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A B ST R A C T

Based on drizzled F606W and F814W im ages,wepresentquantitativestructural

param eters in the V{band rest-fram e for allgalaxies with z< 1 and I814(AB)< 24.5

m ag in the Hubble Deep Fields North and South. O ur structuralparam eters are

based on a two{com ponent surface brightness distribution using a S�ersic bulge and

an exponentialdisc.Detailed sim ulations and com parisons with previous work are

presented.The lum inosity{size distribution ofearly{type galaxiesis consistent with

thehypothesisthattheirstructuralpropertieswerealready in placeby z � 1 and have
evolved passively since then;early{type galaxieswere � 1.35(� 0.1)m ag brighterin
rest{fram e V{band lum inosity at z� 0.7 than now.Com pared to present day late{

type galaxies,those atz� 0.7 with LV > 0.2� 10
10 h� 2 L� show a m oderate decrease

(� 30(� 10)% ) in size (or interpreted di�erently,a decrease of� 0.77(� 0.30) m ag in

the centralsurface brightness)ata given lum inosity.Finally,we m ake a com parison

ofourresultswith the infalland hierarchicalm odels.

K ey w ords: galaxies:distancesand redshift-galaxies:evolution -galaxies:photom -

etry -galaxies:fundam entalparam eters

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

TheHubbleD eep Field (HD F)North (W illiam setal.1996)

and South (Casertano et al.2000) are am ong the deepest

viewsoftheuniverseeverobtained.Theseobservationswere

specially m ade to facilitate the study ofgalaxy evolution.

The high resolution ofthe publically available drizzled im -

ages (0.04
00
/pix,i.e.� 0.22 h

� 1
kpc at z� 1

1
)convertthem

intoan ideallaboratory form orphologicalevolutionary stud-

ies.

M orphology playsa fundam entalrole in understanding

galaxy evolution aseach galaxy typecould evolvedi�erently

with z.Tofacilitatethecom parison with thetheoreticalpre-

dictions,galaxy evolution studiesm ustberooted in a quan-

titative basis.In addition,quantitative m orphology enables

oneto study any possible evolution ofthegalaxy structural

param eters such as lum inosity,size,etc.,and their associ-

ated scaling relations with regards to the values m easured

in nearby sam ples.

? E-m ail:trujillo@ m pia-hd.m pg.de (IT);jalfonso@ iac.es(JA LA )
1 W e adopta �{cosm ology throughoutthe paperwith 
 M = 0.3,


 � = 0.7 and H 0= 100h km s� 1 M pc� 1.

In the hierarchicalgalaxy form ation fram ework,both

disc and ellipticalgalaxy properties are expected to evolve

at high{z.In this paradigm ,it is generally assum ed that

m uch ofa galaxy’s star form ation takes place in a galac-

tic disc which form ed by gas infallinto dark m atter halos

(W hite & Frenk 1991;K au�m ann etal.1999;Som erville &

Prim ack 1999).According to M o,M au & W hite (1998)the

size of the disc galaxies, at a �xed halo circular velocity,

m ustdecreasewith redshiftasR / H
� 1
(z)whereH(z)isthe

Hubble param eter at redshift z.O n the other hand,E/S0

galaxiesareexpected to form via repeated m erging (Toom re

& Toom re 1972).The form ation epoch oftheE/S0 galaxies

is sensitive to the assum ed values ofcosm ologicalparam e-

ters,occurring at higher redshift at lower 
 M (K au�m ann

& Charlot1998).

Therearealternativetheoriesofgalaxy form ation.O ne

is that allgalaxies,including E/S0,form ed very early via

m onolithic collapse of the gas at high redshift (Eggen,

Lynden{Bell& Sandage 1962;Larson 1975;Chiosi& Car-

raro 2002).According to thistheory E/S0 propertieswillbe

already in place at high{z.For disc galaxies,som e \back-

ward" approaches have been tried.These approaches use

the detailed studies of the pro�les of the M ilky way and

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0407520v1
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othernearby galaxiesto propose radially dependentm odels

of star form ation that could be used to m ake predictions

about high{z disc evolution (Cay�on,Silk & Charlot 1996;

Bouwens,Cay�on & Silk 1997;Roche etal.1998).However,

both the hierarchicaland \backward" m odels predict rela-

tively sim ilaram ountsofevolution in disc globalproperties

(size,lum inosity,etc.)to z� 1 (Bouwens& Silk 2002).

The �eld covered by both HD Fsisnotlarge com pared

to others works but they are so deep that they are signif-

icantly less a�ected by the incom pleteness problem a�ect-

ing otherlessdeep sam ples.D iscrepanciesassociated to in-

com pleteness can be found in the literature,for exam ple,

studying discsgalaxies,Schadeetal.(1995,1996)who used

early ground{ and space{based im agesofgalaxiesfrom the

Canada{France Redshift Survey (CFRS) and Roche et al.

(1998)in the M edium D eep Survey found a netincrease in

the surface brightnessand a netdecrease in the size.How-

ever,Sim ard etal.(1999),whoconducted adetailed analysis

oftheselection e�ectsin theD eep Extragalactic Evolution-

ary Probe (D EEP)survey found no evolution in disc prop-

ertiesup to z� 1.

In thefollowing work weconducta detailed m orpholog-

icalanalysisofallthegalaxieswith z< 1 in theHD F{North

and South on thedrizzled F606W and F814W im agesdown

to I814(AB)= 24.5 m ag.Q uantitativem orphologicalanalysis

can beconducted usingnon{m odelbased techniqueslikethe

concentration and asym m etry ofthegalacticlight(Abraham

et al.1996).However,these techniques have the disadvan-

tage thatthey do notallow thestudy ofthedi�erentstruc-

turalcom ponentsofthegalaxy separately,and particularly,

the evolutionary analysisofthewellknown localscale rela-

tion can notbe addressed.

Im proving upon previous analyses,our structuralpa-

ram etersare based on a two{com ponentsurface brightness

distribution using a S�ersic r
1=n

bulge (S�ersic 1968) and an

exponentialdisc.A previous detailed m orphologicalanaly-

sisofthe HD F{N wascarried by M arleau & Sim ard (1998,

hereafterM S98).However,thatwork only considered a r
1=4

bulge,instead ofafreer1=n.O urassum ption ofan freebulge

is m ore in agreem ent to what it is observed in the nearby

universe(see,e.g.G raham 2001 and referencestherein).O n

the otherhand,even though the nearly identicalquality of

theHD F{S,a system atic quantitativem orphologicalanaly-

sisofthis�eld havebeen notyetconducted and itisofgreat

interestto com parethegalaxy propertiesbetween thesetwo

twin �elds.

In thispaperwe presentthe galaxy structuralparam e-

tersofboth HD F �eldsand com pareourresultsto previous

classi�cation schem es.To assess the degree ofevolution,if

any,the early{ and late{type lum inosity{size relations are

com pared with those observed in the nearby universe pro-

vided by large localsurveys such as the Sloan D igitalSky

Survey (York et al.2000). In a second paper (Aguerri&

Trujillo 2004),weanalysetheredshiftevolution ofthestruc-

turalcom ponentsofthegalaxies(bulgeand disc)separately.

The outline ofthis paper is as follows:section 2 describes

the characteristics ofthe observed �elds.O ur quantitative

m orphologicalanalysis algorithm is explained in section 3.

In section 4 we detailour object m orphologicalclassi�ca-

tion and in section 5 we analyse the accuracy ofouranaly-

sisby com paring ourresultswith sim ulationsand previous

work.Section 6 dealswith theissueofselection e�ects.The

lum inosity{sizerelationsofearly{and late{typegalaxiesare

presented in section 7.W e discussourresultsin section 8.

2 D A TA

Each HD F im age consists on a � 2.5 � 2.5 arcm in
2
W ide

Field Planetary Cam era 2 (W FPC2) pointing (W illiam s

et al.1996,HD F{N;Casertano et al.2000,HD F{S).The

im ages were acquired through the broad band F300W ,

F450W ,F606W ,and F814W �lters.For the present work

we have used the publically available reduced F606W and

F814W Version 2 D rizzled im ages with a sam pling of

0.04 arcsec/pixel and a total exposure tim e of 109050

s (F606W ;HD F{N), 123600 s (F814W ;HD F{N), 97200 s

(F606W ;HD F{S)and 112200 s(F814W ;HD F{S).The high

sam plingoftheseim agesavoidstheundersam plingproblem s

a�ecting otherHubbleSpace Telescope (HST)im ages.

In orderto assurea reliableestim ation ofthestructural

param eters (see the sim ulations section) we have selected

all the I814(AB)< 24.5 galaxies with z< 1. In addition, to

m aintain the analysis in the V{band rest{fram e,we have

also studied the I814(AB)< 24.5 galaxies with z< 0.4 in the

F606W �lter.The above restrictions leave us with 123 ob-

jectsin theHD F{N and 95 in theHD F{S.Theredshiftand

totalm agnitude inform ation wasobtained from two photo-

m etricredshiftcatalogs:Fern�andez{Soto,Lanzetta & Yahil,

(1999;HD F{N)and Labb�eetal.(2003;HD F{S).TheHD F{

N catalog providesaperturem agnitudeswhich arethen cor-

rected for the e�ect ofneighboring.These m agnitudes cor-

respond to theSExtractorm agnitudesnam ed as\best".For

theHD F{S catalog,Labb�eetal.providewith a\color"aper-

ture (see theirsec.5.2).This\color" aperture isan isopho-

talaperture determ ined by theK s{band detection isophote

at the 5 � detection threshold when the galaxies satisfy a

\size" criteria,and isa �xed aperturewhen thegalaxiesare

outside this \size" range.This \color" m agnitude is �nally

transform ed to a totalm agnitudeusing thetotalm agnitude

in the K s{band.The totalK s{band m agnitude isbased on

a K ron{like aperture (SEx AUTO ) derived from the K s{

detection im age.W hen available,spectroscopicredshiftsare

used.Thiscorrespondsto 70% ofthegalaxiesin theHD F{N

and 60% in the HD F{S in the presentwork.

Thenum beridenti�cationsoftheobjectscorrespond to

thesam enum bersused in thephotom etricredshiftcatalogs.

