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ABSTRACT

Aims. We have compiled one of the largest normal-galaxy samplessteyprobe X-ray luminosity function evolution separatkdy early and

late-type systems.
Methods. We selected 207 normal galaxies up to redshift1.4, with data from four majo€handra X-ray surveys, namely théhandra deep

fields (north, south and extended) and XBootes, and a cotiryinaf X-ray and optical criteria. We used template spéanergy-distribution
fitting to obtain separate early- and late-type sub-sampiesle up of 101 and 106 systems, respectively.
For the full sample, as well as the two sub-samples, we adddimminosity functions using both a non-parametric andrarpatric, maximum-

likelihood method.

Results. For the full sample, the non-parametric method stronglygsests luminosity evolution with redshift. The maximumelikood esti-
mate shows that this evolution follows(1 + 2)%etal, ki = 2.2 + 0.3. For the late-type sub-sample, we obtaikgd = 2.43:8. We detected no
significant evolution in the early-type sub-sample. Theritigtions of early and late-type systems with redshiftvghioat late types dominate
atz2 0.5 and hence drive the observed evolution for the total sample

Conclusions. Our results support previous results in X-ray and other Wwaweds, which suggests luminosity evolution wktk 2 — 3.
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1. Introduction systems, the evidence suggests that LMXBs may well be the
) . ., . L dominant X-ray emitting component (e.g. Sarazin et al.,(200

Non-AGN domln_ateq .( normal”) galaxies have mFrmsmthkim & Fabbianb| 2003, and references therein).

weak X-ray luminosities and correspondingly faint fluxes.

Thus, it is only with the most recent, new-generation X- Onthe otherhand, the X-ray emission in late-type galaxies

ray missions,Chandra and XMM-Newton, that such galax- is mainly due to a mixture of low- and high-mass X-ray bingrie

ies have been detected in cosmologically significant régsh{HMXBs) with a contribution from hot gakT ~ 1 keV) (see

(z > 0). The first such X-ray selected sample was obtainé@bbiano. 2006, for a comprehensive review).

with the Chandra Deep Fields North and South (CDF-N,  ynderstanding how these populations of binary stars
_CDF—S; Alexander et al., 2003; Giacconi et al., 2002), reacgnd, consequently, their X-ray luminosity evolve with time
ing fluxes of f(0.5 — 2.0 keV) ~ 107! erg cn? s(see s ohviously closely linked to XLF normal-galaxy evolu-
also Hornschemeier etlal., 2003). Based on these obsersatiggp,. Considering LMXBs and HMXBs as the overall dom-
Norman et al. |(2004) obtained an X-ray luminosity functiop,ant component in X-ray emission from normal galaxies,
(XLF) of normal galaxies, characterised by luminosity evol[Ghosh & White|(2001) adopt a semi-empirical approach to link
tion that follows~ (1 +2)>. X-ray-binary lifetimes with star-formation rates (SFRs)a

A population of rapidly evolving, star-forming galaxiessosmological context. They show that evolving SFRs signifi-
has been detected in recent years in other wavebands (ea@tly afect X-ray binary populations, hence, integrated X-ray
Hopkins, 2004, and references therein). However, obsenst galactic emission, with the possibility of significant ewtibn
in the X-ray band provide unique insight into physical pran X-ray luminosities even in relatively low redshifis 1 (see
cesses, complementing information obtained from otheewawlso White & Ghosh, 1998). They predictigirent galaxy evo-
length regions. In the most massive and luminous early-typgion rates at X-ray wavelengths, as compared to other wave
galaxies, the X-ray emission is dominated by the hot intgength regions, which depend on the star-formation histdry
stellar medium (ISM) akT ~ 1 keV, with a smaller frac- the Universe, as well as evolutionary timescales for LMXBs
tion contributed by low-mass X-ray binaries (LMXBs) associand HMXBs. Conversely, if the X-ray evolution of normal
ated with the old stellar population. However, for fainterag galaxies is known, one may obtain insight into propertieisu

