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Abstract

HST/WFS3D i mif% HVT, z~2DType-2 AGNDRHRIOIERENS, &
DR Dmajor ergerdAGNIEENZ XI55 G2 F~Tz,

YL TINE1.5<2<2.5D72DAGN, Fi-kbignt 42 LT, AGNY U )N LRIUE
B AZEHD216MDIEAGNERM DY 7NV ELT.

AGNODREERIDFI16.7 %l IRV ELNTIB B K> TOID, 1FEAEDAGN
RESRINZ 2 LI B R 2R H> TV D, JEAGNS [EIREZR I & Th -T2,

> JEAGNGRWM & AT, DA XERFDAGN D major mergerz 2z LT
WALOBA L EMNZRLTOBDITFTIERN,

IZLAEDAGNIZdiskik 2 Z2Hi> T\,
> z~2Tl%. major mergerkD: EHAN), M7 AR BEEPAGNOLEL
filifa e U THERZHZ LT\,

DL EXD, Z~2TIXAGNDFEAE, i EIZiX. major mererkDH LD
RN, ke 78 ZRES DR (disk DAL PE. minor merge
NBHEIZHFE LTS,
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Introduction

SR DO EEHIZAGNZ B ZHEZ T, BLLIIZAGNDOREL L7125 H
IZAD A LIZDH ?

Major mergerlI i AD45 BB B2 kX, SOz Az 1695,

> LU ESMBHAILIZ K E T3,

> ERBNT LY ESMBHOE B OB FRABIHISh TN,

(Ferrarese & Merritt 2000 , Marconi & Hunt 2003 , Haring & Rix 2004)

VR DOPDFRM Dmajor mergerz Wz 32— a A3 BIHNIEN THBAGN
ERESRIMI DB RZ B3 A2 LIk L TS,

(Di Matteo et al 2007 , Robertson et al 2006 , Hopkins et al 2005, 2006a, 2
006a)

Major mergerlZAGN%E 5[ X Z 3", ISHIZSMBHE RS DLk
{LZBHT AP TEDAN AL TH S,
(Hopkins et al 2008)




Introduction

BEHSIT?

z~0

- BHAOQSOIFHITE, BT EIZmajor mergerz R L TWASRWMNIZ A REL
TW5, (Stockton 1982, Canalizo & Stoclton 2001, Bennert et al 2008)

- z~0.2TlX, QSOlEmajor mergerz M3 AL ELN 78 TR OV T
WHIFTIEARV, (Dunlop et al 2003)

z~1

- AGNHRESRIIZFIEAGNERI K3, SN TOABIBREZ K> TS O TIXRN,
(Grogin et al 2005, Pierce et al 2007, Giavalisco et al 2004, Cisternas et al
2011....)

z~2
RESRINE T disk A Z PR IBREZ D,
= SMBHI¥major mergerTl78<secular processes Th 3%,

DX T, z~2THIDHTAGNEmMajor mergerd)Bﬁl%%:%&‘g‘:o



Sample selection

AGN

1. XEOBIHI(Chandra 4 Ms observations)HizE 55,
(ZOBIOIR A luminosityl Lx ~ 1042 erg s
=> 569 objects
2. GOODS-S®HERSECANDELSOHNY ROF—¥033 DR TKs>24.3A
BORF
=> 350/569 objects
3. 1.5<z<25
=> 72/350 objects

IR IIIZT72 AGN.
X-ray luminosity = median = 7.9 X 10%erg s
moderate-luminosityZ2 %> 7N TdhH 5.

22/72 IZERSDOF—4
50/72 IZCANDELSDOF—4

Rest-frame TR R EIE TIXAGND AR IN TWBT-D. AGNDREERTM DI
RBEEHLP I, 5



Sample selection

Mass-mathed control sample of non-active galaxies

AGNOD BRI EIEAGNER OB B XFIREWORKS A/ o> TX -

—IDAGNEHEMIZ R LT, 3DODIEAGNERN 25 ¥ NZhyT7 P6E S,
ZDOEEIEAGNE OB BIIMac/2 £ My, S 2Mygy T Ks < 24.3 ABTH DS
D% 5 S,

1.2]

216 DIEAGNEIZLL Z

0.8

A S os|

AGN BRI L JEAGNER I O B0 A, =

HAUIFIREWORKS A0/ M1.5< z
< 2.5% Wl 3 R D5 i,

AGN BRI &= k570 A% 1 DOIEAGN 05—

R[N DK

0.4

0.2




Visual classification

2 NTHET%. T DEZIFACN BEERIBIJEAGNER BT HoEETITS
G BT D NIENHAGNTENDIEAGNIDHPHIRY) . ERSECANDELSIE
BHEOIRSPRILHOT, ZNTNHF D THRETT.