3 T H E FIT T IN G A LG O R IT H M

O ur m orphologicalanalysis is based on the decom position

ofthesurfacebrightness(SB)pro�leinto a bulgeand a disc

com ponent.The bulge com ponent is m odeled by a S�ersic

(1968)pro�le ofthe form :

I(r)= Ib(0)e
� bn (r=re;b)

1=n

(1)

where Ib(0) is the bulge centralintensity,re;b is the bulge

sem i{m ajore�ective radiusand n theS�ersic shape param e-

ter.The intensity at the bulge e�ective radius re;b is given

by Ie;b= Ib(0)e
� bn . The quantity bn is a function of the

shape param enter n, and is chosen so that re;b encloses

halfofthetotallum inosity.The exactvalueisderived from

�(2n)= 2
(2n;bn),where �(a)and 
(a;x)are the gam m a
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and theincom pletegam m a function (Abram owitz& Stegun

1964,p.260).TheS�ersicm odelcontainstheclassicaldeVau-

couleurspro�lewhen n isequalto 4.Thedisccom ponentis

an exponentialpro�le (Freem an 1970)given by:

I(r)= Id(0)e
� r=h

(2)

where Id(0) isthe centralintensity and h is the disc sem i{

m ajorscale{length.Thesetoffree param etersiscom pleted

with theellipticitiesofthebulge�b and thedisc�d.In addi-

tion,itispossible to determ ine from the above param eters

the totalm agnitude:

I814(m odel)= � 2:5log((Fb + Fd)=t)+ C (3)

where tis the exposure tim e,C is the zeropoint,Fb is the

bulge lum inosity Fb = Ib(0)r
2

e;b(1 � �b)2�n�(2n)=b
2n
n and

Fd is the disc lum inosity Fd = Id(0)h
2(1� �d)2�.W e have

used C= 23.02 (F606W ) and C= 22.09 (F814W ) in the AB

system .

W ecan alsoevaluatethebulge{to{totallum inosityratio

B/T:

B

T
=

Fb

Fb + Fd

(4)

and theglobalsem i{m ajore�ectiveradiusre by solving the

equation:

B =T

1� B =T

�

1�
2
(2n;bn(re=re;b)

1=n
)

�(2n)

�

= 2
(2;re=h)� 1 (5)

O urparam eter{recovering m ethod isdescribed in detail

in Trujillo etal.(2001a)and Aguerri& Trujillo (2002).The

m ain pointsofthe routine are asfollows.The �nalSB dis-

tributionsresulting from theconvolution between thePoint

Spread Function (PSF) and our 2D S�ersic m odelSB dis-

tribution are dependent on the intrinsic ellipticity of the

originalsource.However,to evaluatetheintrinsic ellipticity

ofa m odel(i.e.the value ofthe ellipticity ofthe isophotes

beforebeing a�ected by theseeing)itisoften insu�cientto

sim ply m easure the ellipticity at one given radialdistance.

Theellipticity oftheisophotesisreduced by seeing and this

reduction dependson the radialdistance ofthe isophote to

the centre ofthe m odel,the size ofthe seeing,and the val-

ues ofthe m odelparam eters (Trujillo et al.2001b,c).For

thatreason,the determ ination ofthe intrinsic ellipticity of

the source and the �tting process to determ ine the struc-

turalparam eters m ust be done in tandem (i.e.iteratively

and self{consistently).To do thiswesim ultaneously �tboth

the observed 1D SB and ellipticity sem i{m ajor axis radial

pro�les using convolved pro�les for each.W e illustrate our

technique in Fig.1.

Them easured SB and ellipticity sem i{m ajorradialpro-

�lesareobtained from �tting ellipsesto theisophotesofthe

selected objects.Theellipticalisophotesarem easured using

the task ELLIPSE within IRAF
2
and �tting down to 1.5 �

(where � is the standard deviation ofthe sky background

ofthe im ages).A Levenberg{M arquardt non{linear �tting

algorithm (Pressetal.1992)wasused to determ ine the set

2 IR A F isdistributed by the N ationalO pticalA stronom icalO b-

servatories,which are operated by AU R A ,Inc.undercontractto

the N SF.

offree param eters which m inim izes �2.A variety ofstart-

ing param eters are used to ensure that our �ts do not get

trapped in local�
2
m inim a.

ThePSF wasestim ated �ttinga M o�atfunction to star

pro�les.The high sam pling ofthe drizzled im ages that we

used and the presence ofenough non{saturated starsalong

the �eld ofview facilitates the estim ation ofthe PSF prop-

erties by a direct �t to this sim ple analyticalfunction.W e

�nd that a M o�at function with the param eters presented

below reproducesthe observed PSF very well.W e have es-

tim ated a � 5 percentuncertainty in the estim ation ofthe

FW HM due to changes from one W FPC2 position to an-

other.In addition,theuseofan analyticalPSF facilitatesa

robustanalyticalestim ation oftheconvolution between the

PSF and the S�ersic pro�le.

W e �nd the following � and FW HM (Fullat W idth

HalfM axim um )asourbest{�tting stellarparam eters:�= 3,

FW HM = 0:00142 (F606W );�= 2.5,FW HM = 0:00147 (F814W ).

The best{�tting galaxy param etersin the F814W band are

shown in Table 1.There,we listthe following:

(1) Thegalaxy identi�cation num berasappearing in the

photom etric redshift catalogs Fern�andez{Soto,Lanzetta &

Yahil,(1999;HD F{N)and Labb�e etal.(2003;HD F{S).

(2)and (3) R.A.and D eclination (J2000 coordinates).

(4) Best AB(8140) m odel{independent m agnitudes ac-

cording to the photom etric catalogs.

(5) The surface brightness ofthe bulge at the e�ective

radius(m ag/arcsec
2
in the I814 band).

(6) Thesem i{m ajore�ectiveradiusofthebulge(arcsec).

(7) The S�ersic index n ofthe bulge.

(8) The ellipticity ofthe bulge.

(9) The central surface brightness of the disc

(m ag/arcsec
2
in the I814 band).

(10) The sem i{m ajor scale length ofthe disc (arcsec).

(11) The ellipticity ofthe disc.

(12) The bulge{to{totallum inosity ratio (B =T < 0 in-

dicates galaxies classi�ed as irregular/peculiar/m erger sys-

tem s).

(13) Spectroscopic redshift unlessthe index \a" appears

which m eans photom etric redshift from Fern�andez{Soto,

Lanzetta & Yahil,(1999;HD F{N)and Labb�e et al.(2003;

HD F{S).

(14) Total AB(8140) m agnitude as derived from the

m odel�t.

(15) Theglobalsem i{m ajore�ectiveradiusofthegalaxy

(arcsec).

Forgalaxieswith z< 0.4 the best{�tting galaxy param -

etersin the F606W band are shown in Table 2.

O ur code has already been used and tested in a vari-

ety ofHST and ground{based studiesofnearby and distant

galaxies:thequantitativem orphologicalanalysisofgalaxies

in Abell2443 (Trujillo et al.2001a) and Com a (G uti�errez

et al.2004;Aguerriet al.2004) clusters,the num ber den-

sity evolution ofgalaxiesin theSSA13 and SSA22 Hawaiian

D eep Fields (Aguerri& Trujillo 2002), the ISAAC near{

infrared im agesofthe HD F{S (Trujillo etal.2004)and the

Flanking FieldsHST im ages (G raham etal.2004).In Tru-

jillo etal.(2004) we have also m ade a com parison between

our code and the G ALFIT code (Peng et al.2002) �nding

an excellentagreem ent.
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Table 1.BestM orphologicalParam eter Values For G alaxies with I814(A B)< 24.5 m ag and z< 1 in the H D F{N and H D F{S.

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15)

ID R .A .(J2000) D .(J2000) I814(cat) �e;b re;b n �b �d(0) h �d B/T z I814(m od) re

(h:m :s) (� :m :s) m ag m ag/"2 (") m ag/"2 (") m ag (")

H D F{N

1 12:36:57.47 62:12:10.5 21.2 20.3 0.10 2.91 0.20 20.99 0.36 0.34 0.36 0.665 21.1 0.38

6 12:36:57.45 62:12:11.8 23.2 21.3 0.06 1.09 0.21 22.11 0.24 0.14 0.20 0.561 23.1 0.31

7 12:36:57.60 62:12:12.3 23.1 24.2 0.08 1.38 0.71 22.91 0.36 0.26 0.01 0.920a 23.4 0.59

10 12:36:51.95 62:11:55.3 23.7 23.9 0.12 0.55 0.35 23.45 0.52 0.38 0.05 0.080a 23.3 0.82

11 12:36:56.42 62:12:09.2 23.2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.70 0.33 0.61 0.00 0.321 23.1 0.50

12 12:36:44.74 62:11:33.4 24.4 23.5 0.16 2.95 0.11 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.880a 24.4 0.16

18 12:36:49.24 62:11:48.4 22.9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.92 0.21 0.37 0.00 0.961 22.8 0.37

33 12:36:59.37 62:12:21.6 24.0 25.1 0.01 10.6 0.59 22.85 0.31 0.38 0.00 0.472 23.9 0.51

54 12:36:58.65 62:12:21.7 23.3 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.69 0.14 0.30 0.00 0.681 23.3 0.22

55 12:36:41.97 62:11:30.3 23.3 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.15 0.55 0.67 0.00 0.200a 23.8 0.69

81 12:36:45.30 62:11:42.8 23.9 23.5 0.53 0.30 0.64 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.558 23.7 0.53

85 12:36:41.61 62:11:31.8 19.7 21.8 0.34 0.46 0.40 20.72 0.81 0.70 0.14 0.089 20.3 1.15

91 12:36:42.28 62:11:34.7 23.8 22.8 0.15 0.27 0.64 23.26 0.34 0.26 0.14 0.760a 23.7 0.48

122 12:36:43.80 62:11:42.8 20.8 23.6 0.91 6.32 0.25 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.764 20.4 0.91

124 12:36:46.50 62:11:51.3 21.9 20.9 0.16 2.30 0.13 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.504 21.9 0.16

125 12:37:00.56 62:12:34.6 21.3 22.0 0.35 2.73 0.07 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.562 21.2 0.35

138 12:36:52.01 62:12:09.6 22.9 21.8 0.14 0.53 0.28 23.42 0.61 0.46 0.31 0.456 22.7 0.62

144 12:36:57.21 62:12:25.8 22.3 22.5 0.09 0.84 0.66 22.28 0.49 0.18 0.02 0.561 22.0 0.80

183 12:36:41.33 62:11:41.0 22.4 23.7 0.09 10.7 0.10 21.24 0.26 0.39 0.15 0.585 22.5 0.40

191 12:36:45.33 62:11:54.4 23.0 23.4 0.30 4.64 0.21 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.372 22.8 0.30

197 12:36:45.05 62:11:54.1 24.2 26.4 0.12 8.75 0.23 23.21 0.30 0.07 0.03 0.920a 23.8 0.49

205 12:36:47.50 62:12:02.5 24.4 24.1 0.40 0.43 0.49 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.920a 24.4 0.40

218 12:36:46.26 62:11:59.7 24.4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.28 0.39 0.65 0.00 0.440a 24.4 0.59

220 12:36:52.68 62:12:19.6 23.2 21.6 0.20 0.90 0.33 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.401 22.9 0.20

245 12:36:46.54 62:12:03.1 24.3 26.1 0.55 0.68 0.38 20.74 0.09 0.50 0.32 0.454 24.2 0.21

247 12:36:45.95 62:12:01.3 23.7 23.0 0.41 0.47 0.54 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.679 23.4 0.41

257 12:36:51.72 62:12:20.1 21.5 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.77 0.30 0.63 0.00 0.401 21.4 0.46

270 12:36:44.82 62:12:00.2 22.9 23.0 0.09 0.85 0.42 22.67 0.42 0.24 0.05 0.457 22.7 0.67

