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ABSTRACT

We measure the morphology—density relation of galaxiesatacross the full three orders of magnitude in
projected galaxy density available in low—redshift stedi©ur study adopts techniques that are comparable
with those applied at lower redshifts, allowing a directastigation of how the morphological segregation of

galaxies has evolved over the last 8 Gyr. Although the
of early—type (ES0) galaxies, was in place &t1, its fo

mdgaye-density relation, as described by the fraction
rm differs from that observed at bathO andz=0.5.

In the highest density regions the early—type fraction hassiased steadily with time fromg.s;=0.7+0.1 at

z=1 to fg.50=0.9+0.1 at the present epoch. However,

in intermediate densifgmegorresponding to groups

and the accretion regions of rich clusters, significanteimh appears to begin only after0.5. Finally, at the
lowest densities, no evolution is observed for the earlg fiyaction of field galaxies which remains constant at
fe+s=0.440.1 at all epochs. We examine a simple picture consistent Wwéke observations where the early—
type population az=1 is comprised largely of elliptical galaxies. Subsequemiution in both intermediate
and dense regions is attributed to the transformation eélspinto lenticulars. Further progress in verifying
our hypothesis may be achieved through distinguishingtalls and lenticulars at these redshifts through
resolved dynamical studies of representative systems.

Subject headinggalaxies: clusters: general — galaxies: formation — ga&lsixévolution — galaxies: struc-

ture

1. INTRODUCTION

In the local universe the fraction of galaxies with ellipti-
cal and lenticular (i.e. early—type) morphologies is higine
clusters of galaxies than in less dense environments (ldubbl
1926; Oemler 1974; Melnick & Sargent 1977; Dressler 1980).

search (e.g. Balogh et al. 2001; Kodama & Smail 2001; Treu
etal. 2003).

An important element of investigating the physics of mor-
phological transformation is to trace the cosmic evolutibn
the morphology—density relation over the full range of pro-

To first order, this morphology—density relation appearseto jected density available locally. The timescales on whingh t

a universal characteristic of galaxy populations (e.gtrRas

& Geller 1984; Helsdon & Ponman 2003). In quantitative
terms, morphological fractions correlate over three araér
magnitude in projected galaxy densi®y)( thereby linking the
properties of cluster galaxie{1000Mpc?) with those of
the field galaxy populatior’{< 10 Mpc?) (Dressler 1980).

The morphological segregation of galaxies is a generic pre-
diction of cold dark matter simulations of large scale dinoe
formation (Frenk et al. 1985, 1988), and more recent semi—
analytic galaxy formation models (Kauffmann 1995; Baugh
et al. 1996; Benson et al. 2001; Diaferio et al. 2001). In that
context, the observed morphology—density relation isrinte
preted as the combination of two mechanisms. Firstly, the
local density of galaxies and dark matter is a proxy for the
epoch of initial collapse of a given structure; the most rivess
structures at any epoch represent the earliest that cellaps
Secondly, interactions between galaxies, dark matter laad t
intra—cluster medium (i.e. environmental processes)leegy|
to transform in—falling field galaxies from gas—rich spsr&d
gas—poor lenticular galaxies. The exact balance betwese th
two mechanisms (i.e. nature versus nurture) and the detaile

physics of the environmental processes have yet to be iden-

tified unambiguously, and are the focus of much ongoing re-
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relation evolves in different density regimes will hold iorp
tant clues to the physical processes responsible. To tlat en
Dressler et al. (1997) used high—resolution imaging with th
Hubble Space Telescope (H3®)measure the morphology—
density relation in the core regions of a sample of rich eltsst
atz~0.5. Dressler et al. found that the fraction of lenticular
galaxies in clusters declined by a factor of 2—3 betweeh
and z=0.5 and this evolution was accompanied by a corre-
sponding increase in the fraction of star—forming spiraée(
also Andreon 1998; Couch et al. 1998; Fasano et al. 2000;
Treu et al. 2003).

At higher redshifts, the distinction between ellipticaldan
lenticular morphologies becomes increasingly difficult to
draw (Smail et al. 1997; Fabricant et al. 2000). Neverthe-
less, several authors have measured the total early—tgpe fr
tion fesspin individual clusters at~1 (e.g. van Dokkum et al.
2000, 2001; Lubin et al. 2002). These authors figd=0.5
in clusters atz~1, i.e. a smaller fraction than that found in
the densest environmentsza. However, as van Dokkum &
Franx (2001) caution, these estimates are preliminaryuseca
they are based on a very small number of clusters.

