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ABSTRACT

Based on drizzled F606W and F814W in ages, we present quantitative structural

param eters in the V {band rest-fram e for all galaxies wih z<1 and Ig;4 AB)<245
mag in the Hubbl Desp Fields North and South. Our structural param eters are
based on a two{oom ponent surface brightness distrdbution using a Sersic bulge and
an exponential disc. D etailed sim ulations and com parisons w ith previous work are
presented. The um nosity {size distrdbution of early {type galaxies is consistent w ith
the hypothesis that their structural properties were already In placeby z 1 and have
evolved passively since then; early{type galaxieswere 135( 0.) m ag brighter in
rest{fram e V {band lum inosity at z 0.7 than now . Com pared to present day late{
type galaxies, those at z 0.7 with Ly >02 10 h 2 . show a m oderate decrease
( 30( 10)% ) in size (or interpreted di erently, a decrease of 0.77( 030) mag In
the central surface brightness) at a given lum inosiy. F nally, we m ake a com parison
ofour results w ith the infall and hierarchicalm odels.

K ey words: galaxies:distances and redshift —galaxies: evolution —galaxies: photom —

etry —galaxies: fundam ental param eters

1 INTRODUCTION

TheHubbleDeep Field HDF) North W illiam s et al. 1996)
and South (Casertano et al. 2000) are am ong the deepest
view s ofthe universe ever obtained. T hese cbservations were
specially m ade to facilitate the study of galaxy evolution.
The high resolution of the publically avajJak‘JJe drizzled in —
ages (0 .O4m/pjx, ie. 022h‘* kpc at z l.l_l) convert them

Into an ideallaboratory form orphologicalevolutionary stud—
Jes.

M orphology plays a fundam ental role in understanding
galaxy evolution aseach galaxy type could evolve di erently
w ith z.To facilitate the com parison w ith the theoretical pre—
dictions, galaxy evolution studiesm ust be rooted in a quan-
titative basis. In addition, quantitative m oxphology enables
one to study any possible evolution of the galaxy structural
param eters such as lum inosity, size, etc., and their associ-
ated scaling relations w ith regards to the values m easured
n nearby sam ples.

?

¢ E-m ail: trujillo@ m pia-hd m pg.de (IT ); plfonsol iaces (JALA)
1 W eadopta {cosmology throughout the paperwith y =0.3,
=0.7and Hp=100h km s ' Mpc *.

In the hierarchical galaxy fom ation fram ework, both
disc and elliptical galaxy properties are expected to evolve
at high{z. In this paradigm , i is generally assum ed that
much of a galaxy’s star formm ation takes place in a galac—
tic disc which fom ed by gas infall into dark m atter halos
W hite & Frenk 1991; Kau m ann et al. 1999; Som erville &
Prim ack 1999).A ccordingtoM o, M au & W hite (1998) the
size of the disc galaxies, at a xed halo circular velocity,
must decrease w ith redshift asR /H ! (z) where H (z) isthe
Hubble param eter at redshift z. On the other hand, E /SO
galaxies are expected to form via repeated m erging (T oom re
& Toom re 1972).The form ation epoch of the E /S0 galaxies
is sensitive to the assum ed values of coan ological param e~
ters, occurring at higher redshift at ower v (K au mann
& Charlot 1998).

T here are altemative theories of galaxy form ation.O ne
is that all galaxies, lncluding 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) . A cocording to this theory E /SO properties w illbe
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 iky way and
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other nearby galaxies to propose radially dependent m odels
of star form ation that could be used to m ake predictions
about high{z disc evolution (Cayon, Sik & Charlt 1996;
Bouwens, Cayon & Sik 1997; Roche et al. 1998). H ow ever,
both the hierarchical and \backward" m odels predict rela—
tively sim ilar am ounts of evolution in disc global properties
(size, um inosity, etc.) to z 1 Bouwens & Sik 2002).

The eld covered by both HD F' s is not Jarge 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 other less deep sam ples. D iscrepancies associated to in—
com pleteness can be ound In the literature, for exam ple,
studying discs galaxies, Schade et al. (1995, 1996) who used
early ground{ and space{based im ages of galaxies from the
Canada{France Redshift Survey (CFRS) and Roche et al.
(1998) n the M edium D eep Survey found a net increase in
the surface brightness and a net decrease in the size. H ow —
ever, Sin ard et al. (1999), who conducted a detailed analysis
of the selection e ects In the D eep E xtragalactic E volution—
ary Probe DEEP) survey found no evolution in disc prop-—
ertiesup to z 1.

In the follow ing work we conduct a detailed m orpholog—
ical analysis of all the galaxies w ith z< 1 in the HD F {N orth
and South on the drizzled F 606W and F814W in ages down
to Is14 AB)=245m ag.Q uantitative m orphological analysis
can be conducted using non {m odelbased techniques like the
concentration and asym m etry ofthe galactic light (A braham
et al. 1996). H owever, these techniques have the disadvan-
tage that they do not allow the study of the di erent struc-
turalcom ponents of the galaxy separately, and particularly,
the evolutionary analysis of the wellknown local scale rela—
tion can not be addressed.

Im proving upon previous analyses, our structural pa-
ram eters are based on a two{com ponent surface brightness
distrbution using a Sersic r'™ bulge (Sersic 1968) and an
exponential disc. A previous detailed m orphological analy—
sis ofthe HDF {N was carried by M arleau & Sin ard (1998,
hereafter M 598) . H owever, that work only considered a =4
bulge, instead ofa free r'™ .0 urassum ption ofan freebulge
is m ore In agreem ent to what it is ocbserved in the nearby
universe (see, eg.G raham 2001 and references therein).On
the other hand, even though the nearly identical quality of
the HD F {S, a system atic quantitative m orphological analy—
sisofthis eld have been not yet conducted and it is of great
Interest to com pare the galaxy properties between these two
twin elds.

In this paper we present the galaxy structural param e—
tersofboth HDF elds and com pare our resuls to previous
classi cation schem es. To assess the degree of evolution, if
any, the early{ and late{type lum inosity{size relations are
com pared w ith those ocbserved in the nearby universe pro-—
vided by large local surveys such as the Sloan D igital Sky
Survey (York et al. 2000). In a second paper (@A guerri &
Trujillo 2004), we analyse the redshift evolution ofthe struc-
turalcom ponents ofthe galaxies bulge and disc) separately.
T he outline of this paper is as follow s: section 2 describes
the characteristics of the observed elds. O ur quantitative
m orphological analysis algorithm is explained in section 3.
In section 4 we detail our ob fct m orphological classi ca—
tion and in section 5 we analyse the accuracy of our analy—
sis by com paring our results w ith sin ulations and previous
work. Section 6 deals w ith the issue of selection e ects.The

Jum inosity { size relations ofearly { and late{type galaxies are
presented in section 7.W e discuss our resuls in section 8.

2 DATA

Each HDF iImage consistson a 2.5 25 aram in® W ide
Field Planetary Camera 2 W FPC2) pointing W illiam s
et al. 1996, HDF {N ; Casertano et al. 2000, HDF {S). The
in ages were acqguired through the broad band F300W ,
F450W , F606W , and F814W  Iters. For the present work
we have used the publically available reduced F606W and
F8l4W Version 2 Drizzled images with a sampling of
0.04 arcsec/pixel and a total exposure time of 109050
s (F606W HDF{N), 123600 s (F814W ;HDF{N), 97200 s
F606W JHDF {S) and 112200 s F814W ;HDF {S). The high
sam pling ofthese in ages avoids the undersam pling problem s
a ecting other Hubble Space Telescope (H ST ) In ages.

In order to assure a reliable estin ation ofthe structural
param eters (see the sin ulations section) we have selected
all the Ig14 AB)< 245 galaxies with z< 1. In addition, to
m aintain the analysis in the V {band rest{fram e, we have
also studied the Ig14 AB)< 245 galaxies wih z< 04 in the
F606W  Iter. The above restrictions leave us with 123 ob—
fctsin the HDF {N and 95 in the HD F {S. T he redshift and
totalm agnitude nform ation was obtained from two photo—
m etric redshift catalogs: Femandez{Soto, Lanzetta & Yahil,
(1999; HDF {N ) and Labbeet al. (2003; HDF {S).TheHDF {
N catalog provides aperture m agnitudes which are then cor-
rected for the e ect of neighboring. T hese m agnitudes cor-
respond to the SE xtractorm agnitudes nam ed as \best".For
theHDF {S catalog, Labbe et al.provide w ith a \color" aper—
ture (see their sec. 52). This \color" aperture is an isopho-
tal aperture determ ined by the K s {band detection isophote
at the 5  detection threshold when the galaxies satisfy a
\size" criteria, and isa xed aperture when the galaxies are
outside this \size" range. This \color" m agnitude is nally
transfom ed to a totalm agnitude using the totalm agnitude
In the Ks{band. The totalK s {band m agnitude is based on
a Kron{like aperture (SEx AUTO) derived from the K{
detection in age.W hen available, spectroscopic redshifts are
used. T his corresponds to 70% ofthe galaxies in the HD F {N
and 60% in the HDF {S in the present work.

T he num ber identi cations ofthe ob Fcts correspond to
the sam e num bersused in the photom etric redshift catalogs.