273 12:36:50.16 62:12:16.9 22.4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.86 0.41 0.80 0.00 0.905 22.5 0.58

285 12:36:48.65 62:12:14.1 24.4 24.4 0.51 0.72 0.58 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.800a 24.3 0.51

310 12:36:48.12 62:12:14.8 24.4 22.2 0.13 0.77 0.35 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.962 24.5 0.13

319 12:36:49.52 62:12:20.0 24.4 23.7 0.35 0.93 0.58 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.961 24.2 0.35

335 12:36:53.45 62:12:34.2 22.8 24.2 0.25 1.28 0.78 20.94 0.31 0.62 0.03 0.559 22.4 0.51

339 12:36:49.05 62:12:21.2 22.4 26.0 0.32 1.62 0.43 21.77 0.31 0.14 -0.03 0.953 22.4 0.51

344 12:36:50.85 62:12:27.2 24.2 24.2 0.39 0.49 0.33 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.640a 24.2 0.39

345 12:36:56.65 62:12:45.3 20.0 21.2 0.27 1.06 0.10 22.15 1.89 0.63 0.19 0.517 19.6 2.49

350 12:36:58.77 62:12:52.3 21.2 21.9 0.08 1.46 0.64 21.36 0.48 0.32 0.02 0.320 21.3 0.79

351 12:36:58.32 62:12:51.1 24.0 24.9 0.15 1.55 0.12 23.51 0.49 0.52 0.10 0.240a 23.7 0.74

363 12:36:49.99 62:12:26.2 24.4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.74 0.23 0.78 0.00 0.010a 24.5 0.38

381 12:36:55.57 62:12:45.4 21.9 20.8 0.06 0.50 0.11 21.31 0.31 0.22 0.09 0.790 22.0 0.47

391 12:36:41.94 62:12:05.4 21.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.90 0.26 0.06 0.00 0.432 20.8 0.46

394 12:36:58.35 62:12:56.2 24.2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.25 0.19 0.49 0.00 0.520a 24.5 0.31

409 12:36:55.62 62:12:49.2 22.9 23.9 0.12 0.61 0.46 23.56 0.62 0.31 0.03 0.950 22.9 1.01

424 12:36:40.95 62:12:05.3 23.2 22.0 0.14 2.48 0.14 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.882 23.3 0.13

445 12:36:58.07 62:13:00.3 22.3 21.8 0.25 0.89 0.10 23.78 0.95 0.60 0.63 0.319 21.8 0.39

450 12:36:55.26 62:12:52.5 24.2 22.9 0.01 10.2 0.99 22.93 0.41 0.77 0.00 0.720a 24.4 0.68

454 12:36:56.93 62:12:58.1 23.5 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.25 0.21 0.54 0.00 0.520 23.4 0.35

458 12:36:57.31 62:12:59.6 21.3 23.9 0.48 2.37 0.88 20.66 0.27 0.08 0.05 0.473 21.5 0.45

465 12:36:43.62 62:12:18.2 22.7 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.70 0.19 0.31 0.00 0.750 22.6 0.31

467 12:36:42.91 62:12:16.3 20.7 21.8 0.52 0.45 0.36 21.48 0.40 0.38 0.62 0.454 20.9 0.56

476 12:36:47.28 62:12:30.6 22.7 22.8 0.38 1.08 0.68 23.51 0.68 0.25 0.32 0.421 22.2 0.80

477 12:36:50.21 62:12:39.7 20.6 25.0 0.20 10.0 0.14 20.88 0.60 0.26 -0.03 0.474 20.2 0.99

495 12:36:41.48 62:12:14.9 23.4 20.1 0.06 1.44 0.69 20.66 0.13 0.43 0.28 0.880a 23.3 0.15

500 12:36:53.90 62:12:53.9 20.8 20.5 0.09 1.15 0.58 20.83 0.43 0.27 0.06 0.642 20.9 0.68

512 12:36:54.78 62:12:58.2 24.3 24.1 0.34 0.51 0.32 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.851 24.4 0.34

521 12:36:39.43 62:12:11.7 23.8 23.0 0.20 3.41 0.25 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.000a 23.5 0.19

524 12:36:50.26 62:12:45.7 21.4 22.2 0.23 6.31 0.22 21.46 0.38 0.38 0.50 0.678 21.3 0.46

537 12:36:47.04 62:12:36.8 20.9 20.8 0.19 0.98 0.36 21.36 0.40 0.09 0.32 0.321 21.0 0.44

549 12:36:55.16 62:13:03.6 23.5 21.7 0.14 2.05 0.29 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.952 23.3 0.13

563 12:36:50.84 62:12:51.4 23.1 26.5 0.16 5.17 0.28 23.54 0.80 0.26 0.01 0.485 22.3 1.33
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15)

ID R .A .(J2000) D .(J2000) I814(cat) �e;b re;b n �b �d(0) h �d B/T z I814(m od) re

(h:m :s) (� :m :s) m ag m ag/"2 (") m ag/"2 (") m ag (")

565 12:36:48.99 62:12:45.8 23.6 23.4 0.41 0.66 0.48 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.512 23.5 0.41

581 12:36:49.47 62:12:48.7 23.9 22.6 0.12 0.61 0.03 22.91 0.21 0.16 0.45 0.760a 23.8 0.19

599 12:36:57.71 62:13:15.1 23.0 24.1 0.51 1.16 0.05 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.952 22.8 0.51

611 12:36:50.82 62:12:55.8 22.5 22.3 0.12 2.03 0.37 20.92 0.30 0.49 0.13 0.319 22.1 0.44

617 12:36:38.97 62:12:19.7 22.2 23.2 0.48 0.98 0.05 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.609 22.2 0.48

619 12:36:55.46 62:13:11.1 22.1 24.3 0.72 3.98 0.05 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.370 21.7 0.72

631 12:36:55.15 62:13:11.3 23.6 22.4 0.23 0.51 0.17 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.321 23.4 0.23

637 12:36:51.43 62:13:00.6 22.7 25.0 0.89 0.70 0.23 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.089 22.9 0.89

650 12:36:44.18 62:12:40.3 23.3 23.6 0.08 1.08 0.11 23.12 0.47 0.05 0.03 0.873 22.7 0.76

653 12:36:46.12 62:12:46.4 22.3 21.0 0.10 2.20 0.08 22.73 0.43 0.25 0.45 0.900 22.2 0.33

655 12:36:49.63 62:12:57.5 21.9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.06 0.26 0.59 0.00 0.477 21.9 0.42

662 12:36:55.00 62:13:14.7 23.8 23.7 0.22 0.37 0.23 22.02 0.22 0.63 0.35 0.511 23.9 0.29

669 12:36:39.77 62:12:28.5 23.7 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.31 0.26 0.25 0.00 0.010a 23.6 0.37

671 12:36:47.54 62:12:52.6 23.9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.07 0.32 0.66 0.00 0.681 23.6 0.55

683 12:36:41.61 62:12:35.6 24.4 22.6 0.13 1.76 0.24 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.520a 24.3 0.12

689 12:36:39.86 62:12:31.5 24.1 21.9 0.11 0.66 0.60 23.07 0.32 0.52 0.30 0.640a 23.9 0.34

694 12:36:43.15 62:12:42.2 21.7 23.2 0.57 5.70 0.25 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.847 21.2 0.56

709 12:36:44.18 62:12:47.8 21.6 21.7 0.10 1.79 0.20 21.25 0.36 0.20 0.11 0.558 21.5 0.53

716 12:36:38.40 62:12:31.3 22.6 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.87 0.58 0.77 0.00 0.944 22.6 0.90

719 12:36:49.68 62:13:07.3 24.2 24.2 0.18 0.85 0.32 22.51 0.17 0.18 0.25 0.920a 24.2 0.25

720 12:36:43.96 62:12:50.0 20.9 23.7 0.37 1.79 0.60 20.58 0.53 0.60 -0.06 0.557 20.8 0.85

727 12:36:38.60 62:12:33.8 23.9 24.4 0.06 2.85 0.61 21.95 0.30 0.66 0.02 0.904 23.7 0.49

740 12:36:49.03 62:13:09.7 24.0 21.9 0.18 0.46 0.44 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.960a 23.8 0.18

743 12:36:49.37 62:13:11.2 22.1 21.3 0.20 2.50 0.15 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.478 21.8 0.19

746 12:36:49.72 62:13:13.0 21.4 24.5 0.77 1.34 0.70 21.09 0.57 0.70 0.13 0.475 21.4 0.93

749 12:36:50.47 62:13:16.1 22.6 22.6 0.04 17.0 0.62 22.39 0.67 0.71 0.03 0.851 22.6 1.09

751 12:36:48.08 62:13:09.0 20.4 19.1 0.10 1.52 0.04 21.58 0.57 0.08 0.41 0.475 20.2 0.42

757 12:36:51.05 62:13:20.6 19.6 21.7 0.28 0.58 0.60 20.99 1.29 0.60 0.03 0.199 19.3 2.10

774 12:36:44.58 62:13:04.6 21.2 19.7 0.05 2.32 0.72 20.53 0.53 0.71 0.05 0.485 21.1 0.84

775 12:36:48.47 62:13:16.6 23.2 22.2 0.17 0.99 0.48 23.15 0.32 0.09 0.41 0.474 23.1 0.32

780 12:36:48.78 62:13:18.4 22.6 23.2 0.07 0.62 0.14 23.12 0.64 0.25 0.02 0.749 22.3 1.05

781 12:36:46.75 62:13:12.3 23.6 23.2 0.09 0.77 0.40 22.32 0.38 0.63 0.07 0.600a 23.4 0.59

782 12:36:45.61 62:13:08.9 23.6 22.6 0.18 2.20 0.18 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.480a 23.4 0.17

793 12:36:49.07 62:13:21.8 24.4 23.5 0.30 0.40 0.05 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.880a 23.8 0.30

798 12:36:46.15 62:13:13.8 24.2 21.6 0.11 1.14 0.31 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.640a 24.1 0.11

810 12:36:42.51 62:13:05.1 24.3 24.5 0.25 3.00 0.20 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.720a 24.5 0.25

817 12:36:42.72 62:13:07.1 22.1 28.4 1.88 10.0 0.67 19.82 0.24 0.74 0.20 0.485 22.2 0.44

866 12:36:47.45 62:13:30.0 23.5 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.57 0.26 0.02 0.00 0.960a 23.5 0.37

869 12:36:45.86 62:13:25.8 20.9 24.8 0.32 1.55 0.51 21.96 0.84 0.28 0.01 0.321 20.6 1.39

876 12:36:45.41 62:13:25.9 22.6 20.1 0.10 3.04 0.67 20.34 0.18 0.52 0.43 0.441 22.2 0.21

882 12:36:52.23 62:13:48.0 24.3 22.8 0.10 0.68 0.23 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.520a 24.2 0.19

884 12:36:54.10 62:13:54.3 22.4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.46 0.32 0.29 0.00 0.849 22.3 0.54

888 12:36:55.59 62:13:59.8 23.7 22.3 0.03 6.45 0.10 22.41 0.40 0.72 0.07 0.559 23.6 0.62