In this paper we measure the morphology—density relation
atz=1 across the full three orders of magnitude in galaxy den-
sity spanned in local samples. We compare our results with
those obtained at lower and intermediate redshifts (Deessl|

1980; Dressler et al. 1997; Treu et al. 2003) and thus chart,
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over a cosmologically significant time interval® Gyr).
A plan of the paper follows. In[32 we develop a strategy for
measuring the morphology—density relatiorzal and sum-
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marize the data used for this purpose. Then[ih 83 we de-
scribe the analysis, focusing separately on high— and low—
density environments. The main results, the morphology—
density relation az=1 and its evolution to the present—day

are presented in[34. 11185 we discuss a possible interpre- Redshift Texp(ks) Pointings PID Reference
tation, including how it relates to previous measurements
of fessp in high—redshift clusters. We summarize our con-

TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF HST DATA

RCS 02240002 0.77 13.2 1 9135 a

clusions in Eb. We parameterize the Hubble expansion as %Jl%iﬁ‘?i?’ é'gg 22'2 é ?gg 2
h=Ho/100kms*Mpc1=0.65, and adopt the currently favored ' '

I e 4= h Vs ; MS113#6624 0.78  15.0 1 5987
values of(2y=0.3 and{2,=0.7 when our analysis requires us Cl1325:3009 076  19.0 1 6581 d
to make distance estimates. In this cosmolojy=8.63kpc Cl16044304 090  19.0 3 8560 e
physical size ar=1. Unless otherwise stated, all error bars
are stated at I=significance. All magnitudes are quoted in Cl0024+1654 0395 4.4 38 8559 f
the Vlega system. Cl0024+1654  0.395  18.0 1 5453

2. DATA a Gladders et al. (2002)
b van Dokkum et al. (2001)
2.1. Strategy ¢ van Dokkum et al. (2000)

. . . d Lubin, Oke & Postman (2002)
The primary aims of this paper are to measure the e postman, Lubin & Oke (2001) — these data include Cl 1621
morphology—density relation a~1 and to identify broad f Treu et al. (2003) — these data are used to characterize~thegalaxy

evolutionary trends by comparing our measurements with population, and not the galaxies that inhabit the foregdotlnster az=0.4.
those atz~0 (Dressler 1980) anzt-0.5 (Dressler et al. 1997;
Treu et al. 2003). To facilitate this comparison, we adopt th
same analysis methods used in the lower redshift studids, an
provide two measurements for carefully selected galaxy pop
ulations atz=1 which form the basis of our analysis. The pro-
jected number density}]) of galaxies down tdvly <My +1
allows us to measure the projected density10/A, where
A is the solid angle within which the ten nearest neighbors
are found (see[®3 for more details). We also morphologically
classify the galaxies in the varioas1 samples. Both: and
morphologies need to be derived in a homogeneous fashio
across the full range in projected density:X<1000 Mpc?.
Dressler et al. (1997) use®iST observations of 10
optically—selected clusters to measure the morphology
density relation , for cluster galaxies ar~05, i.e.
SOS_ZglOOOMpc : Treg et aI_.s (2003) wide—field (out o a define a luminosity limit 1 mag fainter thavy, at z=1, i.e.
projected cluster—centric radius of 5Mpc) study of Cl0024 My<-212
extends Dressler et al’s results out to field environments " — o
¥~1Mpc? for one cluster. To extend this body of work to 2.2. Space—based Observations
z=1 we soughtHST imaging of a similar sized sample of . i .
clusters atz~1. A search of theHST archive for WFPC2 A widefield sparse-sampledSTTWFPCZ mosaic of
observations of clusters atfb<z<1.25 through the F814w  C10024 £=0.395) was acquired during Cycle 8 (PI: R.S. El-
filter (i.e. a reasonable match to rest—fraxheband) yielded IS, GO:8559), comprising 38 independent pointings observ

a sample of six clusters for which thirteen individual Wrpc2 through the F814W filter for two orbits each. Treu et al.
pointings are available (Tad 1). (2003) describe the reduction of these data; here we sum-

To measure the morphological fractionsat1 Mpc2, we marize key details of the reduced data: the pixel-scale is

complement these cluster data with a sample of field galax-0-'05 after drizzling; the estimated 80% completeness limit

ies. Prior to large—scale redshift surveys of galaxies=at IS ls14~=25; the total combined field of view of the 39 point-
in regions whereHST data is available (e.g. Davis et al. [NgS (including the cluster center — e.g. Smail et al. 1987) i
2002; Le Févre et al. 2003), we necessarily rely on photo-0.05deg, excluding the PC chip from each pointing. The
metric redshift estimates. We therefore selected a field forPrimary motivation of these observations was a panoramic
which a deep photometric dataset with broad wavelength cov-study of the rich cluster CI0024 (Treu et al. 2003; Kneib et
erage antiSTimaging through the F814W filter is available. al- 2003). However, as discussed, these data provide morpho
The mosaicedST field containing the rich cluster CI0024 logical information on a large sample of field galaxiez-al
(z=0.395) is well-matched to this purpose as the bulk of the (83.2). The limiting magnitude of these data corresponds to
faint population viewed is not associated with the foregbu ~ Mv~~—20 atz=1, i.e. sufficiently deep to provide early/late—
cluster. Ground-baseBV RIJK-photometry, plus F814W type morphological classification in a manner consistettt wi
HST/WFPC?2 imaging are available (Kneib et al. 2003) and that of earlier work (see[£3.2 for more details of the classifi
the projected physical extent is170Mp& at z=1, corre- cation process, including estimation of uncertainties).
sponding to a volume of 510°Mpc® when integrated over a — _ _ _

redshift interval 075<z<1.25. Extensive spectroscopic stud- Telelg')spggggir'% ga;‘iﬂé’gggsgr}’;ﬁgi F‘)’g‘gé&‘*ﬂ'g‘?ﬁé{ﬁfi’é‘%ﬁggﬁe

ies of this field (Czoske et al. 2001; Treu et al. 2003; Moran €t i gperated by the Association of Universities for Reseanchstronomy,

al. 2004, in prep.) provide several hundred spectroscepgic r  Inc., under NASA contract NAS5-26555.