as the characteristic timescales of LMXBs and HMXBs. For

Send offorint requests to: P. Tzanavaris; email: pana@astro.noa.gr instance, if HMXBs tracing the instantaneous SFR dominate
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the integrated X-ray emission, the total X-ray luminosgyk-
pected to follow the star-formation history of the Univeese
observed in the optical and IR bands. On the contrary, LMX
have much longer evolutionary timescales, and the intedra
X-ray luminosity of normal galaxies would present a time de-
lay of the order of~ 1 Gyr compared to optical and IR ob-
servations. Constraining the number density and evolufon
LMXBs is also relevant to the LISA gravitational wave mis-
sion, as this will be sensitive to gravitational radiatioorf bi-
naries with periods shorter than 4 hours. Such sources are pr.
marily LMXBs. Determining LMXB evolutionary timescales
can thus provide information on the number of expected LI
detections.

2.1. Galaxy selection criteria

I_;)l'so apply the selection criteria described below, we reqglLite
fay luminosities in the soft band 6-2.0 keV,Lx(0.5-2.0), as
well as hardness ratios, defined by

H-S
R=t7s

Here,S represents counts in the soft energy bans-2.0 keV,
ndH counts in the hard energy band)2 8.0 keV. We calcu-

(1)

ated the former by using the flux information in the X-ray-cat
ogues and the redshift information in the optical cataésy
or E-CDF-S and CDF-N sources, we calculated hardness ra-

tios by using the soft, 0-2.0 keV, and hard, 2:8.0 keV,

As the relative contribution of LMXBs and HMXBs to the
integrated X-ray luminosity of normal galaxies closely degs
on galaxy type, it is imperative to disentangle XLF behaviou

count information in the catalogues. For CDF-S and XBootes,
we used the harndess ratios given in the catalogues.
To separate NGs from AGN, we used all of the following

among diferent galaxy types. Unfortunately, because of th&iiaria in conjunction:

scarcity of X-ray-detected normal galaxies, it is not sisipg

that very few results have been obtained. Using moderate siz We demanded that X-ray sources be detected in the 0.5-2.0
samples, Georgantopoulos et al. (2005) land GeorgakaNis et a keV X-ray band, as non-AGN are preferentially soft X-ray

(2006b) calculated XLFs separately for early-tsgiesorption-

emitters (e.gl, Levenson et al., 2001).

line and late-typemission-line galaxies. By comparing the — We imposed upper limits to

predictions of the latter XLF with observed normal-galaxy
number counts, Georgakakis et al. (2006a) detected luminos
ity evolution proportional to~ (1 + 227 for late types, driven

by sources with logik/fo) > —2.|Georgakakis et all (2007)
then compared the predictions of this XLF with observed
counts for galaxies selected by exploitation of the tight X-
ray-IR correlation and detected luminosity evolution mop
tional to~ (1 + 2)?>* for their sample of star-forming galaxies.
Recently, Ptak et all (2007) have used the GOODS survey to
obtain 40 early-type and 46 late-type galaxies up to a rédshi
z~ 1.2. Their XLFs suggest luminosity evolution proportional
to ~ (1 + 28 for early types and (1 + 2)22 for late types.

In this paper we aim to substantially increase the numbers
of X-ray detected normal galaxies, to be able to investigate
XLF evolution separately for @ierent galaxy types. We com-
piled one of the largest normal galaxy samples ever, anthéor
first time, probed redshift evolution directly and indepently
for early and late-type systems.

The structure of this paper is as follows: In S&¢t. 2 we de-
scribe galaxy selection for our sample. In S&tt. 3 we present
our XLFs, obtained using two fierent methods. We present

the logarithmic X-ray-to-optical flux ratio, so that
log(fx/fr) < —1. The optical fluxfg was calculated
separately using the filter function for filters used in
each survey. This choice was motivated by the fact that
some massive ellipticals will be missed by a choice like
log(fx/fo) < -2 (Tzanavaris et all, 2006), combined
with the observation by Georgakakis et al. (2006a) that
itis the log(fx/ fo) > —2 galaxies that drive XLF evolu-
tion. The choice also took the increasing importance of
k-correcting with redshift into account.

the X-ray luminosity, so thatx < 10* erg s*;

the hardness ratio, so that HRO (E-CDF-S and CDF-
N), 0.0055 (CDF-S), or-0.0078 (XBootes). The last
two values are due to the slightlyfférent upper bounds

of the hard band in these catalogues and correspond to
HR=0 for a 2.6-8.0 keV hard band and a power law
ETwithl =14

— Finally, we used galaxy-type classification results from th
optical surveys, and performed individual visual checks to
keep sources that are clearly not stellar-like.

our results in Sedt]4, and discuss them in $éct. 5. We coaclg2. X-ray and optical counterparts

with predictions related to future observations and missio
Sect[6.

