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Stellar populations of classical and pseudo-bulges for a sample
of isolated spiral galaxies

Yinghe Zhao' 2

Abstract In this paper we present the stellar populationHowever, recent observations have revealed that some
synthesis results for a sample of 75 bulges in isolatedIspirdulges are more complicated than previously thought and
Sb-Sc galaxies, using the spectroscopic data from the Sloanay be formed from spiral disks (e@ 006). In the
Digital Sky Survey and the STARLIGHT code. We find literature, bulges those appear very similar to pure it
that both pseudo-bulges and classical bulges in our sampig'stems are named as classical bulges and those relate to the
are predominantly composed of old stellar populationd) wit disk are called as pseudo-bulges (e.g. Kormendy & Kenificutt
mean mass-weighted stellar age around 10 Gyr. While tHgo4).

stellar population of pseudo-bulges is, in general, younge Classical bulges are typically having hot stellar dynam-
than that of classical bulges, theférence is not significant, jcs and more nearly de Vaucauleu®¥* surface bright-
which indicates that it is hard to distinguish pseudo-bsilge ness profiles| (Kormendy & Kenniclitt 2004). They have
from classical bulges, at least for these isolated galaxiegearly the same fundamental plane relation as ellipticals
only based on their stellar populations. Pseudo-bulges hayigender, Burstein & Fabér 1992, 1993). Pseudo-bulges are
star formation activities with relatively longer timesedhan  f4t components with nearly exponential surface brightness
classical bulges, indicating that secular evolution is enor . osiles and thus more disk-like in both their morphology
important in this kind of systems. Our results also show that, , 4 shapel (Fisher & Drdly 2d08), and they are dominated

pseudo-bulges have a lower stellar velocity dispersion thab rotation in dynamici (Kormenh; 1d93: Kormendy & Kennhut
their classical counterparts, which suggests that clalssi ). However, there remain many uncertainties in making

bulges are more dispersion-supported than pseudo-bulgesa clear-cut distinction between these two cases, partigula

in regard to the stellar populations of spiral bulges.

In the current paradigm, formation scenarios for bulges
can be divided into two categories: one is identical to those
for pure ellipticals and the other is to involve the secular
1 Introduction evolution (seé Kormendy & Kenniclitt 2004, for a review).

Classical bulges were formed through rapid /andiolent
The properties of bulges, such as their structure, kin@®iati process which includes both the monolithic collapse of a
and stellar population, are important to probe the phySiC%rimordial gas cloud (e. @74) and majonor
mech_anism_s resp_onsible for the formation and (_evolution Olfnerging event ). While in the secular evo-
galaxies. Similarities between the global properties ofiyna |tion scenario, bulges have been slowly assembled by inter
bulges and of elliptical galaxies have long been recognizel,| 4ng environmental secular processes. Stellar popalati
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(e.g. [Kormendy! 1985 992)studies can potentially discern betweeffatient formation
mechanisms responsible for spiral bulges. The detaileld ana
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prehensive picture of the star formation history (SFH) of athat our sample contains a smaller fraction of galaxies with
given system. —-215 < M; <~ =205 mag. Theay- andi-band photometric

In this work, we present a spectroscopic study of thedata, as well as the structural parameters (such adfie e
bulge dominated region of a sample of spiral galaxies setive surface brightness, the Sérsic index, and the &ec-
lected from a well-defined and representative sample of théve radiusr, (for the bulge), and the central surface bright-
most isolated galaxies in the local Universe. Our aim is tanessyp and the scale lengthy (for the disk)) used in the
estimate the age and metallicity of the stellar populat@n f following parts of this paper, are all adopted from DSBV08.
pseudo-bulges and classical bulges, and therefore to try to
disentangle between late slow growth and early rapid as2.2 Stellar Population Synthesis
sembly of the stellar mass in these two types of bulges. Our
study might also shed some light on thigeet of environ- In order to obtain the stellar populations for the bulges
ment on bulge formation and evolution. of these spiral galaxies, we here model the stellar con-