shifts which are useful in calibrating photometric redshg-
timates based on tH&V RIJK-band photometry (se&&311.2).
In comparing morphological fractions at different redsif
in addition tok—corrections and adopting a fixed luminosity
limit of My, +1 , the question of luminosity evolution in the
population needs to be considered. Interpolating between t
redshift-dependei@— andR-band luminosity functions we
estimate that evolution d¥lj, betweernz=1 andz=0 is 1 mag
I'tBrown et al. 2001; Chen et al. 2003; Norberg et al. 2002; Poli
et al. 2003). Although there is some uncertainty in this-esti
mate, we conclude it is better to apply this adjustment rathe
“than to ignore the effect altogether. We therefore subtract
1 mag of evolution from\, at z=0 (Brown et al. 2001), to
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Panoramic optical data of Cl0024 were acquired with the
3.6—m Canada France Hawaii Telescbpsing the CFH12k
camera (Cuillandre et al. 2000) through tB¥ RI filters.
These data are described by Czoske (2002) and Treu et al.
Filter Telescope/lnstrument 3-Limit FWHM("") (2003). The sensitivity limit and image quality achieved in
each passband is given in Table 2. The optical data are com-

TABLE 2
SUMMARY OF GROUND—BASED DATA

5 EEEEE ;;'g gig'gg plemgnted by wide—_field— andKs—band (hereaftd(—band)

R GFHLZK %66  (BRLO09 imaging obtained with the WIRC camera (Wilson et al. 2002)

| CFH12K 259  07740.09 at the Hale 200 telescop® on 2002, October 29-30. These

3 Hale/WIRC 220  05+011 near—infrared (NIR) observations comprise a33mosaic of

K  Hale/WIRC 204 (©3+0.10 WIRC pointings, providing a contiguous observed area of
~26 x26 centered on the cluster. Further details of these
observations and the data reduction are described by Kneib
et al. (2003). Here, we note that independent checks on the

T T T T T absolute photometric calibration using unsaturated ssurc

the 2MASS point—source and extended—source cafjloms

e PATTT PP gether with examination of the sources that fall in the ayerl

regions between the nine pointings confirm that the absolute
and relative calibration of both th&- andK—band data are
accurate to 10%. We incorporate these uncertainties ito th
spectral template fitting described il 83. All of the ground-

T
el

3 ; . 3 based data were registered onto Czoske et al.’s (2001} astro
Lo ] metric grid, which is accurate tg0.2".
B i An important question is whether the depth of this multi—

passband data is adequate for reliable photometric redshif
studies atz=1 described in[E3.1l.2. We compare the depth of
the ground—based data as a function of wavelength to spectra
templates derived from observations of local galaxies éCol
man, Wu & Weedman 1980 — CWW). We redshifted the
N R R CWW templates t@=1 and normalized them tily, = -21.2
(see EZN), and compared them with detection limits listed
in Table[2 (note that thd—band detection limit is shown at
Agps(em) 5—¢ significance because this is the detection filter adopted
Fic. 1.—Observed detection limits for ground—based imaging of N $3.1.2). Fig[lL confirms that the ground—based data are
the C10024 field, (3¢ significance, except for thi-band, shownat  Sufficiently deep to provide strong signal-to—noise detest
5-¢). Coleman, Wu & Weedman spectral templates have been red-across the full wavelength range frdsa- to K—bands for all
shifted toz=1 and normalized to tié—band luminosity of a galaxy ~ but the reddest spectral types. The slight short—fall irsisien
atz=1 with My = My +1 =-21.2 (see EZI for details). Our ground— ity in the bluest filters is not a significant concern because w
based data is shown to be sufficiently deep across the broagt wa have ignored spectral evolution when constructingHigni. |
length range to achieve accurate photometric redshiftslfepectral deed, only 3% of the galaxies at1 in the final photometric
types (see[&213 for further details). redshift catalog are undetected in Beband.
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3. ANALYSIS

In this section we describe how we construct samples of
cluster and field galaxies at1 and measure the projected
The high-redshift cluster data (Table 1) were reduced usingdensity,Y:, at the location of each galaxy[{8B.1). 11 83.2, we

theWFIXUP, WMOSAIC, IMALIGN , IMCOMBINE andCOSMI- describe the morphological classification.
CRAYstasks inRAF®. The reduced frames have a pixel-scale
of 0”1 and the mean FWHM of stellar profiles i§T7. As 3.1. Measuring the Local Galaxy Density

this pixel scale is twice that of the field—galaxy data dedwauti ; i ;
above, we block—averaged the field data for the purpose of ) 3'_1'1' H|gh_DenS|ty I_Enwron_ments )
morphological classification. Although this results in iglst We begin with the high density environments, using the
under-sampling of the WFPC2 point-spread—function, thepointed WPFC2 observations of high redshift clusters (Ta-
larger pixels assist in the identification of faint morptgilo ~ ble[). We analyzed each WFPC2 frame with SExtractor
cal features. Although these cluster data are deeper tlean th