3 THE FITTING ALGORITHM

O ur m orphological analysis is based on the decom position
ofthe surface brightness (SB) pro l into a bulge and a disc
com ponent. The bulge com ponent is m odeled by a Sersic
(1968) pro ke of the fom :

T@) = T 0)e > )" @

where I, (0) is the bulge central intensity, r.p is the bulge
sam i{m apr e ective radius and n the Sersic shape param e~
ter. T he intensity at the bulge e ective radius rey is given
by Lp=1I, 0)e PaThe quantiy b, is a function of the
shape param enter n, and is chosen so that r.; encloses
half of the total lum inosity. T he exact value is derived from

@2n) = 2 @n;b,),where (@) and (a;x) arethegamma
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and the incom plete gam m a function (A bram ow itz & Stegun
1964,p.260).The Sersicm odelcontainsthe classicaldeVau—
couleurspro kwhen n isequalto 4.The disc com ponent is
an exponentialpro le Freem an 1970) given by:

r=h

I@= 1L Oe @)

where I (0) is the central ntensity and h is the disc sem i{
m apr scale{length. T he set of free param eters is com pleted
w ith the ellipticities ofthe bulge , and the disc 4.In addi-
tion, it is possible to detem ine from the above param eters
the totalm agnitude:

Igis model) = 25og(Fp+ Fa)=t)+ C 3

where t is the exposure tin e, C is the zeropoint, Fy, is the
bulge um inosity Fy = L O)riy I )2 n @n)=b" and
Fq is the disc um fnosity Fq = Io O)h® 1 4)2 .W e have
used C=23.02 F606W ) and C=22.09 F81l4W ) In the AB
system .

W e can also evaluate thebulge{to{totallum inosity ratio
B/T:
B F
— = — @
T Fp+ Fg
and the global sem i{m a pr e ective radius r. by solving the
equation :

B =T 2 @n;b (e=rep) ")

1 . =2 @;r=h 16
1 BT ) 2jr=h) )

O ur param eter{recovering m ethod is describbed in detail
In Trujillo et al. (2001a) and Aguerri & Trujillo (2002).The
m ain points of the routine are as ©llows. The nalSB dis—
tribbutions resulting from the convolution between the Point
Spread Function (PSF) and our 2D Sersic m odel SB dis—
trbbution are dependent on the intrinsic ellpticity of the
original source. H ow ever, to evaluate the intrinsic ellipticity
of a m odel (ie. the value of the ellipticity of the isophotes
before being a ected by the seeing) it is often insu cient to
sin ply m easure the ellipticity at one given radial distance.
T he ellipticity of the isophotes is reduced by seeing and this
reduction depends on the radial distance of the isophote to
the centre of the m odel, the size of the seeing, and the val-
ues of the m odel param eters (Trujillo et al. 2001b,c). For
that reason, the detem ination of the intrinsic ellipticity of
the source and the tting process to detem ine the struc—
tural param eters m ust be done in tandem (ie. iteratively
and self{consistently) . To do thiswe sim ultaneously tboth
the observed 1D SB and ellipticity sem i{m a pr axis radial
pro les using convo]yed pro les for each. W e illustrate our
technique in Fig. IL

Them easured SB and ellipticity sem i{m a pr radialpro—

les are obtained from tting ellipses to the isophotes of the

selected ob fcts. T he elliptical isophotes are m easured using
the task ELLIPSE within IRAFE: and ttihgdown to 1.5
where is the standard deviation of the sky background
of the In ages). A Levenberg{M arquardt non{linear tting
algorithm (P ress et al. 1992) was used to detem ine the set

2 IRAF isdistrbuted by the N ationalO ptical A stronom icalO b—
servatories, w hich are operated by AURA , Inc. under contract to
the NSF .

of free param eters which m inin izes %.A variety of start-
Ing param eters are used to ensure that our ts do not get
trapped in local 2 m inima.

ThePSF wasestin ated ttingaM o at function to star
pro les. The high sam pling of the drizzled in ages that we
used and the presence of enough non {saturated stars along
the eld ofview facilitates the estim ation of the P SF prop—
erties by a direct t to this sin ple analytical function. W e

nd that a M o at function with the param eters presented
below reproduces the observed P SF very well. W e have es-
tin ated a 5 per cent uncertainty in the estin ation of the
FW HM due to changes from one W FPC2 position to an-—
other. In addition, the use of an analytical P SF facilitates a
robust analytical estin ation of the convolution between the
P SF and the Sersic pro k.

W e nd the Pollow ing and FW HM (Full at W idth
HalfM axinum ) asourbest{ tting stellar param eters: =3,
FWw HM = 0%142 F606W ); =25,FW HM = (%147 F814W ).
T he best{ tt:ng ga]axy param eters in the F814W band are
shown in Tab]elL There, we list the ollow Ing:

(1) The galaxy ddenti cation num ber as appearing in the
photom etric redshift catalogs Femandez{Soto, Lanzetta &
Yahil, (1999; HDF {N) and Labbe et al. (2003; HDF {S).

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

(4) Best AB (8140) m odel{independent m agniudes ac—
cording to the photom etric catalogs.

(5) The surface brightness of the bulge at the e ective
radius (m ag/arcsec2 in the Is14 band).

(6) The sam i{m apr e ective radius of the bulge (arcsec).

(7) The Sersic index n of the bulge.

(8) The ellipticity of the bulge.

(9) The ocentral surface brightness of the disc
m ac_:}/arcsec2 n the Ig14 band).

(10) The sem i{m apr scale length of the disc (arcsec).

(11) The ellipticity of the disc.

(12) The bulge{to{total lum inosity ratio B=T < 0 in-
dicates galaxies classi ed as irreqular/peculiar/m erger sys—
tem s).

(13) Spectroscopic redshift unless the index \a" appears
which m eans photom etric redshift from Femandez{Soto,
Lanzetta & Yahil, (1999; HDF {N) and Labbe et al. (2003;
HDF({S).

(14) Total AB (8140) magniude as derived from the
model t.

(15) The global sem i{m apre ective radius of the galaxy
(arcsec) .

For galaxies w ith z< 04 the best{ tting ga]axy param —
eters in the F606W band are shown in Tab]eh

Our code has already been used and tested in a vari-
ety of H ST and ground{based studies of nearby and distant
galaxies: the quantitative m orphological analysis of galaxies
in Abell 2443 (Trujllo et al. 200la) and Com a (G utierrez
et al. 2004; A guerri et al. 2004) clusters, the num ber den-
sity evolution of galaxies in the SSA 13 and SSA 22 H aw aiian
Deep Fields @Aguerri & Truijillo 2002), the ISAAC near{
Infrared im ages ofthe HDF {S (Trujillo et al. 2004) and the
Flanking Fields HST in ages (G raham et al. 2004). In Tru—
Jllo et al. (2004) we have also m ade a com parison between
our code and the GALFIT code (Peng et al. 2002) nding
an excellent agreem ent.
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Table 1.Best M orphological Param eter Values For G alaxies with Ig;4 AB)< 245 mag and z<1 in the HDF {N and HDF {S.