890 12:36:42.37 62:13:19.3 23.8 21.6 0.10 2.51 0.24 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.760a 23.8 0.09

899 12:36:55.50 62:14:02.6 22.9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.48 0.47 0.80 0.00 0.564 22.8 0.80

902 12:36:42.02 62:13:21.4 23.5 21.0 0.09 1.25 0.64 22.77 0.20 0.05 0.46 0.846 23.6 0.18

912 12:36:51.80 62:13:53.8 21.1 21.8 0.56 0.58 0.60 22.25 0.86 0.60 -0.49 0.557 20.8 0.82

914 12:36:49.44 62:13:46.9 18.1 19.4 0.56 2.40 0.40 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.089 18.1 0.55

915 12:36:48.03 62:13:43.0 24.3 24.8 0.15 0.45 0.60 23.80 0.55 0.60 0.04 0.840a 24.0 0.88

938 12:36:51.98 62:14:00.8 23.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.02 0.32 0.67 0.00 0.557 22.7 0.53

941 12:36:52.87 62:14:04.8 23.2 25.1 0.19 1.52 0.14 21.96 0.21 0.05 -0.08 0.498 23.3 0.33

979 12:36:53.65 62:14:17.6 23.4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.36 0.33 0.73 0.00 0.517 23.2 0.48

989 12:36:49.50 62:14:06.7 21.8 21.1 0.18 0.61 0.48 21.29 0.36 0.31 0.25 0.752 21.6 0.44

990 12:36:46.03 62:13:56.3 24.2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.93 0.16 0.31 0.00 1.000a 24.2 0.25

1018 12:36:46.35 62:14:04.6 21.2 24.8 1.13 11.0 0.05 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.960 20.6 1.12

1022 12:36:51.39 62:14:20.9 23.3 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.05 0.53 0.60 0.00 0.439 22.8 0.88

1027 12:36:48.35 62:14:12.3 23.8 24.2 0.88 0.43 0.80 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.920a 23.9 0.88

1028 12:36:50.36 62:14:18.6 23.0 23.1 0.18 0.79 0.84 22.45 0.39 0.37 0.05 0.816 22.9 0.62

1029 12:36:46.54 62:14:07.5 23.9 22.7 0.20 1.54 0.33 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.130 23.7 0.19

1038 12:36:48.10 62:14:14.4 24.4 21.8 0.06 0.57 0.24 22.03 0.15 0.37 0.29 0.920a 24.3 0.16

1048 12:36:47.18 62:14:14.2 23.5 23.1 0.15 0.53 0.49 21.06 0.18 0.43 0.11 0.609 23.2 0.27

1063 12:36:53.11 62:14:38.0 24.2 23.5 0.37 0.85 0.60 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.400a 24.0 0.37

1067 12:36:48.32 62:14:26.2 19.1 19.8 0.18 1.02 0.20 19.40 0.48 0.20 0.15 0.139 19.0 0.68



6 I.Trujillo and J.A.L.Aguerri

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15)

ID R .A .(J2000) D .(J2000) I814(cat) �e;b re;b n �b �d(0) h �d B/T z I814(m od) re

(h:m :s) (� :m :s) m ag m ag/"2 (") m ag/"2 (") m ag (")

H D F{S

29 22:32:46.27 -60:34:16.3 21.0 19.3 0.09 0.49 0.23 20.19 0.19 0.03 -0.36 0.460a 21.2 0.19

30 22:33:00.48 -60:34:17.6 23.2 24.3 0.45 4.82 0.29 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.620a 22.9 0.45

41 22:32:56.06 -60:34:14.1 22.1 21.4 0.22 0.50 0.47 22.32 0.45 0.33 0.39 0.564 22.0 0.42

49 22:32:45.60 -60:34:15.1 24.4 24.8 0.50 2.04 0.41 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.462 23.8 0.50

50 22:32:47.55 -60:34:08.5 21.2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.53 0.34 0.23 0.00 0.560 21.2 0.60

53 22:32:50.94 -60:34:15.2 24.2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.51 0.09 0.19 0.00 0.424 23.8 0.15

64 22:32:55.21 -60:34:10.0 23.4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.99 0.22 0.05 0.00 0.960a 23.3 0.32

65 22:33:01.54 -60:34:10.7 23.5 24.7 0.13 0.79 0.63 21.50 0.20 0.41 0.02 0.853 23.5 0.33

75 22:32:55.23 -60:34:07.4 23.1 23.9 0.10 0.83 0.35 22.69 0.38 0.20 0.03 0.465 22.9 0.62

87 22:33:04.44 -60:34:09.0 24.0 24.0 0.18 0.69 0.10 23.13 0.31 0.29 0.22 0.480a 23.7 0.41

91 22:32:52.22 -60:34:02.6 22.0 21.8 0.11 0.72 0.27 20.44 0.26 0.63 0.13 0.511 22.3 0.37

95 22:32:45.98 -60:34:07.2 23.8 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.53 0.07 0.25 0.00 0.753 23.6 0.12

97 22:32:48.89 -60:34:04.6 22.6 20.7 0.09 3.36 0.03 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.980a 22.5 0.09

99 22:32:52.13 -60:33:59.3 21.8 23.5 0.23 1.47 0.50 21.94 0.86 0.59 0.04 0.564 21.1 1.38

138 22:32:46.88 -60:33:54.7 21.2 20.2 0.19 3.07 0.42 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.420a 21.1 0.19

153 22:32:48.23 -60:33:54.9 23.4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.93 0.39 0.64 0.00 0.721 23.1 0.54

184 22:33:03.56 -60:33:41.6 20.0 23.6 0.37 3.49 0.28 19.86 0.43 0.25 -0.07 0.340 19.8 0.71

186 22:33:05.77 -60:33:41.5 20.0 22.8 0.72 7.84 0.05 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.328 19.8 0.71

189 22:32:57.87 -60:33:49.1 23.6 23.2 0.17 0.92 0.83 23.37 0.71 0.60 0.05 0.428 23.0 1.13

193 22:32:47.64 -60:33:35.7 19.5 20.7 0.19 3.08 0.18 20.20 0.58 0.27 0.19 0.580 19.4 0.82

198 22:33:02.44 -60:33:46.5 22.3 22.2 0.14 0.48 0.27 22.51 0.47 0.37 -0.16 0.695 22.4 0.66

215 22:32:47.47 -60:33:43.9 24.2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.68 0.13 0.07 0.00 0.560a 24.1 0.24

220 22:32:49.42 -60:33:43.6 24.2 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.04 0.10 0.25 0.00 0.647 24.3 0.16

223 22:32:53.73 -60:33:37.4 21.5 24.0 0.35 0.99 0.10 22.83 0.88 0.15 0.09 0.565 21.1 1.34

227 22:32:59.42 -60:33:39.6 22.1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.88 0.43 0.28 0.00 0.464 22.0 0.73

234 22:32:51.50 -60:33:37.4 22.0 22.0 0.07 1.48 0.92 19.77 0.18 0.45 -0.01 0.577 22.1 0.30

244 22:32:54.67 -60:33:33.0 21.2 22.1 0.02 1.29 0.42 20.15 0.52 0.75 0.01 0.173 21.0 0.87

247 22:32:45.30 -60:33:32.4 21.5 20.8 0.19 2.92 0.26 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.520a 21.5 0.19

256 22:32:58.21 -60:33:31.5 22.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.51 0.37 0.25 0.00 0.423 21.9 0.60

265 22:32:55.72 -60:33:33.6 23.8 24.5 0.02 12.0 0.10 23.81 0.54 0.23 0.00 0.564 23.4 0.54

270 22:32:52.34 -60:33:32.9 22.7 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.48 0.11 0.23 0.00 0.500a 22.5 0.17

273 22:33:02.12 -60:33:34.9 24.1 23.4 0.08 1.51 0.10 23.18 0.57 0.65 0.08 0.500a 23.4 0.89

283 22:32:55.81 -60:33:30.2 24.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.92 0.51 0.62 0.00 0.180a 23.4 0.89

288 22:33:04.25 -60:33:31.8 24.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.62 0.25 0.05 0.00 0.465 23.6 0.40

292 22:33:02.75 -60:33:22.0 20.2 20.1 0.20 1.75 0.36 21.40 0.72 0.57 0.48 0.464 20.3 0.53

297 22:32:57.08 -60:33:28.8 23.9 22.5 0.12 1.60 0.29 24.44 0.47 0.01 0.39 0.680a 23.5 0.41

301 22:32:59.45 -60:33:28.8 24.2 22.4 0.13 1.51 0.64 21.63 0.16 0.51 0.35 0.980a 23.8 0.22

306 22:33:00.86 -60:33:25.6 23.6 24.5 0.48 0.92 0.41 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.940a 23.9 0.48

307 22:32:50.55 -60:33:25.8 22.6 26.4 0.13 2.71 0.10 21.36 0.29 0.29 0.01 0.440a 22.4 0.48

314 22:32:52.15 -60:33:23.8 22.8 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.79 0.16 0.14 0.00 0.220a 22.8 0.25

317 22:32:57.04 -60:33:22.9 22.8 20.8 0.09 2.61 0.16 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.520a 22.9 0.09

337 22:32:45.77 -60:32:50.4 22.1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.81 0.33 0.06 0.00 0.852 22.3 0.53

339 22:32:54.04 -60:32:51.6 22.1 20.7 0.14 1.51 0.10 21.70 0.32 0.37 0.62 0.515 21.5 0.23

344 22:32:47.66 -60:32:52.2 23.3 25.3 0.07 1.14 0.90 22.18 0.38 0.52 0.01 0.480a 23.0 0.64

345 22:32:49.23 -60:32:53.3 22.5 24.3 0.22 1.98 0.11 22.76 0.58 0.03 0.08 0.500a 21.8 0.90

367 22:32:47.77 -60:32:55.9 24.2 26.7 0.07 10.5 0.10 23.96 0.42 0.21 -0.04 0.960a 24.0 0.07

374 22:33:00.48 -60:32:58.4 24.1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.68 0.10 0.20 0.00 0.440a 23.9 0.14

394 22:32:45.63 -60:33:01.3 21.4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.81 0.24 0.40 0.00 0.760a 21.4 0.41

409 22:32:57.53 -60:33:06.0 20.4 21.9 0.05 4.38 0.01 20.71 0.40 0.01 -0.02 0.580 20.6 0.66

410 22:32:57.21 -60:33:05.4 22.8 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.00 0.40 0.46 0.00 0.582 22.7 0.56

415 22:32:54.01 -60:33:05.4 22.7 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.42 0.29 0.72 0.00 0.581 22.4 0.49

420 22:32:51.66 -60:33:05.9 24.3 23.2 0.16 3.31 0.14 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.980a 24.1 0.16

427 22:32:52.29 -60:33:08.3 21.1 21.4 0.09 0.63 0.61 21.74 0.64 0.53 0.03 0.583 21.5 1.05

429 22:33:03.85 -60:33:08.7 22.9 25.1 0.16 12.4 0.10 22.69 0.45 0.46 0.13 0.970 22.9 0.71

438 22:32:48.99 -60:33:09.2 24.6 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.17 0.22 0.57 0.00 0.359 24.3 0.36

442 22:32:49.49 -60:33:11.0 23.1 23.9 0.33 1.24 0.14 23.94 0.72 0.33 0.36 0.564 22.5 0.78

446 22:32:53.91 -60:33:13.3 21.0 22.6 0.26 4.05 0.06 20.10 0.39 0.40 0.33 0.364 20.4 0.54

456 22:32:50.97 -60:33:13.9 24.4 22.2 0.04 3.75 0.10 22.67 0.35 0.61 0.15 0.460a 23.7 0.51

459 22:32:48.55 -60:33:13.8 23.3 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.20 0.07 0.29 0.00 0.480a 23.1 0.14

464 22:33:01.88 -60:33:16.3 21.7 24.1 0.57 2.32 0.88 20.13 0.26 0.52 0.07 0.428 21.7 0.45

476 22:32:55.86 -60:33:17.6 23.0 25.6 0.11 12.7 0.47 21.35 0.20 0.19 0.04 0.581 23.0 0.33

482 22:33:00.14 -60:33:18.9 23.3 21.8 0.11 0.83 0.28 22.68 0.28 0.02 0.31 0.540 23.0 0.30
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Figure 1.Surface brightnessand ellipticity sem i{m ajorradialpro�les�tting to som e galaxiesin oursam ple.The three top galaxiesare

well�tted with a single S�ersic law.The three bottom galaxies are �tted using a S�ersic bulge plusan exponentialdisc.

