy types.

mergers is to identify galaxies in kinematic pairs that dose < 20 kpc),

and at nearly the same radial velocity (with500 km s 1). Identifying pairs
at high redshift in this manner is difficult due to the inalilio determine ra-
dial velocities for complete samples, and it is thus largedplicable only at
redshiftsz < 1.

A promising method explored in Conselice (2003) is idemidy galaxy
mergers which are in progress, that is systems that haedglreerged and are
undergoing dynamical relaxation. One way to identify th@sdems is through
their chaotic kinematic structures revealed through atiefield spectroscopy
or velocity curves (e.g., Erb et al. 2004). Alternativelgdamore commonly,
is to use the stellar structures of galaxiesx2rthe methods and reasoning be-
hind using the asymmetry index to find mergers are explaiaed the results
of these techniques applied to high redshift galaxies aseribeed inx3.4.

Since the modern paradigm for forming galaxies implicitssames mas-
sive galaxies form by merging, it is important to test thisdd The agreement
between Cold Dark Matter based models and the data, showigimeF6, is
good at high redshift, but fails by a significant amount taoejpce the merger
fractions for bright galaxies at lower redshifts. This kely because massive
galaxies are forming earlier than low mass galaxies, whial or may not be
an effect of environment - massive galaxies are also moetyliio be found in
dense areas (Dressler 1980). We can examine this in mori¢tdedatermine
how the stellar masses of high redshift galaxies are builihupugh mergers
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and the star formation induced by this merging. The amourstedfar mass
added to a galaxy during an observed major merger, assuniraga ratio of
1.1, can be calculated from the star forming properties tzbges and the mass
accretion rate from merging (e.g., Papovich et al. 2001uf€id). Based on
the merger rates calculated in Conselice et al. (2003a)ieatyLyman-break
galaxy atz  3will undergo 5 major mergers, with accompanying star for-
mation, beforez 1 and is unlikely to have a major mergeratk 1. The
mass added by each of these mergers, plus the likely amouetwo$tars pro-
duced in star formation, is enough to create & (Cole et al. 2001) galaxy
by z = 1. This also suggest that the galaxy structure-redshiftioglship can
be described as a cooling of the galaxy population from aofapid mergers
that has been steadily declining since 3.

Minor mergers are harder to constrain, yet are likely a majethod for
adding material to normal galaxieszak 1 (e.g., Patton et al. 2002; Bundy et
al. 2004). This method, or secular evolution, are the mé&styipossibilities
for driving evolution in the galaxy population at< 1, when up to 50% of all
stellar mass formed.

4.4 High Redshift Luminous Infrared Galaxies

A significant galaxy population at high redshift is the lumis infrared
galaxies detected by redshifted mid-infrared emissiomfdust grains at ob-
served wavelengths 10 - 100n. The existence of these sources is suggested
by the large far-IR and sub-millimeter backgrounds (Pugeat.€1996). These
luminous infrared sources are very commorzat 2, over an order of mag-
nitude as common as their local counterparts (Chapman €0dl3a). With
the launch of theSpitzer Space Telescope the study of these galaxies is very
much in progress, although important features of thesexigalaare already
known. Luminous infrared galaxies in the nearby universefaund to be
heated by a mixture of AGN activity and star formation (Sasde Mirabel
1996), although the most luminous sources with L10'2 L are nearly all
starburst-induced major mergers. The relative contidmstiat high redshift is
also a mixture of these two types, although prelimin§mytzer observations
show that the spectral energy distributions of high redstifiinous infrared
galaxies are largely composed of star forming systems @fratyal. 2004).

The rest-frame UV (or observed optical) properties of sub-sources ob-
served with the Hubble Space Telescope reveal that theagigmiwould be
included in magnitude limited optical studies (such as tib#-Hand that their
structures are very peculiar in appearance (e.g., Chapt@nz2003b). There
are two pieces of evidence that suggests these morphdlggieuliar sub-
mm/radio selected luminous infrared galaxiezat 2 are undergoing major
galaxy mergers. The first is the very large line widths foumcCO mapping
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(Genzel et al. 2004). Galaxies with similar large velocitgtlis in the nearby
universe are undergoing major mergers (Conselice et alOl900The other
evidence is that the morphologies of sub-mm sources araabnpeculiar

(e.g., Chapman et al. 2003b) and are quantitatively camgistith undergoing
major mergers (Conselice et al. 2003b). The merger fradiosub-mm de-
tected galaxies is in fact higher than for the most massivadty-break galax-
ies (Conselice et al. 2003b). This suggests that the mostiveagalaxies at
high redshift, which are probably these sub-mm sourceszé@Tetal. 2004),
are forming by mergers.

S. Relationship to the Dark Universe

The structures of galaxies, and the evolution of struciyretentially relates
directly with the existence of dark matter, dark energy alaglholes. | only
briefly discuss this here as much of this is work for the futu@me example
is that galaxy mergers might not occur as commonly withoatdiinamical
friction produced by dark matter halos (e.g., Sellwood 320@etailed mod-
eling of this however has not yet been done. As discussedk lhlales are
directly traceable with the concentration of galaxy ligh2)( Dark energy is
also likely imprinting its effects, and is perhaps the fuméatal cause of the
morphology-redshift relationship.

The relationship between the velocity dispersion of splderand the mass
of their central black holes (Gebhardt et al. 2000; Ferea&eMerritt 2000) is
a fundamental property of spheroids. This relationshigctvis effectively be-
tween the scale of a spheroid system and its central blaek is@lso projected
in the concentration index-black hole mass relationships Telationship ap-
pears to hold to some degree upzto 12 based on the correlation between
galaxies with X-ray emission and the CAS concentrationxn@&rogin et al.
2003). X-ray sources up to 12 are found in galaxies with the highest light
concentrations, suggesting that the bulge/central blatk irelationship is in
place by these redshifts. Understanding this relationahligher redshift, as
well as how dark matter condenses and evolves with galamgtste, are top-
ics for future investigations with 20-30 meter ground basdescopes and the
James Webb Space Telescope.
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