Morphology classification
Morphology ®%3 ¥l EL F D4,

Disk , Spheroid , Irregular/ Peculiar , Point-like.
SRS BN DODOSRMIZHTL TH TITEDDLDE EHBLR NS,
Spheroids Disks

F160W (H)




Visual classification

Disturbance classification
LN B.&onH
LRS54 TIEERLORE — DRSS,

. Merger. Highly disturbed with multiple nuclei and/or
strong distortions in a single coalescing system.

2. Interaction. Two distinct galaxies showing distortions and
interaction features such as tidal arms.

3. Distorted. Single asymmetric or distorted galaxy with no
visible interacting companion.

4. Double Nuclei. Multiple nuclei in a single coalesced

system.
5. Close Pair. Near-neighbor pair in which both are undis-
turbed. Mergers / Interactions

6. Undisturbed. None of the above.




Visual classification

Disturbance classification
IXFEEMERELEIZTH DT 5D,

Merger || Interaction | | Distorted || Double Nuclei || Close Pair | | Undisturbed

= /]

> Disturbed |l Companion| | Undisturbed

¢ Disturbed | : Highly disturbed system.

& Disturbed Il : High to moderately disturbed system.

& Companion : Includes all galaxies that have a neighbor withi
n 1.5°(12 kpc at z~2)

¢ Undisturbed .




Results : Morphology

AGNRERM Dirregular®E & 13K N16.7%). JEAGNERIN(18.2%)EHFIZIE
IXRSNN, SHIZAGNRESRII DS D @O EI & D diskREdEZ2 K7D (51.4%),
= AGNZ¥major mergerz M3 AX 570812 W IR BRI RS 780

Morphology Class

BO N
. A AGN
M Control
b . A O
% Classification AGN Control
= Hosts Galaxies
< Ao Pure disk 16.753% 30.1433,%
R All disks 514458 % 69.05% %
* ok i " ; Pure spheroid 27.85%% 16.9*3% %
- i All spheroids 62.5%3 % 55.77%% %
n Irregular 16.7%% 18.2+5% %
O~ Point-like 09.7+% %% 05.5+5% %
'{5\6 ‘f::\"‘% -;?\:56 et TF“\\ (0 C \}\"‘6
e o © (O er -
o' B T U AP
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AR E Tl Y TWV5 2

Results : Morphology

AGNEHER D 5 H3SpheroidsDE &R XU
ST RSN AN (Grogin et al 2005, Pierce et al 2007), FNHZD

Classification AGN Control
Hosts Galaxies
Pure disk 16.77%1% 301753 %
All disks 51.47%% % 69.0:%%%
Pure spheroid 27.8455% 16.9%5% %
All spheroids 62.54%3% 55.77%% %
Irregular 16.75%5% 18.2+3% %
Point-like 09.7+4 7% 05.573% %

60

I
o

Fraction (%)

(]
o

All Disks

"~ A Control
— [ AGN

Pure Disks

All Spheroids i

Disk + Spheroid

Pure Spheroids

(Disk with Bulge) 12



Results : Morphology

X#tDHHLHE T/ T, AGNRERI DOIBREZTHNS, IV BAAGNISE)IEFE
THBHLEZHE WHNFHIZEALHRDHHIEBIFFIND,

S HHANY )V T, irregulardIgit Bz,
> HHAWAGND RESRIX XV Spheroid 8 REiE 2 F5 D, JfETH, BHAWAGNIE
FLRIGRN T4 < ROd5(Kauffman et al 2003),

40/ 72 32/72
Classification AGN Control AGN AGN
Hosts Galaxies Lx < 10% erg s~/ Lx = 108 erg s™!