This paper is organized as following: In section 2, wetribution in the SDSS spectra through the modified ver-
describe the galaxy sample and the method for stellar popion of the stellar population synthesis code, STARLIAHT
lations. Section 3 presents the detailed results of thiastel (Cid Fernandes etal. 2005 (Cid05), 2007;_Mateuslet al.
population synthesis for pseudo-bulges and classicakbulg [2006;| Asari et dl. 2007), which adopted the stellar library
In the last section we give a brief discussion and summarfrom(Bruzual & Charldt[(MS). The code does a search for
for our work. Throughout the paper, we udg = 75 kms?  the linear combination of SSPs to match a given observed
Mpc. spectrum Q,). The model spectrum\,) is:

My = My, [0 Xibjara] ® Gv, ),
_ whereb; , = L3SP(t), Z))/L$3P(t;, Z;) is the spectrum of the

2 Sample and Data Reduction j'" SSP normalized ato, r, = 107%4®—Aw) js the redden-
ing term,x is the population vectoM,, is the synthetic flux
at the normalization wavelength, is the total number of

Based on the Catalog of Isolated Galaxies (Karachentse 2OPSG(Va, 04) IS the line-of-sight stellar velocity distri-

Yt deled Gaussi tered at velogitgnd
) and reevaluated morphologically in the context of th%u lon, modeled as a Gaussian centered at velogiign
. . . . roadened by-,. The match between model and observed
Analysis of the interstellar Medium of Isolated GAlaxies

project, (Durbala et al. 2008, DSBV08 hereafter) selectegpeCtrzizl(iCl\jlcufte\(/j b())/— )= SN (04 = M) w2
a representative sample of isolated spiral galaxies to ana- X A5 Mos PV, Vs O] = 2aj=1 L1204 A

. . L . .~ Where the weight spectrum, is defined as the inverse of
lyze their structural properties. The definition of iscbati o . .
requires that. for a aalaxy of diametBr there is N6 com- the noise inO,. For more details, please refer to Cid05
a?].o neighbor 'tf? d.ar%’et odof b/ 4"' 4 an iy and Mateus etall (2006). The SSP library follows the work
pani '9 Wit di ~9= Wit of SEAGal Group, and is made up of, = 150, in-

a distance of 2D. The final sample in DSBV08 contains cluding 25 ages (from 1 Myr to 18 Gyr) and 6 metallic-

101 galaxies of morphological types Sb-Sc, and was se-. B
lected according to the following constraints: (1) 150 fties (2 = 0.005002,02,04,1and25%,). The spectra

1 : L : were computed with the Salpeter (1955) initial mass func-
Ve < 10000 km s N which could avoid inclusion of IOC&." tign (IMF), Padova 1994 models and the STELIB library
supercluster galaxies and ensure an adequate resolution []:'e Borgne et al 2013) The intrinsic reddening is modeled
the image from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS), (2) ’ ' 9

blue-corrected magnitudes (Verdes-Montenegro et al. )200'by the foreground dust mo;del, “S"Tg the extinction law of
Mecorr < 15, (3) inclination< 70°, and (4) available images S 9) witRy =§'1' .

in SDSS Data Release 6 (Dr6. Adelman-McCarthy &t al The SDSS spectra cover 3800-9200 A, with a resolu-
m) tion (1/A1) of 1800 < R < 2100 and sampling of 2.4

The galaxy sample used in the present work is the resuﬁlxels per resolution element. The fiber used in the SDSS

of cross-correlating the DSBV08's sample with the spectro-SpeCtroscopIC observations has a diameter ‘0foB the

scopic data of the SDSS DRY ( - I 2009), an ky. Prior to thg synthe3|§, the Galactic gxthctlon has
een corrected with a combination of the extinction law of

includes 75 ber galaxies. In order to check whether thi :
inciudes /> membergaaxies. 1n orderto checx whetner ardelli, Clayton & Mathis|(1989) and thag value from
subsample is representative of the total sample of DSBV chlegel. Finkbeiner & Davis (1998) as listed in NEDhe
with respect to the extinction-corrected, integratgd-()o )