A prelim inary way of exam ining the goodness of our

structuralparam eter determ ination is to com pare the best

�t m odel m agnitude with the m agnitude m easured in a

m odelindependent way (Fig. 2).The m odelindependent

m agnitudeisthecatalogs’m agnitude.Asexpected from its

extrapolation to thein�nity,them odelm agnitudeisalm ost

alwaysequalorbrighterthan them odelindependentdeter-

m ination.

4 O B JEC T M O R P H O LO G IC A L

C LA SSIFIC A T IO N

Following previousworks(e.g.M S98)ourgalaxy classi�ca-

tion schem erelieson B/T (Sim ien & deVaucouleurs1986).

G alaxiesareconsidered \ellipticals" iftheirB/T> 0.6.Ifthis

isthesituation thegalaxiesarereanalysed with justa S�ersic

com ponentand theparam etersprovided herecorrespond to

thiscase.G alaxies with B/T between 0.5{0.6 are classi�ed

asS0 and objectswith B/T< 0.5 arenam ed \spirals".How-

ever,thereisagroup ofobjectsthatcan notbewell�tted by

ourm odels.These objectshavepeculiarshapes(and conse-

quently,theirisophotesarehardly �tted by ellipses)and are

classi�ed in theIrr/M ergercategory.Theseobjectsareindi-

cated in Tables1 and 2 with B/T= -1.In addition,thereare

a group ofvisually classi�ed spiralgalaxieswhere a reliable

�t is not achieved due to the presence ofstrong secondary

structuresasbars,spiralarm s,etc.These galaxiesare indi-

cated with a value ofB/T< 0.

The results of our galaxy classi�cation are shown in

Table 3.There are som e discrepanciesbetween the num ber

ofgalaxiesclassi�ed asE/S0 and Sa/Sc in the HD F{S and
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15)

ID R .A .(J2000) D .(J2000) I814(cat) �e;b re;b n �b �d(0) h �d B/T z I814(m od) re

(h:m :s) (� :m :s) m ag m ag/"2 (") m ag/"2 (") m ag (")

487 22:32:52.25 -60:33:19.3 24.0 23.5 0.34 0.33 0.19 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.240a 23.7 0.34

490 22:32:54.27 -60:33:20.1 23.8 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.68 0.33 0.60 0.00 0.565 24.0 0.51

491 22:32:54.33 -60:33:20.6 23.8 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.43 0.31 0.56 0.00 0.565 23.8 0.47

508 22:32:45.39 -60:33:23.0 23.9 23.1 0.26 0.47 0.20 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.280a 23.9 0.26

528 22:32:53.63 -60:32:35.9 21.1 24.1 0.09 13.0 0.59 20.66 0.54 0.64 0.02 0.365 21.0 0.90

544 22:32:59.43 -60:32:40.1 22.7 25.2 0.07 10.5 0.10 21.67 0.60 0.81 0.01 0.480a 22.5 1.01

549 22:32:50.90 -60:32:42.9 20.8 19.9 0.14 1.57 0.13 22.32 0.56 0.19 0.60 0.579 20.7 0.27

575 22:32:55.75 -60:32:13.4 24.1 25.9 0.18 0.43 0.10 23.18 0.34 0.20 0.03 0.759 23.6 0.56

577 22:32:53.09 -60:32:38.9 23.7 23.4 0.09 1.11 0.49 21.84 0.27 0.51 0.05 0.540a 23.3 0.44

578 22:32:52.07 -60:31:41.0 23.1 23.8 0.23 1.41 0.32 22.16 0.40 0.51 0.18 0.512 22.7 0.57

599 22:32:50.80 -60:31:41.6 23.5 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.06 0.26 0.42 0.00 0.515 23.5 0.45

601 22:32:54.08 -60:31:42.7 22.8 23.8 0.00 10.4 0.37 20.39 0.17 0.19 0.01 0.513 22.4 0.28

609 22:32:57.75 -60:32:33.0 21.9 26.3 0.50 10.1 0.28 19.96 0.18 0.33 0.12 0.517 21.8 0.32

610 22:32:57.97 -60:32:34.3 21.3 21.3 0.07 2.24 0.17 21.83 0.64 0.42 0.08 0.760 21.2 0.99

635 22:32:56.06 -60:31:48.9 21.3 25.5 1.25 11.9 0.96 21.74 0.61 0.30 -0.03 0.514 21.1 1.03

638 22:32:52.69 -60:31:53.2 24.1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.81 0.33 0.77 0.00 0.940a 23.8 0.50

645 22:32:57.13 -60:31:52.2 22.3 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.05 0.23 0.36 0.00 0.600a 21.8 0.38

663 22:32:50.28 -60:32:03.3 22.2 21.3 0.17 1.82 0.09 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.414 22.2 0.17

673 22:32:55.53 -60:32:17.4 23.3 22.5 0.19 0.68 0.53 23.06 0.46 0.37 0.26 0.519 22.9 0.55

676 22:32:50.80 -60:31:59.7 24.2 22.8 0.23 0.50 0.33 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.318 24.0 0.23

684 22:32:55.71 -60:32:11.4 21.5 19.6 0.06 0.97 0.00 20.57 0.29 0.31 0.25 0.673 21.3 0.35

687 22:32:50.34 -60:32:01.1 24.3 28.9 0.08 3.33 0.10 23.20 0.38 0.50 0.01 0.920a 24.0 0.63

691 22:32:48.83 -60:32:03.5 24.1 22.4 0.14 1.40 0.15 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.980a 24.0 0.14

708 22:32:52.70 -60:32:07.2 21.8 24.7 0.76 2.63 0.45 21.91 0.47 0.28 0.29 0.464 21.5 0.78

758 22:32:54.77 -60:32:15.4 21.6 19.1 0.06 0.75 0.11 20.39 0.20 0.19 0.36 0.480a 21.6 0.18

759 22:32:53.85 -60:32:13.1 24.2 24.6 0.30 1.12 0.87 22.31 0.27 0.39 0.06 0.114 23.6 0.44

763 22:33:00.23 -60:32:33.9 20.5 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.57 0.45 0.29 0.00 0.415 20.7 0.77

766 22:32:56.04 -60:32:20.4 22.5 23.8 0.21 0.67 0.23 22.73 0.72 0.43 0.05 0.519 21.9 1.16

768 22:32:53.04 -60:32:17.0 23.7 24.0 0.21 1.54 0.29 23.82 1.04 0.71 0.16 0.760a 22.9 1.45

770 22:32:48.87 -60:32:16.0 23.0 25.1 0.31 2.08 0.44 21.41 0.31 0.61 0.10 0.580 22.8 0.51

774 22:32:52.01 -60:32:14.9 23.4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.00 0.30 0.39 0.00 0.800a 23.2 0.52

822 22:32:54.78 -60:32:28.9 24.1 24.4 0.11 1.51 0.10 23.70 0.41 0.06 0.08 0.760a 23.5 0.64

10010 22:33:05.87 -60:33:43.3 22.6 22.4 0.37 0.54 0.27 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.640a 22.4 0.37

Figure 2.The totalm agnitude retrieved from the �tting m odel

iscom pared to thetotalm agnitudem easured in a m odelindepen-

dent way (catalogs’m agnitude) for the galaxies analysed in this

paper.D ashed linescorrespondsto � 0.5 m ag overtheassum ption
ofan exact agreem ent.

HD F{N.Thesedi�erencesillustratethestrong �eld{to{�eld

variationspresentin sm allobserving volum es.

Table 3.Coarse binning ofgalaxy classi�cations.

Type B/T H D F{N H D F{S Total

E/S0 > 0.5 20% 12% 16%

Sa/Sc < 0.5 63% 74% 68%

Irr/M erger 17% 14% 16%

5 D ET ER M IN A T IO N O F A C C U R A C Y

Tocalibratetheaccuracy ofourparam eterdeterm ination we

have m ade two di�erenttests.First,we have run our code

on sim ulated arti�cialgalaxies.This perm itsan evaluation

ofthe apparent m agnitude lim it cut{o�.G alaxies brighter

than thism agnitude lim itare then claim ed to be recovered

with a certain degree ofaccuracy.W e also have m ade a di-

rect com parison between the structuralparam eters recov-

ered using ouralgorithm and those recovered using G IM 2D

on theHD F{N (M S98).W edescribe thesetwo issuesin the

following subsections.

5.1 Sim ulations

Sim ulationsareakeyelem entin theinterpretation oftheob-

servations.Forfainterobjects(i.e.atdecreasing thesignal{
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Table 2. F606W Best M orphological Param eter Values For G alaxies with I814(A B)< 24.5 m ag and z< 0.4 in the H D F{N and

H D F{S.