2.2.1. E-CDF-S

We cross-correlated the E-CDF-S (Lehmer etlal., 2005) with
the COMBO-17 survey| (Wolf et all, 2004), identifying X-

2. Sample selection

ray/optical counterpart pairs the members of which are within

3" of each other. By applying the galaxy selection criteria de-
We compiled our galaxy sample by cross-correlating four maeribed above, we identified 41 sources, with a median rédshi
jor X-ray surveys with optical surveys overlapping in Skw€o Zmeqd= 0.264.

erage. We used the Extend€landra Deep Field South (E-
CDF-S), theChandra Deep Fields, North and South (CDF-N
CDF-S), as well as the XBootes survey. We first identified X-

.2.2. CDF-N

ray and optical counterparts and then used a humber of seM& used counterparts identified by Barger et al. (2003),
tion criteria to sift out normal-galaxy candidates from AGN who present optical and infra-red observations (see also
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Capak et al.,| 2004) of counterparts to X-ray sources given in Tabléll together with their corresponding mediat re

the Chandra 2 Ms point-source catalogue (Alexander et alshifts. These were chosen empirically to contain roughlya¢q

2003). We thus selected 82 sources, with a median redshifinbers of galaxies and to bring out any evolutiondiigeats as

Zmed = 0.472. clearly as possible. The results are shown in[Hig. 3 where the

is a clear hint of evolution with redshift. We also note retish

223 CDE-S de_pendent _mcompleter_wess because less luminous soueces ar
missed at higher redshift.

The 1 Ms CDF-S catalogue is presented|by Giacconilet al. As explained, we were interested in investigating XLF be-
(2002). We used spectroscopic and photometric inform#gion haviour as a function of not only redshift, but also of galaxy
counterparts identified in Szokoly et al. (2004) and Zheraj et type. We separated our galaxies into early and late-type sys
(2004). We selected 56 sources, Wit = 0.52. tems by using broad-band colour information in severalfilte
obtained from the optical catalogues. We used the softhyare
perz (Bolzonella et al., 2000), which perforngé minimisation
2.2.4. XBootes to select a template spectral energy-distribution (SEDjctv

We cross-correlated the XBootes X-ray point source Catmogorovides the best fit to a source’s photometric SED. Although
(Kenter et al.| 2005) with the Sloan Digital Sky Survey, Datde primary goal otyperz is to obtain redshift information,
Release 5 (SDSS, DR5), identifying X-yaptical counterparts the best-fit template SED for a given source is equivalent to
within 3” of each other. We thus identified 28 sources, withn earlylate-type classification. We used 61 template SEDs,
Zmeq= 0.128. which were smoothly interpolated from four original galaxy
In total, we obtained 207 sources upze- 1.4. The total SEDs, as described in Sullivan et al. (2004). These tenplate

area curve for our sample is shown in Fig. 2. Figire 1 shoidve indices that increase with galaxy type from early te.lat

that the combination of deep and narrow surveys has the ¥ classified galaxies as early types, if the best-fit SED had

found that our total sample was split into two roughly equal
sub-samples, comprising 101 early-type and 106 late-type s
3. The luminosity function tems. We then proceeded to estimate the binned non-parametr
luminosity function as before for each sub-sample. As thenu
ber of galaxies was smaller by a factoro®, we only used two
We used the method of Page & Carrera (2000) to derive treglshift bins (Tablg]1).
binned normal galaxy XLF. This is a variant of the classical
non-parametric IV max method|(Schmidt, 1968) and has the ada—, 2 Parametric method
vantage of being leasffacted by systematic errors for sources™™