. . spectra are transformed into the rest frame using the red-
color and the absoluteband magnitudeN(;), we plot the . . . .
(g - i)o and M; distributions for ?he Dsgﬂ\l/)O8 sa?nple and shifts given in the FITS header. The SSPs are normalized
- |
our sample using solid and dashed histograms, respectively
in Figure 1. We can see that ours has similar distribu?STARLIGHT & SEAGal: http/www.starlight.ufsc.bi
tions of @ — i)o and M; to the DSBV08 sample, except 2httpy/nedwww.ipac.caltech.edlu

2.1 The Sample
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Fig.1 : Number distribution of the isolated spiral galaxiesgn-{)o color (left panel) and absolutenagnitude (right panel).
Solid histogram: DSBV08 sample; dashed histogram: thessupke used in the current work.

atlo = 4020 A, while the observed spectra are normalizedésic indexy, < 2, and all classical bulges have Sésic in-
to the median flux between 4010 and 4060 A. The signaldexn, > 2, both in the optical and in the near-infrared,
to-noise ratio (B\) is measured in the relatively clean win- and therefore they propose that the Sésic index can be used
dow between 4730 and 4780 A. Masks 0f280 A around  to classify bulges. Hereafter we refer to this method as
obvious emission lines are constructed for each object indM01. By comparing the Kormendy relatiody
vidually, and more weights are given to the strongest ste@), i.e., theue) — re relation (where(ue) is the mean

lar absorption features such asiCd 1 3934, and the Ca  effective surface brightness within théective radiusye),
triplets, that are lessfiected by nearby emission lines. For of bulges to that of eIIipticaI@t@Og) proposed a
our sample, the /8l varies between 12.0 and 60.5, and themethod (hereafter as “M02") to distinguish pseudo-bulges
median value is 23.5, with more than eighty-five percenfrom classical bulges, i.e. the pseudo-bulges satisfydhe f
> 20. Generally, the fitting results for highNsobjects are  lowing inequality:

better than those for low/N ones. Inspecting the fitting

results, we find that the goodness of fitting (/alue) also ~ {ue) > 1395+ 174X re 1)
somewhat depends on the absorption line equivalent widths . .

(e.g. EW of Car K). A typical example of our fitting result Where(ue) andre are measured in the SD$$and images,

for KIG287 (UGC04624) is shown in Figure 2. andre is in units of parsec. . ,
Therefore, we can classify these bulges using the above

two methods. However, we need to check whether our data
are suitable for identifying pseudo-bulges, i.e., whether
structural parameters for these bulges can be reliably de-
rived. To this purpose, we use the same method as that in
Gadotli ), and calculate the ratR,r) between bulge
For data with high physical spatial resolution, such as im effective radius a_md SDSS_ PSF half width of _ha!f maximum
ages observed by the Hubble Space Telescope, previog'leHM)' As pointed out 't8)’ ife is larger

work have often used morphological features, such as nihan~80 percent of the PSF HWHM, the derived structural
clear bars, nuclear spirals, andnuclear rings, to identify properties are reliable. In the left panel of Figure 3, wensho
a bulge as a pseudo-bulde (Kormendy & Kenni&_un_t004the distribution ofR,sr. We can find that all of the bulges

Fisher| 2006/ Eisher & Dro i{ 20b8). Whereas for imageé“ave dfective radii aboye 0.8.times _the PSF HWHM, and
with a relatively lower physical spatial resolution, such a that only one bulge has itdfective radius below 1 times the

the SDSS data used here, it iigiult to use such method to PSF HWHM. Therefore, it is reasonable to use this sample
identify a pseudo-bulge, and criteria based on the photomefC distinguish pseudo-bulges from classical bulges.