; : ; ; 7 The Canada—France—Hawaii Telescope (CFHT) is operatedhéy t
correspondlng field Images (See Teldle 1)’ both are sufﬂylent National Research Council of Canada, I'Institut Nationak dScience de

deep for the morphological classification exercige(83.2). I'Univers of the Centre National de la Recherche Scientéigfi France and
the University of Hawaii.
2.3. Ground—based Observations 8 The Hale Telescope at Palomar Observatory is owned andtegeng

the California Institute of Technology.
9 This paper makes use of data products from the Two Micron Ryl S

6 |RAF is distributed by the National Optical Astronomy Observiats Survey (2MASS), which is a joint project of the University Mbssachusetts
which are operated by the Association of Universities fosé&gch in As- and the Infrared Processing and Analysis Center/Caléoofi Technology,
tronomy, Inc., under cooperative agreement with the Nati@tience Foun- funded by the National Aeronautics and Space Administnatiod the Na-

dation. tional Science Foundation.
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(Bertin & Arnouts 1996), and adoptethAG_AUTO as an esti-  overlap the mean photometric redshift error is,) = 0.04,
mate of the totalgi14—band magnitude of each source. Assum- whereA,=(Zspec Zohot)/(1+Zsped- The rms scatter, defined as
ing all the detected sources are at the cluster redshiftsligve 2=(N-1)18((A, - (AL) /(1 + Zspe())zy whereN is the num-
cuss corrections for contamination by field galaxies below) per of galaxies, is also sma#;=0.1.
the totalls;,—band magnitudes were converted into the rest— The final step in constructing the~1 field sample is to
frameV-band using correction terms derived from synthetic select all galaxies within a suitable redshift range chdsen
spectral templates for a representative range of stellaupo  yield an adequate—sized sample for the field of view. We
lation ages (2-8 Gyr — see Treu et al. (2001, 2003) for moreadopted a range.05<z<1.25. Down to a luminosityvl, < -
details). We estimate that this step introduces an unogytai  21.2 (see EZI1) the combined photometric/spectroscopic cata-
of <0.1mag in the estimatehlly luminosity. We then select  |og yields a sample of 843 galaxies.
all galaxies withMy <-21.2 (i.e. the limit defined in[€211). Determining the optimal redshift bidz, for estimating the
The projected number density was calculated for each of thegalaxy density is a trade—off between two effects. To avoid
957 galaxies in the resulting catalog following the presept spurious associationtz should ideally be as small as pos-
introduced by Dressler (1980). For each galaxy we countedsible. However, given the use of photometric redshifts, it
the ten nearest neighbors and divided by the rectangular areis pointless making the bin smaller than the typical error in
enclosed. The median value Bf computed in this manner estimated redshift. After some experimenting, at each field
is ¥~400Mpc?; ~80% of the galaxies havg>200Mpc?2. galaxy position, the ten nearest neighbors within a retshif
Contamination arising from the projection of field galaxis  slice (z=+0.1) centered on the best—fit photometric redshift
lower and higher redshifts along the line—of—sight was cor- (or spectroscopic redshift where available) were locatéz:
rected using Postman et al’s (1998pand number counts. corresponding area was then computed as described above
Given the broad bins irt required to achieve reasonable (83.1.1). Two corrections were subsequently applied.t,Firs

signal-to—noise (Fid.l3), uncertainties arising from this- a field correction in each redshift slice was computed by-scal
rection do not significantly affect the final cluster-based r ing the number of galaxies within the entire field—of—view in
sults. each slice. This leads to a reduction in the valu& aft each

location. The second correction takes account of uncertain
ties in the photometric redshifts. For simplicity we assume
that these uncertainties are normally distributed. Sihee t
We now turn to the low density environments, as probed by measured scattet{(1+2)~0.2) is somewhat larger than the
the wide—field observations of C|0024. The WIREband width z=+0.1 of the interval employed for the density mea-
mosaic is of key importance here since it provides a reason-surement, the local density measurements are underestimat
able match to rest—framé-band at 075<z<1.25. We ana- by a factor of~2. The morphology—density relation is very
lyze this data with SExtractor (Berton & Arnouts 1996) ex- flat at the densities probed by these data (Big. 3), therdticze
cluding all sources that lie close to diffraction spikesuard correction for photometric redshift uncertainties has gline
bright stars, adjacent to a small number of remaining casmet gible effect on the final results.
defects on the final reduced mosaic and withifi @bthe edge 3.2. Moroholoaical Classificati
of the field of view. Monte Carlo simulations were used to de- o phological Llassitication
termine the completeness limits of theband catalog. Scaled ~ The total number of~1 galaxies for which detailed mor-
artificial point—sources that match the seeing were indette ~ phological information is available is 1257. This compsise
random positions into thé-band mosaic and examined using all 957 members of the high—density cluster catal¢g{3lB.1.1
the same SExtractor configuration as above. The 80% com-and 300 members out of the total of 843 galaxies in the low—
pleteness limit (equivalent to aSletection limit) was deter-  density field catalog [&3.2) which lie on the sparse—sathpl
mined to beJ(50)=211. We then performed aperture pho- HSTmosaic of Cl0024 (&212).
tometry for all of theJ-detected sources using a 2—arcsec di- Postage stamp images’(65”) of all 1257 galaxies were
ameter aperture on the seeing matcB¥dR|1JK-band frames.  extracted and classification was performed using a scheme
Finally, we removed several hundred stars from the multi—- comprising stellar/compact, early-type (E/SO0), lateet{da
color catalog based on their profile shapes to yield a finaland later) and faint categories, patterned after that eyeplo
catalog of 4376 sources. UsimyPERZ? (Bolzonella et al. by Treu et al. (2003) but with broader classes designed & tak
2000), we then fitted synthetic spectral templates (Bru&ual —account of the lower signal-to—noise ratio of the most dista
Charlot 1998) to all 4376 galaxies in tB¥ RIJKphotometric ~ galaxies targeted by this study. One of us (GPS) classified
catalog, adopting a Calzetti et al. (2000) extinction lamga  all 1257 galaxies, and a control sample comprising a sub—set