1) ) (3) 4) ®) 6) (7) 8) 9) (10) 11) (12) (13) (14) (15)
D RA.QJ2000) D .(d2000) Te1s (cat) o Lo n . 4O h 4 B/T z i tmod) o
(hm :s) ( m :s) mag mag/*® ™) m ag/"? ™ mag ™
HDF {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 62:12:11.8 232 213 0.06 1.09 021 2211 024 0.14 020 0.561 23.1 031
7 12:36:57.60 62:12:123 23.1 242 0.08 1.38 0.71 2291 0.36 0.26 0.01 0.9202 234 0.59
10 12:36:51.95 62:11:553 23.7 23.9 012 0.55 0.35 23 .45 0.52 0.38 0.05 0.0802 233 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 62:11:334 244 23.5 0.16 2.95 011 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.8802 244 0.16
18 12:36:49.24 62:11:484 22.9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.92 021 0.37 0.00 0.961 22.8 0.37
33 12:36:59.37 62:1221.6 24 0 25.1 0.01 10.6 0.59 22 .85 0.31 0.38 0.00 0.472 23.9 051
54 12:36:58.65 62:1221.7 23.3 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.69 0.14 0.30 0.00 0.681 23.3 022
55 12:36:41.97 62:11:330.3 233 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 23.15 0.55 0.67 0.00 0.2002 238 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 62:11:331.8 19.7 218 0.34 0.46 0.40 20.72 0.81 0.70 0.14 0.089 203 1.15
91 12:36:42 .28 62:11:34.7 23.8 22.8 0.15 027 0.64 2326 0.34 0.26 0.14 0.7602 23.7 0.48
122 12:36:43.80 62:11:42.8 208 23.6 0.91 6.32 025 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.764 204 0.91
124 12:36:46.50 62:11:513 219 20.9 0.16 230 0.13 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.504 219 0.16
125 12:37:00.56 62:12:34.6 213 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 62:12:09.6 229 218 0.14 0.53 028 23 .42 0.61 0.46 031 0.456 22.7 0.62
144 12:36:57.21 62:12258 22.3 22.5 0.09 0.84 0.66 2228 0.49 0.18 0.02 0.561 22.0 0.80
183 12:36:41.33 62:11:41.0 224 23.7 0.09 10.7 0.10 2124 026 0.39 0.15 0.585 225 0.40
191 12:36:45.33 62:11:54 4 23.0 234 0.30 4.64 021 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.372 22.8 0.30
197 12:36:45.05 62:11:54.1 24 2 264 0.12 8.75 023 2321 0.30 0.07 0.03 0.9202 23.8 0.49
205 12:36:47.50 62:12:02.5 24 .4 241 0.40 043 0.49 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.9202 244 0.40
218 12:36:46 26 62:11:59.7 244 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2328 0.39 0.65 0.00 0.4402 244 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 22.9 020
245 12:36:46.54 62:12:03.1 243 26.1 0.55 0.68 0.38 20.74 0.09 0.50 0.32 0.454 24 2 021
247 12:36:45.95 62:12:01 .3 23.7 23.0 041 047 0.54 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.679 234 041
257 12:36:51.72 62:1220.1 215 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.77 0.30 0.63 0.00 0.401 214 0.46
270 12:36:44 .82 62:12:00.2 22.9 23.0 0.09 0.85 042 22 .67 0.42 0.24 0.05 0.457 22. 0.67
273 12:36:50.16 62:12:16.9 224 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 0.8002 243 0.51
310 12:36:48.12 62:12:14.8 244 222 0.13 0.77 0.35 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.962 245 0.13
319 12:36:49.52 62:1220.0 24 .4 23.7 0.35 0.93 0.58 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.961 242 0.35
335 12:36:53.45 62:12:3342 228 24 2 025 128 0.78 20.94 031 0.62 0.03 0.559 224 051
339 12:36:49.05 62:1221 .2 224 26.0 0.32 1.62 043 21.77 031 0.14 -0.03 0.953 224 0.51
344 12:36:50.85 62:12272 24 2 24 2 0.39 0.49 0.33 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.6402 242 0.39
345 12:36:56.65 62:12:453 20.0 21.2 027 1.06 0.10 2215 1.89 0.63 0.19 0.517 19.6 2.49
350 12:36:58.77 62:12:523 212 219 0.08 1.46 0.64 21 .36 0.48 0.32 0.02 0.320 213 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 0.2402 23.7 0.74
363 12:36:49.99 62:12262 244 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.74 023 0.78 0.00 0.0102 245 0.38
381 12:36:55.57 62:12:454 21.9 20.8 0.06 0.50 0.11 2131 0.31 022 0.09 0.790 22.0 047
391 12:36:41.94 62:12:054 210 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.90 026 0.06 0.00 0.432 20.8 0.46
394 12:36:58.35 62:12:56 .2 242 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2225 0.19 049 0.00 0.5202 24 .5 031
409 12:36:55.62 62:12:492 229 23.9 0.12 0.61 0.46 23.56 0.62 031 0.03 0.950 229 1.01
424 12:36:40.95 62:12:053 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 62:13:00.3 223 218 025 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 .5 242 22.9 0.01 102 0.99 22.93 041 0.77 0.00 0.7202 244 0.68
454 12:36:56.93 62:12:58.1 23.5 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2125 021 0.54 0.00 0.520 234 0.35
458 12:36:57.31 62:12:59.6 213 23.9 048 2.37 0.88 20.66 027 0.08 0.05 0473 21.5 045
465 12:36:43.62 62:12:182 22. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.70 0.19 031 0.00 0.750 226 031
467 12:36:42 .91 62:12:16.3 20.7 21.8 0.52 045 0.36 2148 0.40 0.38 0.62 0.454 20.9 0.56
476 12:36:47.28 62:12:330.6 22.7 228 0.38 1.08 0.68 2351 0.68 025 0.32 0.421 222 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 0474 20.2 0.99
495 12:36:41 .48 62:12:14.9 234 20.1 0.06 1.44 0.69 20.66 0.13 043 028 0.8802 233 0.15
500 12:36:53.90 62:12:53.9 20.8 20.5 0.09 1.15 0.58 20.83 043 027 0.06 0.642 20.9 0.68
512 12:36:54.78 62:12:582 243 241 0.34 0.51 0.32 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.851 244 0.34
521 12:36:39.43 62:12:11.7 23.8 23.0 0.20 341 0.25 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.0002 23.5 0.19
524 12:36:5026 62:12:45.7 214 222 023 6.31 022 21 .46 0.38 0.38 0.50 0.678 213 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. 0.14 2.05 029 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.952 233 0.13
563 12:36:50.84 62:12:514 23.1 26.5 0.16 517 028 23.54 0.80 026 0.01 0.485 223 133
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1) @) (3) 4) () (6) (7) (8) 9) (10) 11) 12) 13) (14) 5)

D R A .(J2000) D .(J2000) Tg14 (cat) ejb Teib n b 4 0) h q B/T 4 14 (m od) re

(hm ::s) ( m :s) m ag m ag/'z ") m ag/"2 ") m ag ™M)