3.1. Non-parametric method

close to the flux limit of the survey. We also derived the luminosity function by means of the
We estimated the function in a luminosity-redshift intérvgparametric maximum-likelihood method (ML; Tammann et al.,
using the relation 1979). The advantage of this method is its independence from

a sample’s homogeneity. It also allows us to quantify the ob-
- '\i , (2) served evolution by means of an evolution indexas ex-
Lmri”:* fZ:i”:(*E)) % dzdL plained below. Its disadvantage is that the function is mesl
to have a certain form, with no possibility of checking th@de
whereN represents the number of sources with luminositiegss of fit. We adopted a Schechter (1976) form for the lumi-
in the rangeLmin t0 Lmax, anddV/dz is the volume element nosity function,
for a redshift incremendz. For a given luminosityt, zyin(L) L\ L
and Zmax(L) are the minimum and maximum redshifts for @(L)dL = ¢~ (L—) eXp(——)d(F) , 4)
source of that luminosity to remain both within the flux limit

of the survey and the redshift interval. Note that the satigla which is known to fit Opt""’?" !ummqsny-funcUons well. We
Q(L, 2), available for a source with luminosity at redshiftz parametrised the characteristic luminoditywhere the func-

. : . 'H)n changes from a power law with slopeto an exponen-
corresponding to a given flux in the area curve, also enters

; i Ait o s k
calculation via the volume element. The logarithmic biresit lal drop at high luminosities ak" = Ly(1 + 2), where the

the function varies so that each bin comprises approximatgl\éﬁ:ft'?ﬁa'tngexgl; 0 ig Ic_iet;ctLeO da\}vi?rlj :ngl’:gtssl 1;26 |F\)/ r:nb'
equal numbers of sourcéé From Poisson statistics, the un y 9 y yis g

certainty of each luminosity bin is by P‘_ = ¢(L)/ fl.mm(Z) ¢(L')dl__'._We constrgcted the likelihood
function as[]; P; and maximised; In P; in logL space, by

o(L) =

VN varyinga, L; andk. Errors (90%) were estimated from the re-
(L= T dl gions about the ML fit where the likelihood changes by 1.3
Linin fzmin(l—) dz 9% (Avni, 1976). As the normalisatiopi* cancels out in this calcu-

We first applied this method to our total sample. To invesﬂf?t'on’ it WasNdenved via

gate luminosity function evolution, we estimated the luosn ;+ _ _ (5)
ity function independently in three fieérent redshift intervals, ff%%—\édzdL
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Here,N is the number of galaxies in the redshift interval, whense do not show errors from Norman et al. (2004), which would
ML estimation had been performed. bring their points and, in particular, the apparently mdike

To illustrate our ML fit results, we used the best-fit parangiscrepant point at (lobx, log ¢) ~ (40.2, -1.7) into better
eters to calculate the luminosity function for the mediaa reagreement with ours.

shifts that Correspond to the distinct redshift intervadsdiin In F|gs@ an@ we also show the results for ear|y- and late-
thenon-parametric method, as explained in the next section.type galaxies by Georgakakis et al. (2006b). We constructed
the XLF curves by using the function parameters quoted by
these authors, but also imposed luminosity evolution fathg
thek values we found in the present paper. For early types we
We plot the results of the non-parametric method in Figukesse that our largest sample cannot be adequately paragdetris
4,56, andl7. In the same plots we also show curves illusgatiby their XLF, which shows too steep an exponential Gufthe
the results of the ML fits. These curves are produced using taee-type XLF shows broad agreement with our non-parametri
ML results shown in Tablge]2 and the median redshifts of eabims, but it is clearly not a good representation of our déiee
redshift interval used in the non-parametric method (TBDle discrepancies, especially for early types, may partly stem
Note that Figsl4 andl5 show the same results as Figs. 6 #émese authors using a selection criterion kegfo) < —2, thus
[7, the diference being that the first pair is forfidirent galaxy obtaining fewer luminous sources.
types, whilst the second pair is forflirent redshift intervals.