3.1.2. Low Density Environments

allowing dust extinction in each galaxy to Be<1.2. of roughly one third of the total sample was cross—classified
The resulting photometric redshift distribution in F[J. 2 by three of the authors (GPS, TT, RSE). The majority of the
shows that the foreground cluster, Cl002#Q 4), is well differences in the latter test arose from difficulties inssidy-

recovered in the photometric redshift analysis. The photo-ing unambiguously bulge dominated galaxies as either E/SO
metric redshift reliability at higher redshifts can be gadg (i.e. early-types) or Sa (i.e. late-types in our scheme). We
by comparing with the extensive spectroscopic catalog of use these three independent morphological catalogs to esti
Moran et al. (2004, in prep. — see also Czoske et al. 2001;mate the uncertainty in the early type fraction (6%) and add
Treu et al. 2003). The overlap between the photometricthis in quadrature to the statistical errors when presgratin
and spectroscopic catalogs is limited beyasd because final results in EZI1.

the wavelength coverage of the spectroscopic observations 4. RESULTS

(A<0.75um — e.g. Treu et al. 2003) was designed to locate

cluster members at~0.4. Nonetheless, in the region of 4.1. The Morphology—density Relation &t

We now combine measurements of projected galaxy num-
10 Available af hitp:/iwebast.ast.obs-mip.fr/hygerz ber density and the morphological classifications to costr
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Fic. 2.—LEFT: Photometric redshift distribution in the field of the cletsCl 0024 derived from the spectral template fitting usingPERZ
The foreground cluster a=0.4 is clearly recovered, in addition to a significant popuwlatof galaxies at #5<z<1.25 which forms the basis
of this study.RIGHT: Comparison of photometric and spectroscopic redshifits fihe catalog of Moran et al. (2004, in prep.). The compariso
indicates a mean redshift error @,)=0.04 and rms scatter @f,=0.1. See E3T]2 for further details.
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Fic. 3.—LEFT: Early type fractionfe:so versus projected density at various redshifts. Verticalrdsars on the filled data points represent the
sum of uncertainties arises from counting statistics, malqgical misclassification, photometric redshifts (foe two lowest density points)
and field—to—field variance (for the three high—density t)inHorizontal error bars define bin widths chosen to contel00 galaxies. The
histograms show the low and intermediate redshift dateepited by Dressler et al. (1997); te0.5 data is rebinned to include the results of
Treu et al. (2003) and to achieve a signal-to—noise ratiogpemable with the high—redshift dateiGHT: Evolution of the early—type fraction
fesso versus look—back time for various projected densitiesvédrirom the data presented on the left.