565 12:36:48.99 62:12:45.8 236 234 041 0.6 048 0.000 0.00 0.L00 -1.00 0.512 235 041
581 12:36:49 .47 62:12:48.7 23.9 226 012 0.1 0.03 2291 021 0.16 0.45 0.760 23.8 0.19
599 12:36:57.71 62:13:15.1 23.0 241 051 116 0.05 0.000 0.00 0.L00 -1.00 0.952 22.8 0.51
611 12:36:50.82 62:12:55.8 225 223 012 2.03 037 20.92 030 049 0.13 0.319 221 0.44
617 12:36:38.97 62:12:19.7 222 232 048 0.98 0.05 0.000 0.00 0.L00 -1.00 0.609 222 0.48
619 12:36:55 .46 62:13:11.1 221 243 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 62:13:11.3 236 224 023 051 017 0.000 0.00 0.L00 -1.00 0.321 234 023
637 12:36:51.43 62:13:00.6 22.7 250 089 0.70 023 0.000 0.00 0.L00 -1.00 0.089 229 0.89
650 12:36:44.18 62:12:40.3 233 236 0.08 1.08 0.11 2312 047 005 0.03 0.873 22.7 0.76
653 12:36:46.12 62:12:46 .4 223 21.0 010 220 0.08 22.73 043 025 0.45 0.900 222 0.33
655 12:36:49.63 62:12:57.5 21.9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.06 026 059 0.00 0.477 21.9 0.42
662 12:36:55.00 62:13:14.7 238 23.7 022 037 023 22 .02 022 0.63 0.35 0.511 23.9 029
669 12:36:39.77 62:12:228.5 23.7 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2231 026 025 0.00 0.010% 23.6 0.37
671 12:36:47.54 62:12:52.6 23.9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.07 032 0.66 0.00 0.681 23.6 0.55
683 12:36:41.61 62:12:35.6 244 226 013 1.6 024 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.5202 243 0.12
689 12:36:39.86 62:12:31.5 241 21.9 011 0.6 0.60 23.07 032 052 0.30 0.6402 23.9 0.34
694 12:36:43.15 62:12:42 2 21.7 232 057 5.0 025 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.847 212 0.56
709 12:36:44.18 62:12:47.8 216 21.7 010 1.79 020 2125 036 020 0.11 0.558 215 0.53
716 12:36:38.40 62:12:31.3 226 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.87 058 0.77 0.00 0.944 22.6 0.90
719 12:36:49.68 62:13:07.3 242 242 0.18 0.85 032 2251 0.17 0.18 025 0.9202 242 025
720 12:36:43.96 62:12:50.0 20.9 23.7 037 1.79 0.60 20.58 053 0.0 -0.06 0.557 20.8 0.85
727 12:36:38.60 62:12:33.8 23.9 244 0.06 285 0.1 21.95 030 0.6 0.02 0.904 23.7 049
740 12:36:49.03 62:13:09.7 240 21.9 018 046 044 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.960% 23.8 0.18
743 12:36:49.37 62:13:11.2 221 213 020 250 0.15 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0478 21.8 0.19
746 12:36:49.72 62:13:13.0 214 245 0.77 134 0.70 21.09 057 0.70 0.13 0.475 214 0.93
749 12:36:50.47 62:13:16.1 226 226 0.04 170 0.62 22 .39 067 0.1 0.03 0.851 22.6 1.09
751 12:36:48.08 62:13:09.0 204 19.1 010 152 0.04 21.58 057 0.08 041 0.475 202 0.42
757 12:36:51.05 62:13:20.6 19.6 21.7 028 0.58 0.60 20.99 129 0.0 0.03 0.199 193 2.10
774 12:36:44.58 62:13:04.6 212 19.7 0.05 232 0.72 20.53 053 0.1 0.05 0.485 211 0.84
775 12:36:48 .47 62:13:16.6 232 222 017 0.99 048 23.15 032 0.9 041 0474 231 032
780 12:36:48.78 62:13:18.4 226 232 0.07 0.2 0.14 2312 064 025 0.02 0.749 223 1.05
781 12:36:46.75 62:13:12.3 236 232 0.09 0.77 040 2232 038 0.63 0.07 0.600* 234 0.59
782 12:36:45.61 62:13:08.9 236 226 018 220 0.18 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.480% 234 0.17
793 12:36:49.07 62:13:21.8 244 235 030 040 0.05 0.000 000 0.00 -1.00 0.8807 23.8 0.30
798 12:36:46.15 62:13:13.8 242 216 011 114 031 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.640% 241 0.11
810 12:36:42 .51 62:13:05.1 243 245 025 3.00 020 0.000 000 0.00 -1.00 0.720% 245 025
817 12:36:42.72 62:13:07.1 221 284 188 100 0.67 19.82 024 0.74 020 0.485 222 0.44
866 12:36:47 .45 62:13:30.0 235 0.00 0.00 0.0 0.00 22.57 026 0.02 0.00 0.9602 235 037
869 12:36:45.86 62:13:25.8 20.9 248 032 155 051 21.96 084 028 0.01 0.321 20.6 1.39
876 12:36:45 41 62:13:25.9 226 201 010 3.04 0.67 20.34 0.18 0.52 043 0.441 222 021
882 12:36:52.23 62:13:48.0 243 228 010 0.68 023 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.520% 242 0.19
884 12:36:54.10 62:13:54.3 224 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21 .46 032 029 0.00 0.849 223 0.54
888 12:36:55.59 62:13:59.8 23.7 223 0.03 645 0.0 22 41 040 0.72 0.07 0.559 23.6 0.62
890 12:36:42.37 62:13:19.3 238 216 010 251 024 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.7602 23.8 0.09
899 12:36:55.50 62:14:02.6 22.9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21 .48 047 0.80 0.00 0.564 22.8 0.80
902 12:36:42.02 62:13:214 235 21.0 0.09 125 0.64 22.77 020 0.05 0.46 0.846 23.6 0.18
912 12:36:51.80 62:13:53.8 211 218 056 0.58 0.60 2225 086 0.60 049 0.557 20.8 0.82
914 12:36:49 .44 62:13:46.9 18.1 194 056 240 040 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.089 18.1 0.55
915 12:36:48.03 62:13:43.0 243 248 015 045 0.60 23.80 055 0.60 0.04 0.840% 24.0 0.88
938 12:36:51.98 62:14:00.8 23.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.02 032 0.67 0.00 0.557 22.7 0.53
941 12:36:52.87 62:14:04.8 232 251 019 152 0.14 21.96 021 0.05 -0.08 0.498 233 0.33
979 12:36:53.65 62:14:17.6 234 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.36 033 0.73 0.00 0.517 232 0.48
989 12:36:49.50 62:14:06.7 218 211 0.18 0.61 048 2129 036 031 025 0.752 21.6 0.44
990 12:36:46.03 62:13:56.3 242 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.93 016 031 0.00 1.0002 242 025
1018 12:36:46.35 62:14:04.6 212 248 113 110 0.5 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.960 20.6 1.12
1022 12:36:51.39 62:14:220.9 233 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.05 053 0.60 0.00 0.439 22.8 0.88
1027 12:36:48.35 62:14:12.3 238 242 0.88 043 0.80 0.000 0.00 000 -1.00 0.9202 239 0.88
1028 12:36:50.36 62:14:18.6 23.0 231 018 0.79 0.84 2245 039 037 0.05 0.816 229 0.62
1029 12:36:46.54 62:14:07.5 23.9 22.7 020 154 033 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.130 23.7 0.19
1038 12:36:48.10 62:14:14 4 244 218 0.06 057 024 22.03 015 037 029 0.9202 243 0.16
1048 12:36:47.18 62:14:14 2 235 231 015 053 049 21.06 0.18 043 0.11 0.609 232 027
1063 12:36:53.11 62:14:38.0 242 235 037 085 0.60 0.000 0.00 0.L00 -1.00 0.4002 24.0 037
1067 12:36:48.32 62:14:26 .2 19.1 19.8 018 1.02 020 19.40 048 0.20 0.15 0.139 19.0 0.68
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1) ) (3) ) (5) () M ®) ©) (10) (11) 12) 13) (14) 5)
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HDF {S
29 223324627 —60:34:16.3 21.0 19.3 0.09 049 023 20.19 019 0.03 036 0.460* 212 0.19
30 22:33:00.48 —60:34:17.6 232 243 045 482 029 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.6202 22.9 0.45
41 22:32:56.06 —60:34:14.1 221 214 022 0.50 0.47 2232 045 033 0.39 0.564 22.0 0.42
49 22:32:45.60 —60:34:15.1 244 248 050 2.04 0.41 0.000 0.00 0.L00 -1.00 0.462 23.8 0.50
50 22:32:47.55 —60:34:08.5 212 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.53 034 023 0.00 0.560 212 0.60
53 22:32:50.94 —60:34:152 242 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.51 0.09 0.19 0.00 0.424 23.8 0.15
64 22:32:5521 —60:34:10.0 234 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.99 022 005 0.00 0.9602 233 0.32
65 22:33:01.54 —60:34:10.7 235 247 013 0.79 0.63 21.50 020 041 0.02 0.853 235 0.33
75 22:32:5523 —60:34:07 4 231 23.9 0.10 0.83 0.35 22 .69 038 020 0.03 0.465 229 0.62
87 22:33:04 44 —60:34:09.0 24.0 240 0.18 0.69 0.10 2313 031 029 0.22 0.4802 23.7 0.41
91 22:32:52 22 —60:34:02.6 22.0 218 011 0.72 027 20 44 026 0.63 0.13 0.511 223 0.37
95 22:32:45.98 —60:34:07.2 23.8 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.53 0.07 025 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 0.9802 225 0.09
99 22:32:52.13 —60:33:59.3 21.8 235 023 147 0.50 21.94 086 0.9 0.04 0.564 211 1.38
138 22:32:46.88 —60:33:54.7 212 202 019 3.07 0.42 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.4202 211 0.19
153 22:32:48.23 —60:33:54.9 234 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.93 039 0.64 0.00 0.721 231 0.54
184 22:333:03.56 —60:33:41.6 20.0 236 037 349 028 19.86 043 025 -0.07 0.340 19.8 0.71
186 22:33:05.77 —60:33:41.5 20.0 228 072 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 23.6 232 017 0.92 0.83 2337 0.71 0.0 0.05 0.428 23.0 1.13
193 22:32:47 .64 —60:33:35.7 195 20.7 019 3.08 0.18 2020 058 027 0.19 0.580 194 0.82
198 22:33:02 44 —60:33:46.5 223 222 0.14 048 027 2251 047 037 -0.16 0.695 224 0.66
215 22:32:47 .47 —60:33:43.9 242 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.68 013 0.07 0.00 0.560 241 0.24
220 22324942 —-60:33:43.6 242 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.04 0.10 025 0.00 0.647 243 0.16
223 22:32:53.73 —60:33:374 215 240 035 0.99 0.10 2283 088 0.15 0.09 0.565 211 1.34
227 22:32:59.42 —60:33:39.6 221 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.88 043 028 0.00 0.464 22.0 0.73
234 22:32:51.50 —60:33:374 22.0 220 0.07 148 0.92 19.77 018 045 -0.01 0.577 221 0.30
244 22:32:54.67 —60:33:33.0 212 221 0.02 129 0.42 20.15 052 0.75 0.01 0.173 21.0 0.87
247 22:32:45.30 —60:33:32.4 215 20.8 019 2.92 026 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.5202 215 0.19
256 22:32:5821 —60:33:31.5 22.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21 .51 037 025 0.00 0.423 21.9 0.60
265 22:32:55.72 —60:33:33.6 23.8 245 0.02 120 0.10 2381 054 023 0.00 0.564 234 0.54
270 22:32:52 .34 —60:33:32.9 22.7 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.48 011 023 0.00 0.500* 225 0.17
273 22:33:02.12 —60:33:34.9 241 234 0.08 1.51 0.10 23.18 057 0.65 0.08 0.500 234 0.89
283 22:32:55.81 -60:33:30.2 24.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.92 051 0.62 0.00 0.180* 234 0.89
288 22:33:04 .25 —60:33:31.8 24.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22 .62 025 0.05 0.00 0.465 23.6 0.40
292 22:33:02.75 -60:3322.0 202 201 020 1.75 0.36 21.40 0.72 057 0.48 0.464 203 0.53
297 22:32:57.08 —60:33228.8 23.9 225 0.12 1.0 029 24 44 047 001 0.39 0.680 235 041
301 22:32:59 45 -60:3328.8 242 224 013 151 0.64 21.63 016 051 0.35 0.9802 23.8 0.22
306 22:33:00.86 —60:3325.6 23.6 245 048 0.92 041 0.000 000 0.00 -1.00 0.940% 23.9 0.48
307 22:32:50.55 -60:3325.8 22.6 264 013 271 0.10 21.36 029 029 0.01 0.4402 224 0.48
314 22:32:52.15 -60:3323.8 22.8 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.79 0.l16 0.14 0.00 0.220% 22.8 025
317 22:32:57.04 -60:3322.9 22.8 20.8 0.09 261 0.16 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.5202 22.9 0.09
337 22:32:45.77 —60:32:50.4 221 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.81 033 0.6 0.00 0.852 223 0.53
339 22:32:54.04 —60:32:51.6 221 20.7 014 151 0.10 21.70 032 037 0.62 0.515 215 023
344 22:32:47 .66 —60:32:522 233 253 0.07 1.4 0.90 2218 038 0.52 0.01 0.4802 230 0.64
345 22:32:4923 —60:32:53.3 225 243 022 1.98 0.11 22.76 058 0.03 0.08 0.500* 21.8 0.90
367 22:332:47.77 —60:32:55.9 242 26.7 0.07 105 0.10 23.96 042 021 -0.04 0.960% 24.0 0.07
374 22:33:00.48 —60:32:58 4 241 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.68 010 020 0.00 0.4402 23.9 0.14
394 22:32:45.63 -60:33:01.3 214 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 19.81 024 040 0.00 0.760% 214 041
409 22:32:57.53 —60:33:06.0 20.4 21.9 0.05 4.38 0.01 20.71 040 001 -0.02 0.580 20.6 0.66
410 223325721 —60:33:054 22.8 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22 .00 040 046 0.00 0.582 22.7 0.56
415 22:32:54.01 —60:33:054 22.7 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20 .42 029 0.72 0.00 0.581 224 0.49
420 22:32:51.66 —60:33:05.9 243 232 016 331 0.14 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.9802 241 0.16
427 22:332:52.29 —60:33:08.3 211 214 0.09 0.63 0.61 21.74 0.64 053 0.03 0.583 215 1.05
429 22:33:03.85 —60:33:08.7 22.9 251 016 124 0.10 22 .69 045 046 0.13 0.970 22.9 0.71
438 22:32:48.99 —60:33:09.2 246 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2217 022 057 0.00 0.359 243 0.36
442 22:32:49.49 —-60:33:11.0 231 23.9 033 124 0.14 23.94 0.72 033 0.36 0.564 225 0.78
446 22:32:53.91 —60:33:13.3 21.0 226 026 4.05 0.06 20.10 039 040 0.33 0.364 20.4 0.54
456 22:32:50.97 —60:33:13.9 24 4 222 0.04 3.75 0.10 22 .67 035 0.1 0.15 0.4602 23.7 0.51
459 22:32:48.55 —60:33:13.8 233 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1920 0.07 029 0.00 0.4802 231 0.14
464 22:33:01.88 —60:33:16.3 21.7 241 057 2.32 0.88 20.13 026 052 0.07 0.428 21.7 0.45
476 22:32:55.86 —60:33:17.6 23.0 256 011 127 0.47 2135 020 0.19 0.04 0.581 23.0 0.33
482 22:33:00.14 —60:33:18.9 233 218 011 0.83 028 22 .68 028 0.02 0.31 0.540 23.0 0.30
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Figure 1. Surface brightness and ellipticity sem i{m a or radialpro les tting to
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som e galaxies in our sam ple. T he three top galaxies are

well tted with a single Sersic law . T he three bottom galaxies are tted using a Sersic bulge plus an exponential disc.