ric analysis of the surface brightness profile have also been The right panel of Figure 3 plotge) (calculated from
proposed to distinguish pseudo- from classical bulges (e.¢e 2nd Mo Using equation (9) "wdr—(?—dp@)
Kormendy & Kennicut 2004: Fisher & Drdfy 200 10; 2gainste for all bulges in our;ample. Bglges with Sésic in-
Gadotli 200|9) Kormendv & Kennichﬂt_(&04 suggest thatd€x above and below 2 are given by solid and open symbols

pseudo-bulge has a Sérsic indgy= 1 to 2. Fisher & Dror respectively. According to method MO1, there are 14 clas-
[2010) find that more than 90% of pseudo-bulges havdic@! bulgest, > 2) and 61 pseudo-bulges,(< 2) in our

3 Resultsand Analysis

3.1 ldentification of pseudo-bulges
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Fig. 2 : Results of the spectral fitting for KIG287. The top left paslebws the logarithm of the observéé?(; black line)
and the syntheticF(i"'; red line) spectra. Tth’ - Fi"' residual spectrum is shown in the bottom left panel. Spkcgons
actually used in the synthesis are plotted with a black liviele masked regions are plotted with a green line. Panelssn
right show the population vector binned in the 25 ages of S68Bd in the model library. The top right panel corresponds to
the population vector in flux fraction, normalizedtg= 4020 A, while the corresponding mass fractions vector isvshia

the bottom right panel.

sample. The solid line in Fig. 3 gives the dividing line be-pseudo-bulges and classical bulges, respectively. The-mas
tween pseudo-bulges and classical bulges based on methadighted mean stellar age is defined as,

MO02, which results in 23 classical bulges and 52 pseudo-

bulges. We can find that most M02-based pseudo-bulges arF 3 o

consistent with MO1-based results, while M02-based clast 09 tom = Z“j log t;, (2)
sical bulge sample is about 1.6 times large than M01-based =

one. This diference will @ect our results to some extent, and the light-weighted mean stellar age is,

and we'll discuss it later.

N,
3.2 SFHSs from STARLIGHT Fitting (log t.) = > x; log ;. (3)
=

Based on the fitting results of STARLIGHT, we can ob- . S
. . , . wherey; andx; represent the fractional contributions to the
tairyderive the following parameters for the bulges in our o .
stellar mass and luminosity of the SSP with ageespec-

sample: mean stellar age, mean stellar metallicity, the cor][_ v, N is th ber of SSPs. It | i derstand
tribution of flux and mass from fferent SSPs, and stellar :etyi x 1S The nun: gr O’th h s ltis easy oblunh.etrs anf
velocity dispersion. Both mass- and light-weighted meari"@ (to)u Is associated wi € mass assembly history o

stellar ages and metallicities are estimated. These pieper galaxies, v_vherea@),_ s str_oqgly dfected by the rece_nt
can provide us very useful probes for the SFH studies. SFH of a given galaxy. The fitting rgsults_ of these two kinds
of ages for our bulges are summarized in Table 1. Accord-

ing to Cid05 and Mateus etlal. (2006), the uncertainties of
these two parameters depend on tiid 8f the input spec-

In the left panels of Figure 4, we plot the distributionstra. In general, the rms of the fittdtbg t, ), is ~ 0.1 dex

of two mean stellar ages (mass- and light-weighted meafor S/N > 10, while the rms of the fittedog t,), is < 0.1
ages; Cid05) estimated for all of the bulges in our samdex for YN > 10.

ple, as the dashed and solid histograms show the results for

3.2.1 Mean Sellar Age and Metallicity
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Fig. 3 : Left panel: Distribution of the ratio between bulgé&ective radius and PSF HWHM for all galaxies in our sample.
Only one bulge has itsfkective radius below 1 times the PSF HWHRight panel: The mean fiective surface brightness
within the dfective radius plotted against the logarithm of tifiieetive radius, i.e. the Kormendy relati 977).
Bulges with Sésic index above and below 2 are shown witld soid open symbols, respectively. The solid line is used to
separate the bulges into two groups: pseudo (below thedimexlassical.

Table 1 : Average values of derived parameters for M02-based psbulies and classical bulges, with corresponding
standard deviation given in the parentheses.