the morphology—density relation zt1 (Fig.[3). For simplic- 100 galaxies (th&=400Mpc? bin contains in excess of 600
ity we summarize this relation in terms of the early—typefra galaxies). Vertical error bars combine binomial uncettam
tion, fe+sp, @s a function of redshift and environmental den- (Gehrels et al. 1986) with two further contributions added i
sity. quadrature. First, we quantify the cluster—to—clustettsca
Our data span three orders of magnitude in projectedby recomputing the high density points, each time excluding
density from the "field", ©<10Mpc?, to cluster cores, one of the clusters (see Talile 1). The rms scatter between
¥~1000Mpc?. The three highest density points are derived these measurements &f.sg is ~0.03, i.e. comparable with
from the pointed cluster observation§{&83.1.1); the two-low or smaller than the typical binomial uncertainty. We also in
est density points are derived from our analysis of the field clude the effect of morphological misclassifications asdot
viewed in the Cl10024 mosaiced imagé€ (&3 1.2). Horizontal in §3.2.
error bars show bin widths chosen to contains a minimum of  Fig.[d clearly shows that morphological segregation was al-
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ready present a=1. The early type fractioffiz.sg monoton- pressure stripping, and therefore the metamorphosis d@uld
ically increases with projected densify, Previous studies accelerated once some threshold conditions are met. In sum-
of the fraction of early—type galaxies at early times concen mary, the broad picture presented by our results is in qialit
trated on individual galaxy clusters (e.g. van Dokkum et al. tive agreement with the hierarchical paradigm. We now turn
2000, 2001; Lubin et al. 2002). These authors found frastion to more quantitative possible explanations for our resiits
consistent with those presented here when allowance is madbegin with a brief review of the evolution of early—type gala
for the fact that averages were taken over larger areas (thees in clusters.
entire WFPC2 field in most cases) thereby sampling a range For some years now, evidence spanning the rarge<Q
of projected densities. Taking MS 1092821 as an example, has suggested that cluster early—types represent a very-hom
van Dokkum et al. (2000) founft.sg=0.51+0.1 at densities of ~ geneous, slowly evolving population. This is based in part o
»~50, which is consistent with the results presented in[ffig. 3. the low intrinsic scatter~0.08 mags) observed in the local
. ) . color—magnitude relation (Bower, Lucey & Ellis 1992) and
4.2. Evolution of the Morphology—density Relation that tracked taz~1 (Ellis et al. 1997; Stanford, Eisenhardt
Fig.[d also presents histograms fi.so as a function of & Dickinson 1998). The mass—to—light ratios deduced from
projected density for the local and intermediate sampte8, the fundamental plane provide a second indicator, bothaat lo
andz~0.5. The former is based on Dressler et al’s (1997) redshift (e.g., Lucey etal. 1991; Pahre, Djorgovski, & de-Ca
re—analysis of Dressler's (1980) data. The latter combinesvalho 1998) and intermediate redshifts (e.g. van Dokkum &
Dressler et al’s (1997) study of the core regions of 10 clus- Franx 1996; Bender et al. 1998; van Dokkum et al. 1998;
ters at 037<z<0.56 with Treu et al.’s (2003) panoramic study Kelson et al. 2000). Both results have supported the widely—
of C10024 ¢=0.4). In combining these two datasets, we re— held view that the stars isomecluster early—types formed at
binned Dressler et al.’s data to be consistent with the Tteu e high redshift (i.ez>2).
al. data and took a simple average in the region where the two This does not necessarily mean thdit local early-types

datasets overlap, i.&£>30Mpc™>. evolved from those seen at earlier times. Conceivably some
Although we detect a morphology—density relatiorz=t, formed subsequent ta~0.5-1 but nonetheless found their

itis not as prominent as in the local universe. We quantifyth way onto the present-day fundamental plane and color—

evolution by fitting a straight—line of the forrf.soocSlogy magnitude relations (Bower, Terlevich & Kodama 1998). This

to both thez=0 andz=1 data. We obtais(z=0)=0.26+-0.01 is particularly Iikel_y for the lenticulars which may havedm_
andp(z=1)=0.08+0.02. The morphology—density relation, as transformed relatively recently from star—forming gaéi
summarized by the early—type fraction, is therefoetimes ~ (Dressler et al. 1997). However, the physical processés tha
steeper locally than at=1. govern how star—forming disk galaxies are transformed into
We also compare our~1 results with those ar=0.5, quiescent lenticulars remgins an important outstandirggqu
and find, perhaps surprisingly, that there has been littletion (€.g. Kodama & Smail 2001; Treu et al. 2003).
evolution betweenz=1 and z=0.5, except in the densest Motivated by our new results, we now explore what new
bin, i.e. ¥~1000Mpc?. Fitting our simple model to the clues we can deduce about the evolution of cluster earlg-typ
z=0.5 data, we obtair8(z=0.5)=0.15+0.05. If we exclude  galaxies. Specifically, we use several evolutionary seesar
the highest density bin, the result changes only slightly: to attempt to set a limit on the fraction of lenticular gatesi
((z=0.5)=0.13+0.05. Both of these values agree within the fso, in clusters az=1. Note that we restrict our attention to

uncertainties with the slope foundzt1. the high density regions; this is because measuremeritg of
A simpler way to present our results is the runfgfso as are not available at lower redshift for the intermediate land
a function of look—back time for lowX<10Mpc?), inter- density regimes. The crux of our model is to use our measure-

mediate £=100Mpc?), and high £=1000Mpc?) densities ment of fergg atz=1, in combination with the elliptical galaxy
(see Fig[B). This elucidates more clearly the timing of envi fraction, fg, atz=0.5 (Dressler et al. 1997; Treu et al. 2003;
ronmental evolution. Little evolution is seen in the eatjpe ~ §4.2) and simple model assumptions to estimigteat z=1.
fraction in low density environments over@<1. Evoluton ~ We write the following expression for the lenticular framti
at intermediate densities occurred remarkably recendyifi atz=1:

the last 5 Gyr) with little evidence for any change at earlier

times. In the highest density regions, there has been a mono- f —f _f Nz=05 + ANg 1
tonic rise with cosmic times. S0z=17 TE+SQz=1 TE2205°y T T N, 1)