A prelin nary way of exam ining the goodness of our
structural param eter detem ination is to com pare the best
t model m agnitude wih the m agniude measured in a
m odel Independent way F ig. E‘) . The m odel iIndependent
m agniude is the catalogs’ m agnitude. A s expected from its
extrapolation to the in nity, them odelm agniude is aln ost
always equalor brighter than the m odel independent deter—
m nation.

4 OBJECT MORPHOLOGICAL
CLASSIFICATION

Follow ing previous works (e€g.M S98) our galaxy classi ca—
tion schem e relieson B /T (Sin jen & de Vaucouleurs 1986).
G alaxies are considered \ellipticals" iftheirB /T > 0.6. Ifthis
is the situation the galaxies are reanalysed w ith jast a Sersic

com ponent and the param eters provided here correspond to
this case. G alaxies with B /T between 0.5{0.6 are classi ed

as S0 and obectswith B/T< 05 are nam ed \spirals". H ow -
ever, there is a group ofob fctsthat can notbewell tted by
ourm odels. T hese ob fcts have peculiar shapes (and conse—
quently, their isophotes are hardly tted by ellipses) and are
classi ed in the I‘cr/M erger category. T hese ob gcts are Indi-

cated in Tab]es-L and |2 with B/T=-1.In addition, there are
a group of visually classi ed spiral galaxies where a reliable

t is not achieved due to the presence of strong secondary

structures as bars, spiralam s, etc. T hese galaxies are indi-
cated w ith a value ofB/T< 0.

The results of our galaxy classi cation are shown in
Tabl :3 T here are som e discrepancies between the num ber
of galaxies classi ed asE /S0 and Sa/Sc in the HDF {S and
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1) @) 3) ) 6) (6) (7 8) 9) 1oy @avn (12) 13) (14) 15)
D R A .(J2000) D .(@2000) Is14 (cat) o Tem n o 4 (0) h a B/T z T14 M od) o
hm :s) ( m :xs) m ag m ag/*® ") m ag/"? ") m ag (")
487 22325225 -60:33:19.3 240 235 0.34 0.33 0.19 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0240% 23.7 0.34
490 22:32:54 .27 -60:3320.1 238 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.68 033 0.60 0.00 0.565 240 0.51
491 22:32:54 33 -60:3320.6 23.8 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2243 031 0.56 0.00 0.565 23.8 0.47
508 22:32:45.39 -60:3323.0 239 231 026 047 020 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 02802 23.9 026
528 22:32:53.63 -60:32:35.9 211 241 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 22.7 252 0.07 105 0.10 21.67 0.60 0.81 0.01 0.4802 225 1.01
549 22:32:50.90 -60:32:42.9 20.8 19.9 0.14 1.57 0.13 2232 0.56 0.19 0.60 0.579 20.7 027
575 22:32:55.75 —60:32:13 4 241 259 0.18 043 0.10 23.18 0.34 020 0.03 0.759 23.6 0.56
577 22:32:53.09 -60:32:38.9 23.7 234 0.09 1.11 0.49 21.84 027 0.51 0.05 0.5402 233 0.44
578 22:32:52.07 —-60:31:41.0 231 238 023 141 032 22.16 0.40 0.51 0.18 0.512 22.7 0.57
599 22:32:50.80 -60:31:41.6 235 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.06 026 0.42 0.00 0.515 235 0.45
601 22:32:54 .08 -60:31:42.7 228 238 0.00 104 0.37 20.39 0.17 0.19 0.01 0.513 224 0.28
609 22:32:57.75 -60:32:33.0 219 263 0.50 101 0.28 19.96 0.18 0.33 0.12 0.517 21.8 0.32
610 22:32:57.97 —60:32:34 .3 213 213 0.07 2.24 0.17 21.83 0.64 0.42 0.08 0.760 212 0.99
635 22:32:56.06 -60:31:48.9 213 255 125 11.9 0.96 21.74 0.61 0.30 -0.03 0.514 21.1 1.03
638 22:32:52.69 —-60:31:532 241 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2181 0.33 0.77 0.00 0.9402 23.8 0.50
645 22:32:57.13 -60:31:52 .2 223 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.05 023 0.36 0.00 0.6002 21.8 0.38
663 22:32:50.28 -60:32:03.3 222 213 0.17 1.82 0.09 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.414 222 0.17
673 22:32:55.53 —60:32:17.4 233 225 0.19 0.68 0.53 23.06 0.46 0.37 026 0.519 22.9 0.55
676 22:32:50.80 —60:31:59.7 242 228 023 0.50 033 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.318 240 0.23
684 22325571 -60:32:11 4 215 19.6 0.06 0.97 0.00 20.57 029 031 025 0.673 213 0.35
687 22:32:50.34 -60:32:01.1 243 28.9 0.08 333 0.10 2320 0.38 0.50 0.01 0.9202 240 0.63
691 22:32:48.83 -60:32:03.5 241 224 0.14 1.40 0.15 0.000 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.9802 240 0.14
708 22:32:52.70 -60:32:07 2 218 24.7 0.76 2.63 045 21.91 047 028 029 0.464 215 0.78
758 22:32:54.77 -60:32:154 216 191 0.06 0.75 0.11 2039 0.20 0.19 0.36 0.4802 21.6 0.18
759 22:32:53.85 -60:32:13.1 242 24.6 0.30 1.12 0.87 2231 027 0.39 0.06 0.114 23.6 0.44
763 22:33:0023 -60:32:33.9 205 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.57 0.45 029 0.00 0.415 20.7 0.77
766 22:32:56.04 -60:3220 4 225 238 021 0.67 023 22.73 0.72 043 0.05 0.519 21.9 1.16
768 22:32:53.04 -60:32:17.0 23.7 240 021 1.54 029 2382 1.04 0.71 0.16 0.7602 22.9 145
770 22:32:48 .87 -60:32:16.0 230 251 031 2.08 0.44 2141 031 0.61 0.10 0.580 22.8 0.51
774 22:32:52.01 -60:32:14.9 234 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 22.00 0.30 0.39 0.00 0.8002 232 0.52
822 22:32:54.78 -60:32:28.9 241 244 0.11 151 0.10 23.70 041 0.06 0.08 0.760% 235 0.64
10010 22:333:05.87 —60:33:43.3 22.6 224 0.37 0.54 027 0.000 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.6402 224 0.37
25F 3 Table 3. Coarse binning of galaxy classi cations.
E o
24 F o DRl Type B/T HDF{N HDF{S Total
j e |
% 23 , e YEE , E/SO >05 20% 12% 16%
o g s ] sa/Sc <05 63% 74%  68%
E ) Y 2 E Irr/M erger 17% 14% 16%
£ 22 o “ﬁgé’
5210 et
B 2 ey ® E
S0k 0 HOF-Ne 5 DETERM INATION OF ACCURACY
. HDF-SO |1 s
19k 2 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ E To calibbrate the accuracy ofourparam eter determ ination we
have m ade two di erent tests. F irst, we have run our code
19 20 21 22 23 24 25 on sin ulated arti cial galaxies. T his pem its an evaluation
lg14 (total) of the apparent m agnitude lim it cut{o .G alaxies brighter

Figure 2. The totalm agnitude retrieved from the tting m odel
is com pared to the totalm agnitude m easured in a m odel indepen—
dent way (catalogs’ m agnitude) for the galaxies analysed in this
paper.D ashed lines correspondsto 0.5m ag over the assum ption
of an exact agreem ent.

HDF {N .These di erences illustrate the strong eld{to{ eld
variations present in am all observing volum es.

than thism agnitude lim it are then clain ed to be recovered
w ith a certain degree of accuracy.W e also have m ade a di-
rect com parison between the structural param eters recov—
ered using our algorithm and those recovered using G M 2D

on theHDF{N (M S98).W e describe these two issues in the
follow ng subsections.

5.1 Simulations

Sin ulations are a key elem ent in the interpretation ofthe ob—
servations. For fainter ob gcts (ie. at decreasing the signal{
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Table 2. F606W Best M orphological Param eter Values For G alaxies with Ig;4 AB)<24.5 mag and z< 04 In the HDF {N and

HDF({S.