The results of the non-parametric method for the full sam- i
ple (Fig.[3) show an indication of evolution with redshift>-2- Evolution
Although some incompleteness inevitably sets in at highey r
shift, the trend is unmistakable. ML fitting quantifies thi®e

lution with an indexkita = 2.2 + 0.3. The results for the e -
. : . redshift distributions of the two galaxy types. The histgs
early sample (Fid.]4), however, tell affidirent story. First, tak- in Fig.[8 show the observed distributions: Early-types .

ing the errors into account, the results of the non—parameﬁrn the lowest redshift bins, whilst late-types dominaterat i
method dfer no hint of evolution between the two redshift in; ’

¢ Is. Thi ith th Its f ML fit . termediate redshifts. A Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test seow
ervais. 1his agrees wi € resufts rorln4_ 'ting, acan_gj that the two distributions étier significantly. The probability
to which the evolution indekeary = —0.771¢ is consistent with

. that th I f the KS statistid obtained be due t
zero. The late-type results (FId. 5) complete the pictuheré at the value of the Stalisto optained may be cue to

; . h I [ , = 0.006. The ob dtrendi
is an apparent gap between dark gregt and light grejgreen chance alone is very smafs © observed rend Is

; . . ) ‘ Iso corroborated by theoretical distributions, shownoyes
points, which are obtained with the non-parametric mettood fﬁl the same figure, which we construct using our ML fit pa-

different redshift intervals. According to “l‘g’ ML method, th'?ameters together with the area curve information of oua.dat
i L y
corresponds to an evolution indee = 2.4 . Qualitatively, this also agrees with the results of Bundslet

(2005). These authors used a large sample from the Great

4. Results

The fact that late-type galaxies are driving the observed ev
lution of the total sample can be understood if we look at the

5. Discussion Observatories Origins Deep Survey (GOODS) fields to probe
_ _ _ mass assembly of morphologically distinct normal galaxies
5.1. Comparison with previous results They found an increasing proportion of early-type systeiitis w

To probe XLF evolution for dierent galaxy types, |argedecr_easing redshift fron_n~ _1to 0, which is similar to what we
numbers are necessary. Georgantopoulos et al. |(2005) Gsedef in our redshift distribution.
galaxies to construct XLFs for emission- and absorptioe-li ~ Furthermore, we found that it is the late types with high-
systems. However, their results were for a single redshift test 10g(x/fo) that are mostly responsible for the observed
z < 0.22./Georgakakis et Al. (2006b) had 67 galaxies, likewig@nd. In Fig[8 we see that numbers for late-types appear to
limited to a single redshift bim < 0.2. Although Norman et al. rise afterz = 0.5. Out of 53 late-type systems at> 0.5, 39,
(2004) had a large sample of 210 galaxies, they constructeddi 74%, have logi/fr) > —2. This finding agrees with the
galaxy-type specific sub-samples. It is thus the first tins thelaim bylGeorgakakis et al. (2006b) that their deduced evolu
XLFs were calculated directly for early and late-type norm&on stems primarily from such sources. It also provid@®s-
galaxies. The large size of our total sample allows spjtiitio ~ teriori justification of our upper-limit choice (logdg/ fr) < —1)
three redshift bins that, in turn, strongly suggest evohutiith in the selection criteria for the present sample. We canxot e
redshift. After repeating the procedure separate]y fdya{rd clude that this observation is, at least partially, a cooseage
late-type systems, we detected no evolution for early tppels Of & selection ffect. Given the steep relatidnk o Lg> for
strong evolution for late types. spirals (Shapley et all, 2001), we might expect to preferen-
Our results are mostly in good agreement with related wotiRlly detect intrinsically brighter galaxies at highessift,
in the literature. The results for 36 normal galaxies (0.01 — Which would lead to a selection against Idy/ fr values. Even
0.3) bylKim et al. (2006) are shown by stars in Fij. 3. The r&0, that we see brighate-types may still be significant. As
sults from Norman et all (2004) for two redshift bins are alsbzanavaris et al. (2006) have shown, at lower redshift,Hbrig
shown. When compared to our results, these show an appagat@xies with log{x/ fo) > -2 are mostly early-type.
systematic shift to higher luminosities, which might sugfge It is encouraging that our luminosity evolution estimates
AGN contamination. Note, however, that for the sake of tjariare in good agreement with results by other authors. Taken
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together| Norman et al. (2004), Hopkins (2004), Ranalliet aninous systems are dominated by the hot ISM. Similarly, our