5. DISCUSSION We derive Equatiofll1 from first principles in the Appendix,

We first consider why the fraction of early—type galaxies however it is quite straightforward to understand each term
increases first in the higher density environments, then-ini From the early—type fraction a1 (fe+sgz=1), We subtract
termediate density environments and finally — if it doeslatal  the elliptical fraction atz=0.5, re—normalized to account for
in the lowest density environments. Qualitatively, thia t& changes in the total number of galaxies due to evolutionary
understood in the scenario of hierarchical structure foiona processes such as in—fall and galaxy—galaxy mergers. \&e als
At a given epoch, the densest regions are those which starteddd a term to account for changes in the number of elliptical
collapsing earliest; in terms of age since collapse, theel&n galaxies due to these evolutionary processes; we divide the
regions are therefore the oldest. If we assume that thenaigi  change in the number of ellipticalANg=Ng ;=05—Ng z=1) by
morphological mix is universal and then late—type galaxies the total number of galaxies at1.
are transformed into early—types by environmental prasgss We now employ a series of evolutionary scenarios from
then the densest regions have had more time to increase theiwhich we estimate values &,-q5/N,=; and ANg /N,=;, and
early—type fraction. Clearly, the rate of transformatiouic thus, in combination with measurements fifisq,=1 and
also be a function of density, for example dense clusters arefg ;-5 derive estimates ofsqz=1. The numerical details of
likely to be more efficient than poor groups at inducing ram— each scenario are listed in the Appendix.
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We first adopt a closed box model in which we assume thatter ellipticals atz=1 have been cannibalized lz¢0.5, then

all cluster ellipticals are formed at high redshifts, gay, and
that the rising fraction of early—type galaxies (i.e. dltpls
and lenticulars) with cosmic time arises entirely as a tesul
of lenticulars transformed from star—forming spirals. Aske

prediction of this model, and indeed the open box models dis-

Nz=05/Nz=1~20.97 and ANg/N,=-1=-0.03, which translates
into fsgz=1~0.09. Again, adding 20 per cent in—fall of spiral
galaxies to a cannibalism scenario yieMsos/Nz=1~1.17,

and a lenticular fraction offsg,=1~0. The demonstrates that

it is unreasonable to assume that the agent of change is only

cussed below, is the existence of an epoch at which the early-the spiral population and that a combination of cannibalism

type galaxy population in clusters is “pristine”, i.e. corsgs
solely ellipticals formed at high redshift. Any measurelod t
fraction of lenticular galaxiesf§o) as a function of redshift
would then yield important constraints on the timing and the
physics of galaxy transformation in clusters.

For the closed box model, ak1, ellipticals are neither
created nor destroyed\(Ng=0) and there is no overall num-
ber evolution N;=05=N;=1). The lenticular fraction at=1 is
therefore simply the difference between the early—type-fra
tion at z=1 (fg+s0z=1=0.7£0.1) and the elliptical fraction at
z=0.5 (fg;=05=0.6+0.1 — Dressler et al. 1997; Treu et al.
2003). We therefore derive a crude upper limitfgf,-1<0.1.
Given the uncertainties in the observational data, in this p
ture, we could be witnessing such a “pristine” population of
cluster ellipticals ar~1. However, clusters are probably not

and in-fall in the open box case can be arranged to yield a low
lenticular fraction at=1.

In summary, we have used simple models to explore several
scenarios for the evolution of early—type galaxies betvwedn
andz=0.5, with the aim of constraining the fraction of lenticu-
lar galaxies in clusters at1. Whilst the scenarios considered
are unlikely to represent an exhaustive study, it is intergs
to note that in all except one scenario the lenticular foarcti
is fs0=0.1 or lower. This is comparable with the uncertainty
on the observational data included in the calculationsgusin
Equationl. Atz=1, we may therefore be observing cluster
galaxy populations at or very close to their “pristine” stan
a scenario where the bulk of the elliptical population fodne
at higher redshiftsz>2).

Our suggestion that the lenticular fractiorzafl is negligi-

closed boxes; numerical simulations demonstrate that-mateble is clearly speculative. Additional data is requiredestt

rial is continually accreted into clusters, generally gldhe
filamentary structure. We therefore also explore severahop
box models, with the aim of finding out whether additional
evolutionary processes tend to increase or decrease texiclo
box estimate ofsg,-1 .

First, we relax the assumption that there is no in—fall from

this interpretation, most importantly, a discriminatotieeen
elliptical and lenticular galaxies at high redshift is reqd.

In addition to deepdST/ACS imaging for morphologies, re-
solved spectroscopy of early—type galaxies in clusters-at

and beyond should help to discriminate between those galax-
ies that are dynamically hot (elliptical galaxies) and thtieat

the field; we retain the assumption that there is no numberare cold, i.e. lenticular galaxies with systematic rotatié\l-

evolution in the ellipticalsfANg=0). If we assume that the1
cluster galaxy population has increased by 20%-8t5 due
to in—fall of spirals and lenticulars, thé¥y-os/N,=1=1.2 and
fsaz=1220. Note that this scenario includes implicitly the pos-
sibility that the in—falling spirals are transformed inemtic-
ulars. This simple in—fall scenario therefore supportddiea
that fsg is negligible atz=1.

We now consider number evolution in the elliptical galax-

ready, promising exploratory studies have demonstrated th
feasibility of making this distinction (van Dokkum & Stan-
ford 2001, lye et al. 2003).