(log t,) (Zy) (fv) (fm) (fo) (%)
Bulge®  Number (yr) ) (%) (%) (%) (km s?1)

Classical 23 8.84(0.80) 0.87(0.38) 30.10(25.62) 7.6DAP. 62.28(28.75) 116.7(34.8)
- - 10.02(0.09) 1.00(0.25) 0.45(0.78) = 1.55(3.20)  98.CXHB. -

- 13 8.74(0.91) 0.85(0.36) 34.20(28.60) 6.73(6.70) 5B0A5) 129.1(37.1)
- - 10.03(0.09) 0.97(0.19) 0.54(0.84)  1.21(1.43) 98.Z&)L. -

Pseudo 52 8.68(0.52) 0.70(0.25) 34.18(17.89) 7.93(9.457.8%22. 20) 72.4(16.2)
- - 9.92(0.13) 0.81(0.29) 0.53(0.77) = 2.58(4.15) 96.89W.7 -

- 7 8.52(0.72) 0.53(0.15) 44.14(22.32) 3.62(3.59) 52.24(7) 63.7(18.4)
- - 9.89(0.19) 0.68(0.31) 0.90(1.14)  1.83(3.07) 97.2A¥.1 -

agxcept foro, the first and second rows of each type of bulges are the Higbijhted) and mass(-weighted) results, respectivelye tWo subsamples
with small numbers of member galaxies are used to check #muap éfects, see Section 4 for details.

Figs. 4(a) and (b) respectively show the fraction distribusical bulges, which is verified by the average values (as
tions of(logt, ), and({logt,),,, with purple and red lines for shown by the arrows in Figs. 4(a) and (b)) of these two
MO1-based results, and blue and green lines for M02-baseslellar ages. As shown in Table 1, the mass-weighted stellar
results. It is interesting to note that théfdrences between ages of pseudo-bulges and classical bulges are both around
MO1- and M02-based results are very small, and therefor&0 Gyr, indicating all bulges are predominantly composed
we demonstrate results for bulges classified with both methef old components. This result is consistent with the find-
ods but only discuss the M02-based results in the following of|[MacArthur, Gonzalez & CourtelaMOQ), who show
ing. However, we should also note that MO1-based pseuddhat more than 80% of the stellar mass is contributed by old
bulges and classical bulges are a bit older and younger, rend metal rich stellar populations for all of the eight bslge
spectively, than M02-based ones,which results in a smallén their sample, using integrated spectra. However, the dis
difference in the averaged SFHs between these two types tibution of {logt, )y, for pseudo-bulges has a tail extend-
bulges. This might be due to that all inactive bulges withing towards~3 Gyr, while classical bulges have a narrow
n, < 2 are above the Kormendy relati(m%ry (logt, )y distribution around 10 Gyr, which suggests that

). pseudo-bulges should have relatively longer mass assembly

From Figure 4 we can see that, in general, Béolgt,),  histories than classical bulges, and secular contribstion

and(logt, ),, of pseudo-bulgestend to be younger than clasthe evolution of pseudo-bulges are more important.
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Fig. 4 : Statistics on the fitting results. In each panel, purple &ddhistograms are M01-based results, and blue and green
histograms are M02-based results, and arrows give thegw®edues for classical (solid-headed arrow) and pseudgebul

Left panels: Fraction distributions of the bulges in mean stellar aggéght panels: Fraction distributions of the bulges in the
dispersions oflogt, ).

To investigate the SFH of bulges in more detail, we cal<Z,)_ and (Z,)y, which are listed in Table 1. In Fig-
culated the light-weighted and mass-weighted standard dewe 5 we compare the distributions (&, ), and(Z,)y for
viations of the log age, which are defined as the followingoseudo-bulges and classical bulges. Pseudo-bulges have
(Cid0b), mass-weighted mean stellar metallicity less than solan-abu
dance (average value of 0.8 Z;), while classical bulges

N 1/2
_N L 2 have (mass-weighted) metallicity similar to the solar abun
o (logty) = Lz; Xj(logt; —(logt.),) } : ) dance (average value of1 Z,,).
However, this result might not suggest that pseudo-
and bulges are generally less abundant in metal than classical
N, 1/2 bulges. This is because that bulges are known to follow a
om(logt,) = ui(logt; — (logt, )y,)? (5) luminosity-metallicity law (e.g. Jablonka, Martin & Arinbcl
) ; : : o ), and the lower mean metallicity for pseudo-bulges