@ @) (€) ) 5) 6) O] ®) ©) o an 12) s)

D Vo6 (cat) eib eib n b 4 ) h 4 B/T z Vg14 (m od) Te

m ag m ag/"? " m ag/"? ™ m ag "

HDF (N
10 24.4 26.1 011 135 026 23.6 044 040 002 0.080% 23.9 0.72
11 236 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 221 033 060 000 0321 236 0.50
55 23.9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 233 053 0.75 000 0200% 242 0.75
85 201 231 028 152 0.0 207 0.70 040 006  0.089 200 110
191 24.8 25.5 037 440 024 0.00 0.00 000 1.00 0372 24.6 0.37
350 218 24.7 015 258 0.55 21.9 053 025 002 0320 21.6 0.88
351 245 273 032 210 030 23.7 046 054 006 0240° 242 0.74
363 24.9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 221 018 0.60 0.00 0.010° 248 028
445 22.6 21.7 022 087 053 234 060 056 056 0319 225 037
537 215 215 024 103 042 22.4 052 004 036 0321 214 0.55
611 22.8 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 20.5 028 0.70 000 0319 22.6 0.48
619 240 25.9 072 400 023 0.00 0.00 000 1.00 0370 23.9 0.72
631 24.0 22.6 022 037 0.62 234 025 025 -052 0321 23.9 022
637 234 263 1.66 1.00 0.5 0.00 0.00 0.00 -1.00 0.089 22.6 1.66
669 241 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 226 027 029 000 0.010° 23.9 039
757 19.9 217 018 042 0.62 213 109 051 002 0199 19.9 1.79
869 21.5 241 023 1.62 067 22.4 064 037 003 0321 21.8 1.04
914 18.7 203 0.63 230 023 0.00 0.00 000 1.00 0.089 185 0.63
1029 243 232 021 1.86 040 0.00 0.00 000 1.00 0.30 241 021
1067 195 200 011 051 018 192 042 034 006  0.139 195 0.66
HDF {S

184 208 23.6 019 603 032 207 041 027 -0.08 0340 20.9 0.66
186 20.8 23.7 0.77 684 0.4 0.00 0.00 000 1.00 0328 20.6 0.77
244 217 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 210 0.67 080 000 0173 217 1.00
283 24.4 272 024 311 0.2 23.6 059 055 004 0.180° 236 0.96
314 235 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 216 018 014 000 02207 235 028
438 251 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 22.6 023 055 000 0359 24.7 0.37
446 21.9 24.0 012 121 0.9 212 023 044 019 0364 228 037
487 242 242 043 069 0.4 0.00 0.00 000 -1.00 0240° 236 0.43
508 240 243 037 0.64 051 0.00 0.00 000 -1.00 0280° 248 037
528 21.7 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.0 2141 045 056 000 0365 218 0.68
676 245 234 025 142 039 0.00 0.00 000 -1.00 02318 241 025
759 24.4 23.8 018 036 026 23.0 031 048 017 0.114 24.0 0.42

to{noise S/N) the structural param eters of the galaxies are
progressively m ore di cul to determ ne.To quantify thisef-
fect it is necessary to run realistic sin ulations m atching the
observational conditions. W e sin ulated two kind of ob fcts.
F irst, we created bulge{only (ie. pure ellpptical) arti cial
galaxies, and second, we constructed bulget disc galaxies.
In both cases, wem ade 150 arti cialob ctsw ith structural
param eters random ly distributed In the follow ng ranges:

bulge{only structures: 196 IAB)6 25, 0.05°6 r. 6 0.6%,

056 n6 4,and 06 6 06
bulget+ disc structures: 196 IAB)6 25,
005%6r. 606% 05 n 6 4, and 0 6 L, 6 04,

02"6 h6 15%,06 B=T 6 1,and 06 4 6 0.

A rti cialgalaxies were created by using the RAF task
MKOBUJECT .W e support as an Input to this task the sur-
face brightness distribution com ing from our detailed convo—
ution between the P SF and the originalm odel. To sin ulate
the real conditions of our observations, we added a back-
ground sky in age (free of sources) taken from a piece ofthe

real mage. The PSF FW HM in the simulation was set at
0.147%° and assum ed known exactly. T he pixel scale of the
sin ulation was 0.0400, as are the drizzled HD F pixel scales.
T he sam e procedure was used to process both the sin ulated
and actualdata.

From these sinulationswe nd that the bulge and disc
param eters (as well as the galaxy global properties as to—
tal m agnitude, ., etc.) can be detem ined wih an accu-
racy of 10% for galaxies with ITg14 AB)<24.5 mag. Con-
sequently, we consider Igi14 AB)=24.5 m ag as our lim iting
m agniude for a reliable detem nation of the param eters.
Further details of how the sin ulations are constructed and
the errors detem ined can be found in Trujillo et al. (2001a)
and Aguerri & Trujillo (2002).

5.2 Com parison w ith P revious W orks

M S98 using a di erent code, GIM 2D (Sin ard 1998), con—
ducted a quantitative m orphological analysison the HD F {N
close to that presented here. The m ain di erences between
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both analyses are: the lim iting apparent m agniude and the
m odel for the bulge com ponent. GIM 2D was run down to
Lis AB)<26 mag, ie. 15 m ag deeper than in the present
analysis. H ow ever, although individualerrors for the galaxy
param eters are available, there are not sin ulations show ing
the accuracy of the structural param eters as a function of
the apparent m agnitude. A nother di erence is that G IM 2D
was run using a de Vaucouleurs m odel (n=4 xed) for the
bulges. Fixing n to 4 has the advantage of decreasing the
num ber of free param eters, how ever, in the nearby universe
a range ofn (from 0.3 to 6) is ound A ndredakis, Peletier &
Balcells 1995, G raham 2001).M oreover, n relates w ith the
totalm agnitude of the bulge com ponent and it would be of
Interest to know if this relation evolves with tin e (A guerri
& Trujillo 2004).

In Fjg.:_B‘ we show the com parison between the global
size ofthe galaxies . as obtained from our code (n free) and
G IM 2D (n=4) versus z and versus the apparent m agnitude.
T he com parison is lin ited to Ig14 AB)<245 mag and z< 1.
T here is a good agreem ent betw een these two di erent algo—
rithm s ( 75% ofthe galaxies have a size di erence less than
20% ).However,we nd a snallo set of 5% toward an aller
. In our code relative to GIM 2D . This o set seem s to be
realin the sense that a T -Student test rejects the hypothesis
that this is produced by chance by m ore than 99.9% . This
o set is not dependent on z orm agniude and (due to it is
not present In our sim ulations) m ust be Intrinsically related
to the way our code and G IM 2D estin ate the global galaxy
size. A s explained before our code uses Eq. (5) to estin ate
r. . This equation is derived by the de nition ofe ective ra—
dius (e.L (x)=05L (1 )).0On theotherhand,GIM 2D eval-
uates . by Integrating the bulge and disc expressions out
to in nity and then evaliating r.. It is possible that their
assum ption ofn= 4 playshere thism inor role includingm ore
light than what it is actually observed with a n amn aller. If
this is the case we would expect that their size would be
slightly larger than ours. In any case, it is in portant to note
that this o set ismuch am aller than the standard deviation
found at com paring both codes ( 20% ).

W e also present the com parison between our B /T ratio
and GIM 2D in Fjg.:éf . The global properties of the galaxies
r and B/T are shown to be very robust for this sam ple of
galaxies. In the nearby Universe, Sin ien & de Vaucouleurs
(1986), using a n=4 bulge, did an estin ation of the B /T
ratio for a sam ple of galaxies ranging a large variation of
m orphological types. G raham (2001) conducted a sim ilar
analysis using this tine a n free bulge. He found that the
use ofa n=4 bulge (instead ofa n free) produces an overes—
tim ation ofthe B /T ratio.W e do not see a strong di erence
between our B /T values and the GIM 2D estim ations. This
is probably due to m ost of our galaxies having sn all B /T
ratios and consequently the bulge com ponent is not dom i~
nant.H ow ever, the use ofa di erentm odel for the bulge w i1l
have consequences w hen dealing w ith bulge properties such
as .

W e also com pare our B /T determ ination w ith them or-
phological type obtained from van den Bergh et al (1996,
hereafter vdB 96). This is shown in Fig. 5. The num erical
classi cation used by vdB 96 (Abraham et al 1996) is as
ollow s: 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, galaxies with B /T > 0.6 were reanalysed and

Table 4. Coarse com parison of galaxy classi cations
in the HDF{N down to Ig14 AB)<245mag and z<1
for the sam e group of galaxies using three di erent
m ethods. T he num ber of analysed galaxies is 102.

Type B/T Thiswork M S98 vdB 96
E /SO >0.5 20% 15% 22%
S/Irr <05 80% 85% 78%
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Figure 3. The relative error between the size estima-

tion using our code and GM 2D d(r)/r=2 (& (GIM 2D)-
Ie (ours))/ (te (GIM 2D )+ L (ours)) is show n versus z and versus the
apparent Ig;4 m agnitude. T he histogram show s that for 75% of
the galaxies the di erence on size is less than 20% .

tted w ith a bulge{only Sersic com ponent (ie.B/T=1).For
llustrative purpose, to avoid the appearance of just one
pointatB/T=1inh Fi. E‘, we have random Iy m oved all the
galaxies w ith 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 vdB 96 as vdB= 0. Contrary to M S98,
m ost of the vdB 96 visual ellipticals are also classi ed as
B/T=1 in our quantitative analysis.

The fractions of the di erent m orphological types ac—
cording to vdB96 (down to Igi14 AB)<25 mag and not z
restrictions) are: 30% E /SO, 31% S/Irr and 39% not clas—
si ed. However, these percentages depend on the lm iting
m agniude and the lin iting redshift used.Tom ake a reason—
able com parison between the di erent m orphological types
which ollow from the three di erent m ethods (ours, M S98
and vdB 96) we have used exactly the sam e galaxies. O ur
results are presented on Tabl :ﬁi A swe can see the agree—
m ent between the di erent m ethods is good. C onsequently,
previous clain ed discrepancies between visually and quanti-
tative m ethods M S98) are shown here to be potentially due
to di erent lin iting m agniude criteria and redshift. H ow -
ever, although the fractions m ay be sim ilar for each study,
di erent galaxies m ay populate each bin. W e have checked
if this is the case by com paring galaxy by galaxy and found
that the agreem ent in each bin is greater than 65% .