6. CONCLUSIONS

We have used 52 individuaHST/WFPC2 observations
through the F814W filter, supplemented by panoramic
ground-based imaging to measure the morphology—density

ies; his could occur through several processes, for examplgelation of galaxies at=1. Our study adopts analysis meth-

some of the in—falling population could already be ellipti-
cals, spiral and/or lenticulars could merge to form elipti
cals either in the cluster core or in the in—falling groupg (e
van Dokkum et al. 1999) and ellipticals in the cluster cores
could merge together to form a brightest cluster galaxygher
after BCG; e.g. Nipoti et al. 2003). Taking the possibiliy o
in—falling ellipticals first, we add 10% in—fall of elliptis

to the 20% in—fall of spirals and lenticulars described a&hov
ANg/Nz=1=0.1; Nz=os5/N,=1=1.3. Substituting these values

into EquatiorL reveals that this scenario is also condisten

with a very low lenticular fraction at=1 — fsg,-1~0.02.

ods similar to those developed at lower redshifts (e.g. Edees
1980) and our principal achievement is to sparg afl, the
full three orders of magnitude range in the projected num-
ber density of galaxies encompassed by the low redshifts
studies. We choose to make a like—for-like comparison of
the early—type fractions spanning field{10 Mpc?), group
(£~100Mpc?) and rich cluster X~1000Mpc?) environ-
ments.

We briefly summarize our findings as follows:

We now include galaxy—galaxy mergers as a mechanism (i) Morphological segregation remains a prominent feature

for generating cluster ellipticals, and for simplicity asse
zero in—fall from the field. If ten in every hundred clus-
ter spirals atz=1 merge pair-wise to produce half that
number of ellipticals byz=0.5, thenN;=95/N;=1=0.95 and
ANg/N,=;=0.05, which translates intésg,-1~0.2. Combin-
ing this scenario with in—fall of a similar fraction of spira

galaxies to that discussed above modifies the second term in

Equatiorl thusN,=g5/N,=1~1.2, and the lenticular fraction
thus: fSQz:120-03-

Finally, under a galactic cannibalism scenario (e.g. Nipot
etal. 2003), the number of cluster ellipticals reduces tiiitte
due to their ingestion into the BCG. If 5 per cent of clus-

of the galaxy population a=1, although the slope of the
fe+so—logX relation is~3 times shallower than observed
locally.

(i) The morphology—density relations at1 andz=0.5 are
remarkably similar, with a significant difference only de-
tected in the highest density bin. Most of the evolution
producing the locally—observed relation occurred in the
redshift interval 8 z <0.5.

(i) Atlow densities, the early—type fraction is roughlgrm-
stant at fg.50=0.4+0.1 across the full redshift range
(0<z<1).
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APPENDIX

DERIVATION OF EQUATION 1

EquatiorTl describes how the fraction of lenticular galsxdez=1 (fsq,=1) can be estimated from two observable quantities:
the fraction of early—type galaxies &t1 (fe+sqz=1) and the fraction of elliptical galaxies @t0.5 (fe+soz=05). As explained in
g4, the equation is quite intuitive, however for complesmeve derive it here from first principals. First, we write #arly—type
fraction atz=1 in terms of the elliptical and lenticular fractions attthedshift:

fersoz=1=fe z=1+fs0z=1 (A1)

Simple re—arrangement, whexg-; is the total number of cluster galaxies aWg,-1 is the number of cluster ellipticals, both at
z=1, gives:

N =
fsaz=1=fe+s0z=1— ’\T’Z ! (A2)
z=1

We now defineANe=Ng ;=05—Ng z=1 t0 be the change in the number of cluster ellipticals betwednandz=0.5, and re—write
EquatiorfA? as:

Ng z=05—AN
fsaz=1= fE+SQz=1_% (A3)
z=1
Finally, we substitut&e ;-05=fg ;=05.N~0 5, to obtain Equatiofl1 fron$5:
N,= AN
fsaz=1=fersaz=1~fe 7205 — Oy E (A4)

Nz:]_ Nz:]_
TABULATION OF CLOSED AND OPEN BOX MODELS
In this table we list the values used in Equafibn 1[ih 85.

fsaz=1 = fersoz=1 = fEz205.Nzz05/Nz=1 + ANg/Ne=p

Closed Box Model

[A] No in—fall, no number evolution fsoz=1 = 0.7 - 06x1 + 0 = 01

Open Box Models

[B] 20% in—fall of spirals and lenticulars fsoz=1 = 0.7 - 06x1.2 + 0 = -0.02

[C] Model B plus 10% in—fall of ellipticals fsoz=1 = 0.7 - 06x1.3 + 0.1 = 002

[D] 10% of the total population (assumed to Heg,-1 = 0.7 - 06x0.95 + 0.05 = (18
spirals) merge pair-wise to form ellipticals

[E] Model D plus Model B fsoz=1 = 0.7 - 06x1.2 + 0.05 = 003

[F] Cannibalism — 5% of ellipticals merge to fsg,-1 = 0.7 — 06x0.97 - 0.03 = 009
form a BCG

[G] Model F plus Model B fsoz=1 = 0.7 - 06x1.17 - 0.03 =-0.03
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