) o may be simply due to them having a lower mean luminos-
These two higher moments of the age distribution could b@[y in our sample. To check this, we plot theband ab-

used to distinguish systems dominated by a single populay e magnitude for all bulges s, calculated fromue,
tion from those which had bursty or continuous SFHs. n andRs using equations given in Gral & Driller 2005)

The right panels in Figure 4 display the fraction fre- Vs (Z,)u In left panel of Fig. 6, with triangles and circles

quency histograms of bulges in these two parame’Fers-_ BOtghowing pseudo- and classical bulges respectively. From
.Of thﬁ alveragtir\]/alues ofM-(Ig-gt*t). an?r(]f'-t(g)%t*) are S|gr1[n; the figure we can find a weak trend in metallicity with lu-
icantly jarger than zero, indicating that bulges are no Omminosity, with the Spearman rank correlation fiméent (o)
inated by a single population. At the same time, we can seg, N .
. . of -0.41 at a significance level 6f 30~. An obvious feature
from Figs. 4(c) and (d) that classical bulges have smaller av

erageo (logt,) andey(logt,) than pseudo-bulges, which of this relation is that it flattens out at the high luminos-
L * M * - ; ; - - iel
indicates that these two types of bulges havkedent SFHs. ity end, which has been shown lin Tremonti.e MOM)

T . for ~ 51000 star-forming galaxies (but based on gas phase
Similar to (logt,),_ and (logt,)y, we can define and metallicity). Therefore, the apparent lower mean met#lic
derive light- and mass-weighted mean stellar metalligjtie Y)- ' PP
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of pseudo-bulges, comparing with classical ones, might baave a bit more contributions from the young (4.1% for light
due to their relatively smaller mean luminosity, as shown irand 0.1% for mass) and inter-mediate (0.3% for light and

Fig. 6. 1.0% for mass) components and less contribution from the
old component (accordingly, 4.4% for light and 1.1% for
3.2.2 The Approximate SFHs mass). Our result suggest that it might be hard to distifguis

pseudo-bulges from classical bulges only based on théir ste
STARLIGHT provides us the stellar population vector, forlar populations.
example the fraction of flux contributed by certain SSPs.
However, as shown in Cid05, the individual components of-2-3 Stellar Velocity Dispersion
X are very uncertain, whereas the binned vectors,afe.
‘young’ (t; < 1C® yr), ‘intermediate-age’ (1< t; < 10°
yr), and ‘old’ (t; > 10° yr) componentsfg, f;, and fo, re-

Despite the stellar population vector, STARLIGHT also out-
puts the broadening parametert,, which depends on the
esolution of the SSP library, and the velocity dispersion

spectively), have uncertainties less than 0.05, 0.1 and O. ) . .
: . . and instrumental resolution of the input spectra. Due to the
respectively, for N>10. With the fractions of these three . . .
limited spectral resolution of the SDSS spectra, it is recom

stellar populations, a very coarse but robust SFH can be gen- L . .
. mended to use only spectra with signal-to-noise ratio above
erated and the results are shown in Table 1.

. . . 10. We have verified that all of the galaxies in our sam-
As shown in Table 1, our stellar synthesis result indicate$ 9

: . ) le comply with this criterion. After correcting for the in-
that, in general, classical and pseudo bulges in our sample .
. . strumental resolutions of both the SDSS speciras( ~
do not seem to much fier from each other in the stellar

lati c ina to classical bul o 70kms?) and the STELIB library { 86 kms?), the de-
populations. L.omparing to classical bulges, pSeudo-8uldg; e stellar velocity dispersions for our sample are taken
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Fig. 7 : Left panel: Fraction distribution of the pseudo-bulges and clas$ioies in the velocity dispersion. Purple and red
histograms are M01-based results, and blue and green fastegre M02-based resulRight panel: Faber-Jackson relation
for all bulges, with the solid line showing the SD&Band result from La Barbera et al. (24)10) for early type gek