(2005), Georgakakis etlal. (2006a), Georgakakis et al. {R00late-type systems are dominated by HMXBs, whose X-ray lu-

Ptak et al.|(2007), as well as the present paper, lead to & bro@nosity has peaked at highand we are witnessing their dim-

consensus thate data are consistent with luminosity evolution  ming at lower redshifts. Indeed, an evolution index 2.4 is

withanindexk =2 - 3. consistent with ‘Peak-M’ models, which are characterisgd b
In particular| Hopkins (2004) investigates luminosity éun longer evolutionary timescales for LMXBs (Ghosh & White,

tion evolution for a sample of radio-selected star-formin2001, Table 2).

galaxies by combining constraints from the global SFR den-

sity evolution with those from the 1.4 GHz radio source cgun . )

at submillijansky levels. He finds luminosity evolutien(1 + %'3' Comparison with AGN

2)>70® for star-forming galaxies. Given the tight correlationy js not clear whether this scenario is consistent with ltesu
between radio, far infrared, and X-ray luminosity funcBonfor the XLF evolution of AGN-dominated systems. Ueda ét al.
(Ranalli et al.| 2003), the agreement of this result with@ir (2003) and! La Franca etlall_(2005) found that luminosity-
sult for late-type systems is particularly significant feotrea- dependent density evolution explains their XLFs best. They
sons. Firstly, it supports our main result that late-typsteyns  showed that XLFs for luminous AGN peak at higher redshifts
are driving the overall redshift evolution of normal gaesin  than for less luminous ones. By assuming that SMBH growth
the local Universe. Secondly, as our normal galaxy selectig closely linked to starburst activity, Ueda et al. (2008kéd
criteria are independent of those for 1.4 GHz sources, it Syfjis to normal-galaxy evolution in a first-order scenaribene
gests that any AGN contamination is unlikely to have had sigmminous AGN once lived in what later became early-type
nificant impact on our XLFs. galaxies. Their AGN activity peaked at high~ 2, follow-

Georgakakis et al. (2007) obtained essentially the saipg strong starbursts, and decreased rapidly after 2. On
evolution index for late-typesiae = 2.4, by employing meth- the other hand, galaxies that hosted less luminous AGN at
ods largely independent of ours. Because they used X-rayH[gh z have smaller spheroids, i.e. are of later type. Their star-
correlations which hold for normal galaxies, but not for AGNkgrmation peaks at lowez, and so does their AGN activity,
their sample is virtually guaranteed to be free of AGN cofyeaking atz ~ 0.6 - 0.7.

tamination. Although their sample is 4 times smaller than  \ve gid not specifically investigate luminosity-dependent
ours, the agreement in the evolution index is, once more, Sigunsity evolution in this paper. As explained in the presiou
nnjcan_t. Ranal_h et &l..(2005) showed that t_he blue galaxy I'éection, our results supporting pure-luminosity evolutie
minosity function for the 25,000-strong spiral galaxy s&npcqrohorated by a number offtirent authors using a variety
of Wolf et al. (20083) requires a pure luminosity evolution ing gata and techniques. This would then cast doubt on a genera
dexs 3. This is also consistent with our results, under the agyified evolutionary scheme, encompassing both AGN and nor-
sumption that blue galaxies are largely the same populason,,, galaxies.