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13)

ID V 606(cat) �e;b re;b n �b �d(0) h �d B/T z V 814(m od) re

m ag m ag/"2 (") m ag/"2 (") m ag (")

H D F{N

10 24.4 26.1 0.11 1.35 0.26 23.6 0.44 0.40 0.02 0.080a 23.9 0.72

11 23.6 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.1 0.33 0.60 0.00 0.321 23.6 0.50

55 23.9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.3 0.53 0.75 0.00 0.200a 24.2 0.75

85 20.1 23.1 0.28 1.52 0.10 20.7 0.70 0.40 0.06 0.089 20.0 1.10

191 24.8 25.5 0.37 4.40 0.24 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.372 24.6 0.37

350 21.8 24.7 0.15 2.58 0.55 21.9 0.53 0.25 0.02 0.320 21.6 0.88

351 24.5 27.3 0.32 2.10 0.30 23.7 0.46 0.54 0.06 0.240a 24.2 0.74

363 24.9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.1 0.18 0.60 0.00 0.010a 24.8 0.28

445 22.6 21.7 0.22 0.87 0.53 23.4 0.60 0.56 0.56 0.319 22.5 0.37

537 21.5 21.5 0.24 1.03 0.42 22.4 0.52 0.04 0.36 0.321 21.4 0.55

611 22.8 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.5 0.28 0.70 0.00 0.319 22.6 0.48

619 24.0 25.9 0.72 4.00 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.370 23.9 0.72

631 24.0 22.6 0.22 0.37 0.62 23.4 0.25 0.25 -0.52 0.321 23.9 0.22

637 23.4 26.3 1.66 1.00 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.089 22.6 1.66

669 24.1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.6 0.27 0.29 0.00 0.010a 23.9 0.39

757 19.9 21.7 0.18 0.42 0.62 21.3 1.09 0.51 0.02 0.199 19.9 1.79

869 21.5 24.1 0.23 1.62 0.67 22.4 0.64 0.37 0.03 0.321 21.8 1.04

914 18.7 20.3 0.63 2.30 0.23 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.089 18.5 0.63

1029 24.3 23.2 0.21 1.86 0.40 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.130 24.1 0.21

1067 19.5 20.0 0.11 0.51 0.18 19.2 0.42 0.34 0.06 0.139 19.5 0.66

H D F{S

184 20.8 23.6 0.19 6.03 0.32 20.7 0.41 0.27 -0.08 0.340 20.9 0.66

186 20.8 23.7 0.77 6.84 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.328 20.6 0.77

244 21.7 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.0 0.67 0.80 0.00 0.173 21.7 1.00

283 24.4 27.2 0.24 3.11 0.12 23.6 0.59 0.55 0.04 0.180a 23.6 0.96

314 23.5 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.6 0.18 0.14 0.00 0.220a 23.5 0.28

438 25.1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.6 0.23 0.55 0.00 0.359 24.7 0.37

446 21.9 24.0 0.12 12.1 0.09 21.2 0.23 0.44 0.19 0.364 22.8 0.37

487 24.2 24.2 0.43 0.69 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.240a 23.6 0.43

508 24.0 24.3 0.37 0.64 0.51 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.280a 24.8 0.37

528 21.7 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.1 0.45 0.56 0.00 0.365 21.8 0.68

676 24.5 23.4 0.25 1.42 0.39 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.318 24.1 0.25

759 24.4 23.8 0.18 0.36 0.26 23.0 0.31 0.48 0.17 0.114 24.0 0.42

to{noise S/N)the structuralparam etersofthe galaxiesare

progressively m oredi�culttodeterm ine.Toquantify thisef-

fectitisnecessary to run realistic sim ulationsm atching the

observationalconditions.W esim ulated two kind ofobjects.

First,we created bulge{only (i.e.pure elliptical) arti�cial

galaxies, and second,we constructed bulge+ disc galaxies.

In both cases,wem ade150 arti�cialobjectswith structural

param etersrandom ly distributed in the following ranges:

� bulge{only structures:196 I(AB)6 25,0.05
00
6 re 6 0.6

00
,

0.56 n 6 4,and 0 6 � 6 0:6

� bulge+ disc structures: 196 I(AB)6 25,

0.05
00
6 re 6 0.6

00
, 0.56 n 6 4, and 0 6 �b 6 0:4,

0.2"6 h 6 1:5
00
,06 B =T 6 1,and 0 6 �d 6 0:6.

Arti�cialgalaxieswere created by using theIRAF task

M KO BJECT.W e supportasan inputto thistask the sur-

facebrightnessdistribution com ing from ourdetailed convo-

lution between thePSF and theoriginalm odel.To sim ulate

the realconditions ofour observations,we added a back-

ground sky im age (freeofsources)taken from a pieceofthe

realim age.The PSF FW HM in the sim ulation was set at

0.147
00
and assum ed known exactly.The pixelscale ofthe

sim ulation was0.04
00
,as are the drizzled HD F pixelscales.

Thesam eprocedurewasused to processboth thesim ulated

and actualdata.

From these sim ulationswe �nd thatthebulge and disc

param eters (as wellas the galaxy globalproperties as to-

talm agnitude,re,etc.) can be determ ined with an accu-

racy of� 10% for galaxies with I814(AB)< 24.5 m ag.Con-

sequently,we consider I814(AB)= 24.5 m ag as our lim iting

m agnitude for a reliable determ ination ofthe param eters.

Furtherdetails ofhow the sim ulations are constructed and

theerrorsdeterm ined can befound in Trujillo etal.(2001a)

and Aguerri& Trujillo (2002).

5.2 C om parison w ith P revious W orks

M S98 using a di�erent code,G IM 2D (Sim ard 1998),con-

ducted aquantitativem orphologicalanalysison theHD F{N

close to thatpresented here.The m ain di�erencesbetween
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both analysesare:thelim iting apparentm agnitudeand the

m odelfor the bulge com ponent.G IM 2D was run down to

I814(AB)< 26 m ag,i.e.1.5 m ag deeper than in the present

analysis.However,although individualerrorsforthegalaxy

param etersare available,there are notsim ulationsshowing

the accuracy ofthe structuralparam eters as a function of

theapparentm agnitude.Anotherdi�erenceisthatG IM 2D

was run using a de Vaucouleurs m odel(n= 4 �xed) for the

bulges.Fixing n to 4 has the advantage ofdecreasing the

num beroffree param eters,however,in thenearby universe

a rangeofn (from 0.3 to 6)isfound (Andredakis,Peletier&

Balcells 1995,G raham 2001).M oreover,n relates with the

totalm agnitude ofthe bulge com ponentand itwould be of

interest to know ifthis relation evolves with tim e (Aguerri

& Trujillo 2004).

In Fig.3 we show the com parison between the global

sizeofthegalaxiesre asobtained from ourcode(n free)and

G IM 2D (n= 4)versusz and versustheapparentm agnitude.

The com parison islim ited to I814(AB)< 24.5 m ag and z< 1.

Thereisa good agreem entbetween thesetwo di�erentalgo-

rithm s(� 75% ofthegalaxieshavea sizedi�erencelessthan

20% ).However,we �nd a sm allo�setof5% toward sm aller

re in our code relative to G IM 2D .This o�set seem s to be

realin thesensethata T-Studenttestrejectsthehypothesis

that this is produced by chance by m ore than 99.9% .This

o�setisnotdependenton z orm agnitude and (due to itis

notpresentin oursim ulations)m ustbeintrinsically related

to theway ourcodeand G IM 2D estim ate theglobalgalaxy

size.Asexplained before ourcode uses Eq.(5)to estim ate

re.Thisequation isderived by thede�nition ofe�ectivera-

dius(i.e.L(re)= 0.5L(1 )).O n theotherhand,G IM 2D eval-

uates re by integrating the bulge and disc expressions out

to in�nity and then evaluating re.It is possible that their

assum ption ofn= 4playsherethism inorroleincludingm ore

light than what it is actually observed with a n sm aller.If

this is the case we would expect that their size would be

slightly largerthan ours.In any case,itisim portantto note

thatthiso�setism uch sm allerthan thestandard deviation

found atcom paring both codes(� 20% ).

W ealso presentthecom parison between ourB/T ratio

and G IM 2D in Fig.4.The globalpropertiesofthe galaxies

re and B/T are shown to be very robustfor thissam ple of

galaxies.In the nearby Universe,Sim ien & de Vaucouleurs

(1986),using a n= 4 bulge,did an estim ation ofthe B/T

ratio for a sam ple ofgalaxies ranging a large variation of

m orphological types. G raham (2001) conducted a sim ilar

analysis using this tim e a n free bulge.He found that the

useofa n= 4 bulge (instead ofa n free)producesan overes-

tim ation oftheB/T ratio.W edo notseea strong di�erence

between ourB/T valuesand the G IM 2D estim ations.This

is probably due to m ost ofour galaxies having sm allB/T

ratios and consequently the bulge com ponent is not dom i-

nant.However,theuseofa di�erentm odelforthebulgewill

have consequenceswhen dealing with bulge propertiessuch

asre;b.

W ealso com pareourB/T determ ination with them or-

phologicaltype obtained from van den Bergh et al.(1996,

hereafter vdB96).This is shown in Fig.5.The num erical

classi�cation used by vdB96 (Abraham et al. 1996) is as

follows:E/star:-1,E:0,E/S0/Sa:1,S0/Sa:2,Sa/Sab:3,

Sb/S/Ir:4,Sc:5,Ir:6,Peculiar/M ergers: 7 or 8.As ex-

plained before,galaxieswith B/T> 0.6 were reanalysed and

Table 4.Coarse com parison ofgalaxy classi�cations

in the H D F{N down to I814(A B)< 24.5 m ag and z< 1

for the sam e group of galaxies using three di�erent

m ethods.The num berofanalysed galaxies is102.

Type B/T Thiswork M S98 vdB96

E/S0 > 0.5 20% 15% 22%

S/Irr < 0.5 80% 85% 78%

Figure 3. The relative error between the size estim a-

tion using our code and G IM 2D d(re)/re= 2� (re(G IM 2D )-

re(ours))/(re(G IM 2D )+ re(ours))isshown versusz and versusthe

apparentI814 m agnitude.The histogram showsthatfor� 75% of

the galaxies the di�erence on size islessthan 20% .

�tted with a bulge{only S�ersiccom ponent(i.e.B/T= 1).For

illustrative purpose, to avoid the appearance of just one

pointatB/T= 1 in Fig. 5,we haverandom ly m oved allthe

galaxies with this B/T value a 5% around 0.95.The m ain

di�erence between our analysis and M S98 is the group of

galaxies classi�ed by vdB96 as vdB= 0.Contrary to M S98,

m ost of the vdB96 visual ellipticals are also classi�ed as

B/T= 1 in ourquantitative analysis.

The fractions ofthe di�erent m orphologicaltypes ac-

cording to vdB96 (down to I814(AB)< 25 m ag and not z

restrictions) are:30% E/S0,31% S/Irr and 39% not clas-

si�ed.However,these percentages depend on the lim iting

m agnitudeand thelim iting redshiftused.To m akea reason-

able com parison between the di�erentm orphologicaltypes

which follow from the three di�erentm ethods(ours,M S98

and vdB96) we have used exactly the sam e galaxies.O ur

results are presented on Table 4.As we can see the agree-

m entbetween the di�erentm ethodsisgood.Consequently,

previousclaim ed discrepanciesbetween visually and quanti-

tativem ethods(M S98)areshown hereto bepotentially due

to di�erent lim iting m agnitude criteria and redshift.How-

ever,although the fractions m ay be sim ilar for each study,

di�erentgalaxies m ay populate each bin.W e have checked

ifthisisthecase by com paring galaxy by galaxy and found

thatthe agreem entin each bin isgreaterthan 65% .

W e have also undertaken a com parison with the anal-

ysisdone in the HD F{S by M oth & Elston (2002).In that

work,33 galaxieswith 0.56 z6 1.2 and I814< 25 areanalysed.