the central value without further corrections, althougesth  early type galaxies. We can see from the figure that, most
velocity dispersions are obtained through a fixed fiber apempseudo-bulges are indeed below the FJ relation, which sug-
ture with diameter of 3. This is because that, for nearby gests that they have a lower velocity dispersion compaaing t
Sa-Sd galaxies, observexd, profiles are not central peaked their classical counterparts. Therefore, our result corsir
but nearly constant in the central 10 arcsec region (e.ghe general finding that classical bulges are more dispersio
Héraudeau & Simien 1988; Gorgas. Jablonka & Goudfrooisupported than pseudo-bulges.
2007), and the variation ef, measured with dierent aper-
tures is smalll (Pizzella et al. 2004).
The right panel of Fig. 6 shows the relationship betweer# Discussion and Conclusions
log{oy) and logZ.)y for pseudo- and classical bulges.
This relation also flattens out at highr, ) end, similar to  In this paper we present the stellar population synthesis re
that betweerM; g and log(Z, )y. It is not unreasonable be- sults fora sample of 75 isolated classical bulges and pseudo
cause bothVl; g and (o, ) can trace the stellar mass for a bulges, using the SDSS spectra and the STARLIGHT code.
more fundamental relation, the stellar mass-metallicity r For this sample we find that the stellar population of pseudo-
lation. The distribution of pseudo- and classical bulges irbulges is, in general, younger and less abundant in metal
the o, — Z, plot further confirms that pseudo- and classi-than that of classical bulges, while theséetiences are not
cal bulges have dierent mean stellar metallicities may be significant, and both types of bulges are predominantly com-
simply due to they having fferent stellar masses. posed of old stellar populations, with mean mass-weighted
The fraction distributions of the velocity dispersions for stellar age around 10 Gyr. The apparent lower mean stellar
pseudo-bulges and classical bulges are plotted in the lefaetallicity of pseudo-bulges, comparing with classicasn
panel of Fig. 7. From the figure we can see that about a hathay be simply due to that they have relatively smaller mean
of the sampled pseudo-bulges have tlgirs oins, which  stellar masses. Pseudo-bulges have star formation &ivit
will result in a serious uncertainty. However, these measur with relatively longer timescale than classical bulgesj-in
ments are still used as a very rough estimation, and it will nocating that secular evolution is more important in this kind
affect our main conclusion that classical bulges have largesf systems. By comparing the positions of pseudo-bulges
velocity dispersions than pseudo-bulges (see Fig. 7) in ouwith respect to the FJ relation, we confirm the general find-
sample. As shown in Table 1, the mean values of the velociting that classical bulges are more dispersion-supported th
dispersions for pseuddd,),) and classical{¢«)c) bulges pseudo-bulges.
are 724+16.2kms?!and 1166 + 348 km s%, respectively. However, the spectra for all bulges used in the current
One characteristic of pseudo-bulges is their Eositionsvork were obtained through a fixed-size aperture, the inter-

with respect to the Faber-Jacksonrelation pretation of the derived stellar populations is not strtigh
@), which is a correlation between the central velocityward as they may be contaminated by the disk population
dispersion of elliptical galaxiéisulges and their luminos- superimposed on the line of sight. Therefore, we need to ad-
ity. Kormendy & Kennicuft[(M4) show that pseudo-bulgesdress the question of how much contamination by the light
fall well below this relation. In the right panel of Fig. 7, of the disk can fiect our results. In the following, we will
we show the relation between the velocity dispersion andiscuss the disk contamination.
absolute magnitude for all bulges, with the solid line show- In the literature, several works (e.g. Jablonka, Martin &atclj
ing the SDSS-band result from La Barbera et al. (2010) for[1996] Prugniel, Maubon & Simi&n 2001) have discussed the