W e have also undertaken a com parison with the anal
ysis done In the HDF {S by M oth & EIston (2002). In that
work, 33 galaxiesw ith 0.56 z6 1 2 and Ig14< 25 are analysed.
The m odel used for extracting structural inform ation is a
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Figure 4. The di erence between the B/T estim ation using our
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show s that for 73% of the galaxies B/T di ers less than 02
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F igure 5.Com parison of the param eter B /T w ith the vdB m or—
phological type derived from the visual classi cation of van den
Bergh et al. (1996).

single Sersic law and not a bulget disc decom position. For
that reason the com parison is not straightfow ard.For the 20
galaxieswe have In comm on, we nd a very good agreem ent
In the global size (di erence less than 20% ) for 18 ob fcts
(90% ). A sin ilar analysis using also a single Sersic law is
done n Trujillo et al. (2004) for K s {band selected galaxies
down to Ks=235. Trujillo et al. analysed in the Ig14 {band
galaxies up to z 0.8.The agreem ent in the global sizes for
the comm on 61 galaxies is good, with 68% ofthe ob fcts
having a di erence less than 10%

6 COMPLETENESS AND
REDSHIFTDEPENDENT SELECTION
EFFECTS

T he ability to detect a galaxy is critically dependent on its
apparent surface brightness. G alaxies w ith larger B/T are
easier to detect because they are m ore concentrated, and
galaxies w ith larger radii are harder to detect than sm aller
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ones at given totalm agnitude. T herefore, it is of interest to
know whether our observed param eter distribution would
be biased by the galaxy selection fiinction of the SE xtractor
detection algorithm (used in both catalogs we are using).
T he evaluation of com pleteness ofthe HD F {N was carefully
m odel in detailby M S98 (their F ig. 5). A ccording to these
authors galaxies brighter than Ig14 AB)< 245 are fully re—
covered .D ue to the very sin ilar characteristics ofthe HD F {
S these results are also valid for that eld.Thism eans that
In the sam ple of galaxies shown in thiswork the incom plete—
ness is not playing any rolk and consequently we will not
take it into account in the subsequent analysis.

R edshift {dependent cbservationalbiasescan alsom in ic
real evolutionary changes in the galaxy population (Sim ard
et al 1999). For a given magniude lin it (in our case
is AB)=245 mag) there is a corresponding threshold in
the observable restfram e um jnosji;y which increases with
redshift. W e illustrate this in Fig.:@. This gure shows the
rest{fram e lum Inosity in the V {band versus the redshift.

To estin ate the rest{fram e lum inosity in the V {band
we m ake use of the com plkte Iter coverage of the HDF's.
W e have used the uxesm easured In the U300, Baso, Vsoe,
14, J, H and K bands provided by the Femandez{Soto et
al. (1999; HDF {N) and Labbe et al. (2003; HDF {S) cat—
alogs. W ith these uxes we construct observed SED s for
every galaxy. A s we have redshift data for our sources we
estin ate the redshifted wavelength of the center of the local
V-and Xer ( =5510A) (ie.weevaluate =5510 @1+ z)).
At that wavelength, we m easure the restfram e V-band ux
by linearly interpolating the catalog’s uxes at the two clos—
est values.The advantange ofusing thism ethod isthatwe
do not rely on any SED m odel to estin ate the lum inosity.
There are two m ain sources of uncertainty:

(i) The uncertainty due to the photom etric redshifts:
m ost of our galaxies (705 In the HDF {N and 60% in the
HDF {S) have z spectroscopically determ ined, however, the
rem aining fractions have an uncertainty of dz/ (1+z) 0.
This uncertainty In z can be translated into lum inosity un-
certainty of 30% .

(i) The uncertainty due to the total ux calbration: the
reliability of the total ux measured through a given 1=
ter w ill depend on the S/N of the sources. Fortunately, the
HDFs are so deep, and the ob fcts selected In this work so
bright, that thise ect doesnotplay am ajprrole.In fact, we
can see from the com parison between ourm odelm agnitudes
(which are an extrapolation of the totalm agniude up to an
in nii';e radial extension) and the aperture m agnitude (our
Fig. :g) that the m ean discrepancies between both is 02
m ag, being the \true" ux value probably in between these
two estin ates. T he above uncertainty in the m agniude is
translated into a lum nosity uncertainty of 20% .

A cocording to the above two points we w ill assum e on
what follow s an uncertainty in the restfram e V {band um i
nosities of 35% .

In Fig. :é we show how our high{z sam ple represents
only the m ost lum inous fraction of the galaxy population.
The lack of bright galaxies at low redshift results directly
from their Jow volum e densities coupled w ith the sm all vol-
um e of the HDF over this redshift range. G alaxies wih
Ly >2 10°h °L (ie.Mp 6-17.5 assum ng B-V=0.9)
can be studied along the 11l redshift range.
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7 HDF{N AND HDF{S LUM INOSITY {SIZE
RELATIONSOUT TO Z 1

It is of interest to know w hether the population of galaxies
in the HDF {N and HD F {S present sin ilar global structural
properties. W e show in Fig. :"’. the relation between the
m odel{ ndependent global m ag?litude versus the apparent
global sem i{m apr e ective radius size (in the Is14 {band).
W e have run the generalization ofthe K olm ogorov {Sm imov
K {S) test on two dim ensional distrbutions (Fasano &
Franceschini 1987) and found that the null hypothesis (ie.
that the two distrbution have a sim ilar origin) can not be
reected.

In what follow s, to facilitate the com parison w ith local
calbrating data, we use, Instead of the global sem i{m a pr
e ective radius )is, the circularized e ective radius x;c (ie.
WeUSe Ye;e = e (1 ) with the intrinsic, non{P SF af-
fected, proected ellipticity ofthe galaxy) . For those galaxies
whereB=T<1, = 4.Tobesurethattheestim ate ofthe in—
trinsic ellipticity of our sources, and hence the conversion to
circularized e ective radius, was not system atically a ected
by the PSF e ect we studied the presence of any obvious
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Figure 8. The intrinsic (ie. the recovered non{P SF a ected)
ellipticity of the galaxies versus: a) the redshift of the observed
sources and b) the apparent Ig14 totalm agnitudes. N o clear re—
Jation is observed.

trend wih z or the Is14 apparent m agniude F ig. E‘) .No
clear relation is found.

W e have conducted a sin ilar analysis to that presented
nF jg.:j. using the rest{fram e properties of the above galax—
jes. This is shown in Fig. :_Qa. In this case, the nullhypoth—
esis also can not be refcted. To avoid any bias due to K {
corrections we have used for galaxies w ith z < 04 the struc-
tural param eters obtained in the F606W  ler (Tabk §).
For galaxies with 04< z <1 the Ier used was F814W .
T herefore the sizes are com puted for roughly the sam e rest{
fram e wavelenghts (petween B and V) over the entire red—
shift range. This avoids any band{dependent size e ects.
Thiswould be particularly im portant in late{type galaxies.
In the local universe, G raham (2001) nds (assum ing that
the e ective radius of the bulge is not m odi ed) that the
scale of the discs increases 15{25% from R to B band.

In Fi. ',‘_;b we show the sam e sam ple but m aking
a separation between early{type B/T> 0.5) and late{type
B/T<05) galaxies. At a xed lum inosity, late{type galax—
jes are larger than the early {types.

7.1 Testing the hypothesis of evolution

Shen et al. (2003) have shown them edian and dispersion of
the distrdbution of the circularized half{ light radiis B lan-
ton et al. 2003) for di erent bands as a function of the lu—
m Inosity in the Sloan D igital Sky Survey (SD SS, York et
al. 2000) . T heir analysis is based on an unprecedented large
database of nearby galaxies with typicalz 0.1. In the fol-
low ing, we closely m atch the analysis presented in T rujillo
et al. (2004). W e use the SD SS g{band (the closest avail-
able Ierto ourV {band) size distribbutions (S.Shen, 2003,
private com m unication) as a local reference of the size dis-
tribution ofgalaxies in the nearby universe.T hem edian and
dispersion of the Shen et al. distrdbution in the g{band sep-
arating into early and late type are shown in Fig. E(:JW e
also overplot our HD F s data.

T he criteria follow ed to separate between early and late
types in the presented SD SS relations is di erent from the
one we have used. In the Shen et al. distribbutions a galaxy
is separated into early or late type according to whether its
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Figure 9. a) The distrbution 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 HDF {N or to the
HDF {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.
For clarity errorbars are not shown.Them ean size relative error
is 20% and the m ean lum inosity error 30% .
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Figure 10. a) The distrbution of rest{fram e sizes versus the
rest{fram eV {band lum inosities is show n for late{type B /T < 0.5)
galaxies.b) Sam e as a) w ith 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 error 30% .

global Sersic index n is lJarger or am aller than 2.5. T he index
n derived for these authors corresponds to a globalSersic t
to the whole galaxy, w hereas we have used a bulget disc de—
com position and our index n refers only to the bulge com po—
nent. T he separation between early and late type according
to the global ndex n can be a ected by the inclusion of
som e Sa galaxies as early {type galaxies. This e ect iswell
illustrated by R avindranath et al. (2004, theirFig.1).A Iso,
som e contam nation in the late{type galaxies at lower um i~
nosities is expected from dwarfellipticals which haven 1.