the late-type systems in our sample. Ptak etal. (2007)lyoint Even so, itis possible to make our results broadly condisten

fitted low and high-redshift XLFs, obtaining pure-lumingsi \ i, these AGN evolutionary models, at least in a qualiativ
evolut|p n W'thhkef"‘”y N 1.6;\ndk|ate - 2.3.|Thesekauthﬁr§ usedsense. Thus early types that, presumably, correspondghbtbri
Bayesian techniques and a Monte Carlo Markov chain analye high star-formation at high redshift would be expected to
sis. The agreement, at least for late-types, is thus péatigu show declining luminosities at the redshifts we probe. Tt
encouraging. _ ) . detect no such evolution is already explained by the pdssibi
Compansong with results for red gaIaX|es_are less stralgn)t/ of delayed LMXB evolution. For late types, we do detect
forward. Assuming that our early-type galaxies are the sarg€jining luminosities. As the AGN peak redshift is withiret
population as red galaxies in optical surveys, with no ﬁgmrange probed by our sample, our selection criteria naguea

icant dust contam_lna.tllon, that, ur_lllke Ptak et al. (20078, Velude any AGN. instead picking galaxies whose AGN is either
do not measure significant evolution for early-type gala'x'eswitching af or makes a very low contribution to the total lu-
disagrees at face value with the observed evolution in abti(f‘ninosity

wavebands| (Brown et al., 2007; Wolf et al., 2003). However,

this is consistent with models that predict a fast declinkiin

minosities at optical wavelengths, with X-ray luminossti®- 5 predictions for deeper Chandra and XEUS

maining high forz 1 Gyr (Eracleous et al., 2006), in systems observations

with a significant contribution from LMXBs. White & Ghosh

(1998) predict that the combineffect of LMXBs and HMXBs The CDFs have allowed us, for the first time, to obtain a cou-
may lead to a ‘twin peak’ in the evolving XLF of normal galaxple of hundred X-ray-detected normal galaxies at cosmelogi
ies; due to HMXBs, the first peak would be expected to occaally interesting redshifts. In turn, we are now startinglte
close to the SFR peak at~ 1.5. The second peak would betect galaxy-type dependent evolution. However, compaved t
delayed untik ~ 0.5-1, due to delayed turn-on of LMXBs. Toresults in other (e.g. optical) wavelength bands, X-raykustitl

first order, our early-type systems are dominated by LMXBsufers severely from small numbers. Incompleteness at high
which could mean that we may approximately be witnessimgdshift is evident, and uncertainties large. It is thusénap
this second peak. However, this approximation may be inaére to obtain larger and deeper samples for exploring nbrma
equate, even to first order, due to the caveat that the mostdalaxy evolution in greater detail.
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In Fig.[9 we present results from various number count diand the2dfGRS. This research has made use of data obtained
tributions as a function of soft X-ray flux including obsedve from the High Energy Astrophysics Science Archive Research
CDF counts, which come both from AGN and normal galaxcenter (HEASARC), provided by NASAs Goddard Space
ies, observed galaxy counts, and a theoreh{8l) distribution, Flight Center. This research made use of the NABAC
which we calculated using our MLE results. With data from aExtragalactic Database (NED) operated by the Jet Propulsio
Ms CDF-N exposurey 6x10° sources per square degree woultlaboratory, California Institute of Technology, under trait
be detected with fluxes 1.2 x 10717 erg cnt? s™1. Galaxies with the National Aeronautics and Space Administration.
with luminosities logLx ~ 41 would then be detectable outto  Funding for the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) and
z ~ 1.4. The brightest galaxies, ldg« ~ 42 would extend the SDSS-II is provided by the Alfred P. Sloan Foundation,
redshift range ta < 4. the Participating Institutions, the National Science

Such exposure-time requirements may well prove prBeundation, the U.S. Department of Energy, the National
hibitive in practice. ESA's planned X-ray Evolving Univers Aeronautics and Space Administration, the Japanese
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Table 1.Information on redshift intervals used for the paramet-
ric XLF estimation method.

Sample| zrange | Zmed
0-02 0.13

Total 0.2—- 06 | 0.38
06—14 | 0.78

Early 0-04 0.17
04— 14| 0.67

Late 0-04 0.14
04— 14 | 0.67

Table 2. ML fit results for a Schechter function with evolution

indexk.

Sample log.*

¢ k

(erg st) In(10)x 10* Mpc~3 dex?*
Total 4124097 —17970% 1.24 22153
Early 418794 _181:017 0.295 —0.7+34

Late 4125050 _p 012

—0.25

~0,09

0.379 24+10
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