The mean values of the parameters presented in Section 3.2
for these two subsamples are also given in Table 1. Itis
interesting to find that, in general, theffdrences of the de-
rived parameters between the two subsamples and their par-
ent samples are small, which indicates that the bulge and
inner disk might have similar stellar populations. Therefo

our results might not be muclifacted by the contamination

by the disk. However, these two subsamples, especially the
pseudo-bulge subsample, are much smaller than their par-
ent samples, which can lead to much uncertainty. Our re-
sults need to be checked using a much larger sample that
covers the entire Hubble types of spiral galaxies, while al-

Fig. 8 : Fraction distributions of the bulge to distoand lu-  ready these results provide important clues for bulge ferma
minosity ratio ¢15) for the pseudo-bulges (dashed) and clastion and evolution models.

sical bulges (solid), with arrows showing the median values

The vertical dashed line gives the positionigfLgy = 6. Y. Zhao is grateful for the financial supports from the
NSF of China (grant No. 10903029), and greatly appreciates

estimation of the level of contamination by the disk light. the anonymous referee for iieis careful reading and con-

. . " tructive comments. Thsarlight project is supported by
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- € MEtocs Ir_-a ona@agllr; are Zir:nilar e tgea;gr_the Brazilian agencies CNPq, CAPES and FAPESP and by

mer defined a radiuge, within which the light from bulge Lhe Fraréce'BraZ';CtﬁPﬁiOer‘(‘:b prograr. Ih'SDretsiarCh
(Lp) is about 6 times more than that from the didk)( as made use of the NASIR xiragalactic Larabase

whereas the latter defind®], by gn(R})/da(R;) = 6, where g\“f?) wh:Chtl.f (t)perfa:_ed :y tlhe Jet P(;opulsuzn L::lb(i[rt:tt(r)lry,
Ob and gy are respectively the growth curves for the bulge alifornia Institute ot 1echnology, under contract wi

and for the disk. The growth curves give the flux integrate(:l\laﬂon"]lI Aeronautics and Space Administr.at.ion. Allthe au-
in an aperture parameterized by the equivalent radiusai.e.th%rgg(:l:m\’vleggeéhe v¥orI:hof tshg SS ISoan lesglljthSShthurE)/ey
geometric average of major and minor axes. As pointed otfts ) ) team. Funding for the anc -1 has been
in [Prugniel, Maubon & Simiér (2001), although the Olefini_prowded by the Alfred P. Sloan Foundation, the Participat-

tions of Rs andR; formally differ, in practice the values are ing Institutions, the National Science Foundation, the.U.S
close ' Department of Energy, the National Aeronautics and Space
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et al.'s. However, here we calculate the bulge to disk lumi- anck Society, and the Higher E u_catlon Funding Counci
nosity ratio withinr = 1”7.5, i.e. ry5 = Lp(1”.5)/Lq(1".5), for England_. The SDSS Web Site[is hﬂpzvvw.sdss.org
instead oRg, for our fixed-size aperture with radius df.b. The.SDSS IS manag.e.d bY the Asj[ror_)hysmal Researgh Con-
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ris can be calculated using the explicit forms shown in niversity of Cambridge, Case Western Reserve Univer-
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are 1.7 and 8.2, for pseudo-bulges and classical bulges rg— mtlasLebca emy(r)] I\(;IlenCF?IS( K Insti ), fosAamos a-
spectively, which indicates that about a half of the spectr{l\cj‘na ahoratory, tl € kax- anc ¢ nstitute hor. stronomy
for the pseudo-bulge sample, whereas only a small fractio PIA), t € Max-P anc -In;ntutehlor Astrop ysics ,(MPA).’
of the classical bulge sample, are seriously contaminate ew Mex'c‘? State Unlve.rsny,- Ohio State Unlversny, uni-
(Lu/Lg < 2) by the light from the disk. Therefore, we need versity of Pittsburgh, University of Portsmouth, Prinageto

to check to what extent our results can be reliably retrievedU n!vers!ty, the Un!ted States Naval Observatory, and the
To the above purpose, we draw subsamples with> 6 University of Washington.

both for the pseudo-bulge and classical bulge samples. As

listed in Table 1, the subsamples of pseudo-bulges and clas-

sical bulges contain 7 and 13 member galaxies, respectively

Fraction
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