The m odelused for extracting structuralinform ation is a
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Figure 4.The di�erence between the B/T estim ation using our

codeand G IM 2D d(B/T)= B/T(G IM 2D )-B/T(ours)isshown ver-

sus z and versus the apparent I814 m agnitude. The histogram

shows that for � 73% of the galaxies B/T di�ers less than 0.2

units.

Figure 5.Com parison ofthe param eterB/T with the vdB m or-

phologicaltype derived from the visualclassi�cation ofvan den

Bergh etal.(1996).

single S�ersic law and not a bulge+ disc decom position.For

thatreason thecom parison isnotstraightfoward.Forthe20

galaxieswehavein com m on,we�nd a very good agreem ent

in the globalsize (di�erence less than 20% ) for 18 objects

(90% ).A sim ilar analysis using also a single S�ersic law is

done in Trujillo etal.(2004) for K s{band selected galaxies

down to K s= 23.5.Trujillo etal.analysed in the I814{band

galaxies up to z� 0.8.The agreem entin the globalsizes for

the com m on 61 galaxies isgood,with � 68% ofthe objects

having a di�erence lessthan 10% .

6 C O M P LET EN ESS A N D

R ED SH IFT -D EP EN D EN T SELEC T IO N

EFFEC T S

The ability to detecta galaxy iscritically dependenton its

apparent surface brightness.G alaxies with larger B/T are

easier to detect because they are m ore concentrated,and

galaxies with larger radiiare harderto detectthan sm aller

onesatgiven totalm agnitude.Therefore,itisofinterestto

know whether our observed param eter distribution would

bebiased by thegalaxy selection function oftheSExtractor

detection algorithm (used in both catalogs we are using).

Theevaluation ofcom pletenessoftheHD F{N wascarefully

m odelin detailby M S98 (theirFig.5).According to these

authors galaxies brighter than I814(AB)< 24.5 are fully re-

covered.D ueto thevery sim ilarcharacteristicsoftheHD F{

S these resultsare also valid forthat�eld.Thism eansthat

in thesam pleofgalaxiesshown in thiswork theincom plete-

ness is not playing any role and consequently we willnot

take itinto accountin the subsequentanalysis.

Redshift{dependentobservationalbiasescan alsom im ic

realevolutionary changesin the galaxy population (Sim ard

et al. 1999). For a given m agnitude lim it (in our case

I814(AB)= 24.5 m ag) there is a corresponding threshold in

the observable restfram e lum inosity which increases with

redshift.W e illustrate this in Fig.6.This �gure shows the

rest{fram e lum inosity in the V{band versusthe redshift.

To estim ate the rest{fram e lum inosity in the V{band

we m ake use ofthe com plete �lter coverage ofthe HD Fs.

W e have used the 
uxesm easured in the U 300,B 450,V 606,

I814,J,H and K bandsprovided by the Fern�andez{Soto et

al.(1999; HD F{N) and Labb�e et al. (2003; HD F{S) cat-

alogs. W ith these 
uxes we construct observed SED s for

every galaxy.As we have redshift data for our sources we

estim atetheredshifted wavelength ofthecenterofthelocal

V-band �lter(�= 5510 �A)(i.e.weevaluate�= 5510� (1+ z)).

Atthatwavelength,we m easure the restfram e V-band 
ux

by linearly interpolating thecatalog’s
uxesatthetwo clos-

est� values.Theadvantangeofusing thism ethod isthatwe

do not rely on any SED m odelto estim ate the lum inosity.

There are two m ain sourcesofuncertainty:

(i) The uncertainty due to the photom etric redshifts:

m ost ofour galaxies (70% in the HD F{N and 60% in the

HD F{S)have z spectroscopically determ ined,however,the

rem aining fractions have an uncertainty of dz/(1+ z)� 0.1.

Thisuncertainty in z can be translated into lum inosity un-

certainty of� 30% .

(ii) The uncertainty dueto thetotal
ux calibration:the

reliability of the total 
ux m easured through a given �l-

terwilldepend on the S/N ofthe sources.Fortunately,the

HD Fsare so deep,and the objects selected in thiswork so

bright,thatthise�ectdoesnotplay am ajorrole.In fact,we

can seefrom thecom parison between ourm odelm agnitudes

(which arean extrapolation ofthetotalm agnitudeup to an

in�nite radialextension) and the aperture m agnitude (our

Fig.2) that the m ean discrepancies between both is � 0.2

m ag,being the \true" 
ux value probably in between these

two estim ates.The above uncertainty in the m agnitude is

translated into a lum inosity uncertainty of� 20% .

According to the above two points we willassum e on

whatfollows an uncertainty in the restfram e V{band lum i-

nositiesof� 35% .

In Fig. 6 we show how our high{z sam ple represents

only the m ost lum inous fraction ofthe galaxy population.

The lack ofbright galaxies at low redshift results directly

from theirlow volum e densitiescoupled with the sm allvol-

um e of the HD F over this redshift range. G alaxies with

LV > 2� 10
9
h
� 2

L� (i.e.M B 6 -17.5 assum ing B-V= 0.9)

can be studied along the fullredshiftrange.
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Figure 6.The LV -zdiagram forthe objectsselected in oursam -

ple with I814(A B)< 24.5 m ag.

Figure 7. The relation between the m odel{independent global

m agnitudeversustheapparentglobalsem i{m ajore�ective radius

size (in the I814{band).

7 H D F{N A N D H D F{S LU M IN O SIT Y {SIZE

R ELA T IO N S O U T T O Z� 1

Itisofinterestto know whetherthe population ofgalaxies

in theHD F{N and HD F{S presentsim ilarglobalstructural

properties. W e show in Fig. 7 the relation between the

m odel{independent globalm agnitude versus the apparent

globalsem i{m ajor e�ective radius size (in the I814{band).

W ehaverun thegeneralization oftheK olm ogorov{Sm irnov

(K {S) test on two dim ensional distributions (Fasano &

Franceschini1987) and found that the nullhypothesis(i.e.

that the two distribution have a sim ilar origin) can not be

rejected.

In whatfollows,to facilitate the com parison with local

calibrating data,we use,instead ofthe globalsem i{m ajor

e�ective radius re,the circularized e�ective radius re;c (i.e.

we use re;c = re

p
(1� �)with � the intrinsic,non{PSF af-

fected,projected ellipticity ofthegalaxy).Forthosegalaxies

whereB =T< 1,� = �d.Tobesurethattheestim ateofthein-

trinsicellipticity ofoursources,and hencetheconversion to

circularized e�ective radius,wasnotsystem atically a�ected

by the PSF e�ect we studied the presence ofany obvious

Figure 8. The intrinsic (i.e. the recovered non{PSF a�ected)

ellipticity ofthe galaxies versus:a) the redshift ofthe observed

sources and b) the apparent I814 totalm agnitudes.N o clear re-

lation isobserved.

trend with z or the I814 apparent m agnitude (Fig.8).No

clearrelation isfound.

W ehaveconducted a sim ilaranalysisto thatpresented

in Fig.7 using therest{fram epropertiesoftheabovegalax-

ies.Thisisshown in Fig. 9a.In thiscase,the nullhypoth-

esis also can not be rejected.To avoid any bias due to K {

correctionswe haveused forgalaxieswith z < 0.4 thestruc-

turalparam eters obtained in the F606W �lter (Table 2).

For galaxies with 0.4< z < 1 the �lter used was F814W .

Thereforethesizesarecom puted forroughly thesam erest{

fram e wavelenghts (between B and V) over the entire red-

shift range. This avoids any band{dependent size e�ects.

Thiswould be particularly im portantin late{type galaxies.

In the localuniverse,G raham (2001) �nds (assum ing that

the e�ective radius ofthe bulge is not m odi�ed) that the

scale ofthe discsincreases15{25% from R to B band.

In Fig. 9b we show the sam e sam ple but m aking

a separation between early{type (B/T> 0.5) and late{type

(B/T< 0.5)galaxies.Ata �xed lum inosity,late{type galax-

iesare largerthan the early{types.

7.1 Testing the hypothesis ofevolution

Shen etal.(2003)haveshown them edian and dispersion of

the distribution ofthe circularized half{light radius (Blan-

ton etal.2003) for di�erent bandsas a function ofthe lu-

m inosity in the Sloan D igitalSky Survey (SD SS,York et

al.2000).Theiranalysisisbased on an unprecedented large

database ofnearby galaxies with typicalz� 0.1.In the fol-

lowing,we closely m atch the analysis presented in Trujillo

et al.(2004).W e use the SD SS g{band (the closest avail-

able �lterto ourV{band)size distributions(S.Shen,2003,

private com m unication) as a localreference ofthe size dis-

tribution ofgalaxiesin thenearby universe.Them edian and

dispersion oftheShen etal.distribution in theg{band sep-

arating into early and late type are shown in Fig. 10.W e

also overplotourHD Fsdata.

Thecriteria followed to separatebetween early and late

typesin the presented SD SS relations is di�erent from the

one we have used.In the Shen etal.distributionsa galaxy

isseparated into early orlate typeaccording to whetherits
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Figure 9. a) The distribution of circularized rest{fram e sizes

versus the rest{fram e V {band lum inosities is shown separating

galaxies according to their ownership to the H D F{N or to the

H D F{S.b) Sam e as a) but this tim e segregating the points be-

tween late{type (B/T< 0.5) and early{type (B/T> 0.5) galaxies.

Forclarity errorbarsare notshown.The m ean size relative error

is20% and the m ean lum inosity error30% .

Figure 10. a) The distribution of rest{fram e sizes versus the

rest{fram eV {band lum inositiesisshown forlate{type(B/T< 0.5)

galaxies.b)Sam e asa)with early{type (B/T> 0.5)galaxies.The

points are separated according to the z value.For clarity error

bars are not shown.The m ean size relative error is 20% and the

m ean lum inosity error30% .

globalS�ersicindex n islargerorsm allerthan 2.5.Theindex

n derived fortheseauthorscorrespondsto a globalS�ersic�t

to thewholegalaxy,whereaswehaveused a bulge+ discde-

com position and ourindex n refersonly to thebulgecom po-

nent.The separation between early and late typeaccording

to the globalindex n can be a�ected by the inclusion of

som e Sa galaxies as early{type galaxies.This e�ect is well

illustrated by Ravindranath etal.(2004,theirFig.1).Also,

som econtam ination in thelate{typegalaxiesatlowerlum i-

nositiesisexpected from dwarfellipticalswhich have n� 1.