10.00

10.00

7.1.1 Late{Type galaxies

Atagiven lum nosity, Shen et al. propose for nearby galaxies
the follow ing size log{nom al distrdbution w ith m edian r.
and logarithm ic dispersion

l ln (re=re (L)) dr
fleFe@); @L))=p———e 2 ey — (6)
2 @) Le
To address the problem of size evolution, we have as—
sum ed that the fiinctional form ofthe size Jog{nom aldistri-
bution finction (Eq.:_d) found for nearby galaxies also holds
at all redshifts, but w ith evolving param eters:

re (L;z)= re @L;0) 1+ 2) (7)
L;z)= @;0)@1+ z) : 8)

Here, r. (L;0) and (L;0) are the m edian size and disper—
sion provided at z= 0 by the Shen et al. (2003) data, and
a.nd describe the redshift evolution. Im plicit in Eq. '7 and
Eq -8 we assum e the sam e size evolution for all the ga]ax—
jes independently of their lum inosity. H owever, in order to
assure that we observe the sam e type of ga]aXJes along the
explored redshift range 0<z<1l (see Fig. h we select only
galaxies with Ly >2 10° h 2 L .To explre in much de-
tail the evolution of the lum inosity{size relation with z we
have separated our sample in galaxies wih z< 05 (mean
z 04) and galaxieswith z> 05 mean z 0.7).The number
ofgalaxieswith Ly >2 10° h 2 L is 31 in the lower z bin
and 85 in the higher. D ue to the scarce num ber of ob fcts
In the lower z bin we w ill concentrate our analysis on the
galaxies wih z> 0.5. In addition, there is a group of out-
liers with z< 0.5, um inosities between 01{1 10" h * L
and sm all sizes that a ects our analysis at lower redshifts.
T hese galaxies have all z photom etrically detem ined. T he
option of taking only galaxies with z spectroscopically de—
tem ned forthisbin isnot usefiilbecause ofthe few num ber
of galaxies then available.

W e evaluate and using a M axinum Likelihood
M ethod. T he likelhood to m axin ize is given by:

L= f a9 9)
i=1

Each m ember (one per galaxy m easured) of the product is
a convolution between the expression £ given in Eq. |d and
a gaussian representing the error on the lum inosity g, and
another gaussian representing the error on the size g, . The
w idth of each gaussian is given by the error at estin ating
the lum inosity and the size respectively. _

The result of this analysis is shown in Fi. Eil Ac-
cording to this analysis the um inosity {size distribution of
disc galaxies presents a slightly (although com patible w ith
cero) broader dispersion at higher redshift. T he dispersion
Increasesby 20( 25)% .To know whether this increase in
the dispersion is real or not will require a Jarge num ber of
galaxies.

W e observe a moderate decrease in the sizes
30( 10)% at z> 05. In the lum inosity {size distrbution a
decrease In the size can also be interpreted as an increase
in the lum inosity of the ob fcts. In fact, this seem s to be a
plausible hypothesis to explain the observed lum inosity { size
evolution found at high{z. A ccording to the studies of the
evolution of the stellarm ass{to{light ratio (see eg.Rudnick
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Figure 11.Lum inosity{size evolution for late{type galaxiesw ith
z> 0.5. Likelihood contours representing 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. T he
cross show s the position of no{evolution in this plane. P ositive
values of represent decreasing values of the size w ith redshift.
Positive values of represent increasing the intrinsic dispersion
of the population with redshift. T he lum inosities are given in
1010 1,

et al. 2003) the stellar populations were younger at high{z,
and for that reason, the m ass{to{light ratio is a decreasing
function wih z.Consequently, even though the size of the
galaxies does not decrease w ith z, the lum inosity evolution
ofthe ob ctsw ill sin ulate thise ect.C onsequently, our ob—
served evolution in the lum inosity {size distribbution can be
alematively interpreted as a decrease in the central surface
brightnessof 0:77( 030) magatatz 0.7.

T he resuls presented here are in agreem ent w ith those
found by Lilly et al. (1998), Sim ard et al. (1999) and R avin—
dranath et al. (2004). These authors do not nd a great
change from localgalaxiesout to z= 0.7 and a hint of change
at z> 0.7 w ith shorter ob fcts than those locally cbserved for
a sin ilar m agnitude range.

7.1.2 Earky{Type galaxies

In addition to the SD SS distrbution and for oover:ing_iahe
range of aint galaxies in the relation shown in Fig. 10b,
we have used a local sam ple of 200 ellptical galaxies from
the V irgo, Fomax and C om a cluster (C aon et al. 1990; 1994;
Binggeli & Jergn 1998; G utierrez et al. 2004). This sam ple
ranges from 22<M g < -12. To transform to V {band m agni-
tudeswe haveused B V= 0.9.To facilitate the com parison
w ith this data, this tine we use the sem i{fmapr e e_ctjve
radius. The result of this com parison is shown in Fjg.gé.
It is interesting to note that the observed distribution,
w ith a plateau at the faintest galaxies, is in qualitative good
agreem ent w ith the distrbution of galaxies found in nearby
sam ples. T he apparent absence of evolution in the shape of
the distrbution of galaxies in the size{lum inosity relation
suggests that the early{type galaxies were yet assem bled
at higher redshift (Fasano et al. 1998, van D okkum & E llis
2003, Franx et al. 2003, van D okkum et al.2003,D addiet al.
2003, Vazdekis, Trujillo & Yam ada 2004). H owever, we ob—
serve that at a given size, high {z early {type galaxies present
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Figure 12. The distribution of rest{fram e sizes versus the rest{
fram e V {band lum inosities is shown for early{type ®B/T> 0.5)
galaxies. T he points are separated according to the z value. Sm all
open points correspond to 200 ellipticals from a nearby sam ple
of Virgo, Fomax and Com a clusters. For clarity error bars are
not shown. The m ean size relative error is 20% and the mean
lum inosity error 30% .

higher lum inosities than the local sam ple. To quantify this
Increase we have tted the early {type lum inosity { size rela—
tion of the SD SS by using an expression of the fom :

re= a LB (10)

W e nd the ollow ing values:asp ss=225 and bsp ss=0.65.
W e have repeated the sam e exercise thistine in our z> 05
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-
ant ellipticals (ie.those pointswith Ly >10°h 2L ).0On
doing that we nd:agprs=1( 0.05). This Inplies a fac—
torof 3.5( 025) greater in lum nosity which corresponds
to 135( 0.10) mag. This is In good agreem ent w ith the
brightening of1{1.5 m ag observed In the rest{fram e B {band
by Im et al (1996; 2002) and Schade et al. (1999) using the
HST M edium D eep Survey and other HST elds. It is also
obtained in large area elds Bell et al. 2004). It is of In—
terest to note that the com parison between SD SS and the
HDFsare between eld early{type galaxies. T he bright el
liptical galaxies In the nearby clusters de ne a relation w ith
Acmsters= 345.Consequently, we nd that early {type galax—
jes n the HDFs at z 0.7 are a factor of 6.7 brighter in
um inosity ( 2 m ag) than the present{day elliptical in clus—
ters. In agreem ent w ith previous studies that indicate that
early {types In clusters are older than in the eld.

W e have checked, using a 2D K S, test whether the
no{evolution (versus the passive evolution) m odel can be
ruled out. To do that we have used only the galaxies w ith
Ly>01 10'°h 2L and z> 0.5. This test refcts the nof
evolution hypothesis wih a con dence larger than than
99.9% . This lum inosity evolution is consistent w ith m odels
n which the buk of stars n the eld E /SO galaxies form ed
before z> 1.5 and have been evolving rather quiescently.
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8 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

It isof interest to com pare the resutspresented in thispaper
w ith the theoretical expectations according to the di erent
scenarios of galaxy form ation.

In the hierarchical scenario, follow ing M o et al. (1998),
the size of the baryonic com ponent of disc galaxies is ex—
pected to scale w ith redshiftasR / H ' (z) at xed circular
velocity, orR / H ?7(z) at xed mass. In a at universe

=1, the Hubble constant evolves w ith redshift as:

31=2

H@)=Hol[ + o0+ 2)] 11)

where and ( are the present{day density param eters.
At z 0.7 (the mean z of our high{z population), the ex—
pected evolution is 0.68<R (0.7)/R (0)< 0.77. This decrease
is com patdble with our estim ation: 30( 10)% . However,
before extracting any conclision we m ust take into account
that the M o et al. predictions are for the m ass{size relation
w hereas thiswork dealsw ith the um inosity { size relation. In
fact, according to previous (Trujillo et a12004) and ongoing
(B arden et al. 2004; private com m unication) work, although
the um Inosite{size relation has changed dram atically from

z 3, the stellar m ass{size relation has rem ained nearly in—
variant from then.

In the infall scenario, for the rest{frame B {band,
Bouwens & Sik (2002) propose the follow ing dependence
n size: R (z)/R (0)=1-027z. At z= 0.7 this corresponds to
a decrease of 19% . This value is in agreem ent (although is
slightly sm aller than the observed) w ith our m easurem ents.
Contrary to the above predictions of the hierarchical m od-
els, the Bouwens & Sik prediction is for the lum nosity { size
relation, and consequently, the com parison with our obser—
vations isam ore direct one. It is In portant to note, how ever,
that our analysis is done In the V {band, and the expected
evolution from the Bouwens & Sik (2002) m odel could be
slightly di erent in this band.

A s pointed out by Bouwens & Sik (2002): \The hier-
archicaland infallm odels predict relatively sim ilar am ounts
of evolution in global properties (size, surface brightness,
and lum inosity) for disc galaxies to z 1".This inplieswe
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-—
fcts. In the infall m odels is im plicitly assum ed no num -
ber evolution whereas in the hierarchicalm odel the num ber
of disc galaxies, is an increasing function of z: N (V,z)dV ¢
/ @+ z)@®° 33 ata xed circular velocity, or N (I.,z)dL
/ @+ z)3* 189 gt a xed um inosity (seeeg.M ao, M o
& W hite 1998). T he scarce num ber of galaxies in this work
and the strong eld{to{ eld variations prevent a de niive
answer at this point and larger areas are required.

C ontrary to the disc galaxies, the num berof eld E /SOs
decreases at high {z in the hierarchicalpicture.H owever, in a
at nonzero universe the sam ianalyticalm odels predict a
weak num ber density evolution. Thism akes di cult to dis—
entangle between the m onolithic evolution scenario and the
hierarchicalview uptoz 1.A morede nitiveanswerto this
problem willcom e from studying in detail the population of

E /S0s galaxies in the 1< z< 2 interval.
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