7.1.1 Late{Type galaxies

Atagiven lum inosity,Shen etal.proposefornearbygalaxies

the following size log{norm aldistribution with m edian �re

and logarithm ic dispersion �:

f(rej�re(L);�(L))=
1

p
2��(L)

e
�

ln
2
(re = �re(L ))

2� 2 (L )
dre

re
: (6)

To address the problem ofsize evolution,we have as-

sum ed thatthefunctionalform ofthesizelog{norm aldistri-

bution function (Eq.6)found fornearby galaxiesalso holds

atallredshifts,butwith evolving param eters:

�re(L;z)= �re(L;0)(1+ z)
� �

(7)

�(L;z)= �(L;0)(1+ z)
�
: (8)

Here,�re(L;0) and �(L;0) are the m edian size and disper-

sion provided atz= 0 by the Shen etal.(2003)data,and �

and � describe the redshiftevolution.Im plicitin Eq.7 and

Eq 8 we assum e the sam e size evolution for allthe galax-

ies independently oftheir lum inosity.However,in order to

assure thatwe observe the sam e type ofgalaxies along the

explored redshift range 0< z< 1 (see Fig.6) we select only

galaxies with LV > 2� 10
9 h� 2 L� .To explore in m uch de-

tailthe evolution ofthe lum inosity{size relation with z we

have separated our sam ple in galaxies with z< 0.5 (m ean

z� 0.4)and galaxieswith z> 0.5 (m ean z� 0.7).Thenum ber

ofgalaxieswith LV > 2� 10
9
h
� 2

L� is31 in the lowerz bin

and 85 in the higher.D ue to the scarce num ber ofobjects

in the lower z bin we willconcentrate our analysis on the

galaxies with z> 0.5.In addition,there is a group of out-

liers with z< 0.5,lum inosities between 0.1{1� 10
10

h
� 2

L�

and sm allsizes that a�ects our analysis at lower redshifts.

These galaxies have allz photom etrically determ ined.The

option oftaking only galaxies with z spectroscopically de-

term ined forthisbin isnotusefulbecauseofthefew num ber

ofgalaxiesthen available.

W e evaluate � and � using a M axim um Likelihood

M ethod.The likelihood to m axim ize isgiven by:

L =

nY

i= 1

f 
 gL 
 gre (9)

Each m em ber(one per galaxy m easured) ofthe product is

a convolution between the expression f given in Eq.6 and

a gaussian representing the error on the lum inosity gL and

anothergaussian representing theerroron thesize gre.The

width ofeach gaussian is given by the error at estim ating

the lum inosity and the size respectively.

The result of this analysis is shown in Fig. 11. Ac-

cording to this analysis the lum inosity{size distribution of

disc galaxies presents a slightly (although com patible with

cero) broader dispersion at higher redshift.The dispersion

increasesby � 20(� 25)% .To know whetherthisincrease in

the dispersion is realor not willrequire a large num berof

galaxies.

W e observe a m oderate decrease in the sizes �

30(� 10)% at z> 0.5. In the lum inosity{size distribution a

decrease in the size can also be interpreted as an increase

in the lum inosity ofthe objects.In fact,thisseem sto be a

plausiblehypothesisto explain theobserved lum inosity{size

evolution found at high{z.According to the studies ofthe

evolution ofthestellarm ass{to{lightratio (seee.g.Rudnick
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Figure 11.Lum inosity{sizeevolution forlate{type galaxieswith

z> 0.5.Likelihood contoursrepresenting the evolution in size and

dispersion in the �{� plane. Solid line represents the 1� con-

�dence level contour, dashed line the 2� con�dence level. The

cross shows the position of no{evolution in this plane.Positive

values of� represent decreasing values ofthe size with redshift.

Positive values of� represent increasing the intrinsic dispersion

� ofthe population with redshift.The lum inosities are given in

1010 L� .

etal.2003)the stellarpopulationswere youngerathigh{z,

and forthatreason,the m ass{to{light ratio isa decreasing

function with z.Consequently,even though the size ofthe

galaxies doesnotdecrease with z,the lum inosity evolution

oftheobjectswillsim ulatethise�ect.Consequently,ourob-

served evolution in the lum inosity{size distribution can be

alternatively interpreted asa decreasein thecentralsurface

brightnessof� 0:77(� 0:30)m ag atatz� 0.7.

The resultspresented here are in agreem entwith those

found by Lilly etal.(1998),Sim ard etal.(1999)and Ravin-

dranath et al. (2004). These authors do not �nd a great

changefrom localgalaxiesoutto z= 0.7 and a hintofchange

atz> 0.7with shorterobjectsthan thoselocally observed for

a sim ilarm agnitude range.

7.1.2 Early{Type galaxies

In addition to the SD SS distribution and for covering the

range offaint galaxies in the relation shown in Fig. 10b,

we have used a localsam ple of200 ellipticalgalaxies from

theVirgo,Fornax and Com a cluster(Caon etal.1990;1994;

Binggeli& Jerjen 1998;G uti�errez etal.2004).Thissam ple

rangesfrom -22< M B < -12.To transform to V{band m agni-

tudeswehaveused B � V = 0.9.To facilitate thecom parison

with this data,this tim e we use the sem i{m ajor e�ective

radius.The resultofthiscom parison isshown in Fig.12.

Itisinteresting to note thatthe observed distribution,

with a plateau atthefaintestgalaxies,isin qualitativegood

agreem entwith thedistribution ofgalaxiesfound in nearby

sam ples.The apparentabsence ofevolution in the shape of

the distribution ofgalaxies in the size{lum inosity relation

suggests that the early{type galaxies were yet assem bled

athigherredshift(Fasano etal.1998,van D okkum & Ellis

2003,Franx etal.2003,van D okkum etal.2003,D addietal.

2003,Vazdekis,Trujillo & Yam ada 2004).However,we ob-

servethatata given size,high{zearly{typegalaxiespresent

Figure 12.The distribution ofrest{fram e sizes versus the rest{

fram e V {band lum inosities is shown for early{type (B/T> 0.5)

galaxies.Thepointsareseparated according to thez value.Sm all

open points correspond to 200 ellipticals from a nearby sam ple

of V irgo,Fornax and Com a clusters.For clarity error bars are

not shown. The m ean size relative error is 20% and the m ean

lum inosity error30% .

higher lum inosities than the localsam ple.To quantify this

increase we have �tted the early{type lum inosity{size rela-

tion ofthe SD SS by using an expression ofthe form :

re = a� L
b

V (10)

W e�nd thefollowing values:aS D S S= 2.25 and bS D S S= 0.65.

W e have repeated the sam e exercise thistim e in ourz> 0.5

early{type sam ple.D ue to the scarcity of points we have

�xed the b slope to the sam e value than the SD SS sam -

ple.To m ake the �t we use the points de�ned by the gi-

antellipticals(i.e.those pointswith LV > 10
10 h� 2 L� ).O n

doing that we �nd:aH D F s= 1(� 0.05).This im plies a fac-

torof� 3.5(� 0.25)greaterin lum inosity which corresponds

to � 1.35(� 0.10) m ag.This is in good agreem ent with the

brighteningof1{1.5 m ag observed in therest{fram eB{band

by Im etal(1996;2002)and Schade etal.(1999)using the

HST M edium D eep Survey and otherHST �elds.Itis also

obtained in large area �elds (Bellet al.2004).It is ofin-

terest to note that the com parison between SD SS and the

HD Fsare between �eld early{type galaxies.The bright el-

lipticalgalaxiesin thenearby clustersde�nea relation with

aclusters= 3.45.Consequently,we�nd thatearly{typegalax-

ies in the HD Fs at z� 0.7 are a factor of 6.7 brighter in

lum inosity (� 2 m ag)than thepresent{day ellipticalin clus-

ters.In agreem ent with previousstudies thatindicate that

early{typesin clustersare olderthan in the �eld.

W e have checked, using a 2D K S, test whether the

no{evolution (versus the passive evolution) m odelcan be

ruled out.To do that we have used only the galaxies with

LV > 0.1� 10
10 h� 2 L� and z> 0.5.Thistest rejects the no{

evolution hypothesis with a con�dence larger than than

99.9% .This lum inosity evolution is consistent with m odels

in which the bulk ofstarsin the �eld E/S0 galaxiesform ed

before z> 1.5 and have been evolving ratherquiescently.
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8 D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

Itisofinteresttocom paretheresultspresented in thispaper

with the theoreticalexpectationsaccording to the di�erent

scenariosofgalaxy form ation.

In the hierarchicalscenario,following M o etal.(1998),

the size ofthe baryonic com ponent ofdisc galaxies is ex-

pected toscalewith redshiftasR / H
� 1(z)at�xed circular

velocity,or R / H
� 2=3

(z)at �xed m ass.In a 
at universe


= 1,the Hubbleconstantevolveswith redshiftas:

H (z)= H 0[
 � + 
 0(1+ z)
3
]
1=2

(11)

where 
 � and 
 0 are the present{day density param eters.

At z� 0.7 (the m ean z of our high{z population),the ex-

pected evolution is 0.68< R(0.7)/R(0)< 0.77.This decrease

is com patible with our estim ation: � 30(� 10)% .However,

before extracting any conclusion we m usttake into account

thattheM o etal.predictionsare forthem ass{size relation

whereasthiswork dealswith thelum inosity{sizerelation.In

fact,according to previous(Trujillo etal2004)and ongoing

(Barden etal.2004;privatecom m unication)work,although

the lum inosite{size relation haschanged dram atically from

z� 3,the stellar m ass{size relation has rem ained nearly in-

variantfrom then.

In the infall scenario, for the rest{fram e B{band,

Bouwens & Silk (2002) propose the following dependence

in size:R(z)/R(0)= 1-0.27z. At z= 0.7 this corresponds to

a decrease of19% .This value is in agreem ent (although is

slightly sm allerthan the observed)with ourm easurem ents.

Contrary to the above predictions ofthe hierarchicalm od-

els,theBouwens& Silk prediction isforthelum inosity{size

relation,and consequently,the com parison with ourobser-

vationsisam oredirectone.Itisim portanttonote,however,

that our analysis is done in the V{band,and the expected

evolution from the Bouwens & Silk (2002) m odelcould be

slightly di�erentin thisband.

As pointed out by Bouwens & Silk (2002):\The hier-

archicaland infallm odelspredictrelatively sim ilaram ounts

of evolution in global properties (size, surface brightness,

and lum inosity) for disc galaxies to z� 1".This im plies we

need to �nd an extra test for disentangle between both

scenarios.The m ain di�erence between both approaches is

the evolution of the com oving num ber density of the ob-

jects. In the infall m odels is im plicitly assum ed no num -

berevolution whereasin thehierarchicalm odelthenum ber

ofdisc galaxies,is an increasing function ofz:N(V c,z)dV c

/ (1 + z)(2:9� 3:3) at a �xed circular velocity,or N(L,z)dL

/ (1+ z)
(1:45� 1:85)

,ata �xed lum inosity (see e.g.M ao,M o

& W hite 1998).The scarce num berofgalaxiesin thiswork

and the strong �eld{to{�eld variations preventa de�nitive

answeratthispointand largerareasare required.

Contrary to thediscgalaxies,thenum berof�eld E/S0s

decreasesathigh{zin thehierarchicalpicture.However,in a


atnonzero � universe the sem ianalyticalm odelspredicta

weak num berdensity evolution.Thism akesdi�cultto dis-

entangle between the m onolithic evolution scenario and the

hierarchicalview up toz� 1.A m orede�nitiveanswertothis

problem willcom efrom studying in detailthepopulation of

E/S0sgalaxiesin the 1< z< 2 interval.
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