Pure disk 16.7451% 30.1753% 21.07%5 % 12.5%2%
All disks 51.49% % 69.0*5% % 68.475%% 34.4%L %
Pure spheroid 27.8°53% 16.9*5% % 18.4*%% % 40.6*%% %

All spheroids 62.552:3% 55.7455 % 65.8°%%% 62575 %
Irregular 16.7%%% 18.2*5%% 21.07%% % 06.37%3 %
Point-like 09.7+% 1% 05.5*3% % 02.67%%% 18.8*%7 0%
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Results : Merger & Interaction

Disturbance Class

AGNEIEAGNTRZEWITI RSN, T
Undisturbedd b2\,

I TR TH, FHTEBII RSN,

i
A AGN
H Control

o
2 &) N o® 0@
0° O Ve
0\6’&{ 6\6’0)( 5O \50‘5\6
Classification AGN Control AGN AGN
Hosts Galaxies Lx < 10" ergs™! Lx = 10¥ erg s~
Disturbed 1 16.77%1% 15.543% % 15.8°7 0% 18.87%7 %
Disturbed 11 44.4°%:% % 484434 % 36.8753 % 53.158:%%
Companion 19.45%3% 19.6*39 % 18.477 2% 219759 %
Undisturbed 55.62%5% 52.14%5 % 63.27 0% 46.9%%7 %




Discussion

WAGND LRI #F ALV B E 2 L TV SD1F T

L. major mergerdPPAGNIEB) DI BILHI X & TH ol LicH .-

1. gas-rich 7ZZmerger DG &, HOLPSDOXBRPEREINTLEN, S HIDYL 7))
IZEEN TR, (Hopkins et al 2007)

2. MergerEAGNIGBIDRFRZE, HOPSXERDB SNDRNT. RO EL
HEWTLES, SR DRI 72relaxation time ~few 100 M yr)
V32l —var TmRBEN TV, (Hopkins et al 2006)
Bl SstarburstE AGNTE B DRF R 21X 250Myr<H0, (Wild et al 2010)
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Discussion

B sk s 2+ DAGND LRI DL 5 49Es 0 >
Major mergerz bR LU755 6. diskkE Gz HERF 3 2DI3 8LV

!

Z~2TlX, major mergerkd,, KN, #ERYIRHT AD RS SR
AGNISENZRERF 52525
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Discussion

B JEAGNERIIZHE N T, AGNEERIWDSpheroid’Ltse s DEE
JETD

W5 TIE. AGNESpheroidZ2 gl DB RITIAREIN TS,

Z.~ 2T, massive’Z#RnfiIdisk>IXVVJEEZ L TWS(McGrath et al 2008, van
der Wel et al 2011),

SRIDH L, SMBHIZZNETORRIZIK L THODINTBHZ S,
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Discussion
B XGR T3 DIFS 23S pheroid Kk 28 DEI A EL,

HAWERmIImajor mergerBA R XS 5L TOBSH, T TIZIBRBEL TIE LAV
TW%,

2L —ar OfERE—EL,

///

Hopkins & Hernquist (2006, HHO06)D¥

Hopkins & Hernquist 2006
AGNZF H-DluminosityEredshiftik i PEz 3 I L —F LTz, BHAUWAGNIEmajor
mergerH £757% 5-THY. TIUTFHimi72elim dmerger ratelZBHFRL TV,
— .\ BEOAGNIZ B2 Z B8 1m0 BRI THY. TIUIMEIARIERM D
B BB ADOBIGIZBRL TOS,
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Discussion
B XGR T3 DIFS 23S pheroid Kk 28 DEI A EL,

\ ‘Hopkins & Hernquist 2006
oL 'H”H:“”W_:,';"g_a“-_ Luminosity function at z~2

AR BIIENTLF

(CO#C T, 1ElEmergeriz kbiE{bEZ 2
TW3)

FRNEROH A BT X DAL DY & DLF

HOIZHEZIE, Lx>10%2erg/sD¥3 &, mergerl
1 KO THALL TEZIAGNDOED FH %\,

log,o[6(Mg)] [MQQ:S_mag"]

A A T TN AR | § IR I
16  -20 -24| -28 SBIOVL T )IILx>10%%erg/s
M, 3 UdiskkE % DAGNE T X TH AR Tt
Lx ~ 10%2erg/s ILLTzdDEE 2 DL, wgﬁ‘blﬁxﬁﬁﬁml’)f
Lx ~ 10%erg/s HALL TZX 20D 15 53%<. Hopkins2006 Dk
WLLHDIEWV, = mergerlZmain TV,
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Discussion
B XGR T3 DIFS 23S pheroid Kk 28 DEI A EL,

Hopkins & Hernquist®ii L EDA—BUX, fhDredshift THHERIN TS,

Georgakakis et al 2009
z~1DXirDluminosity functioniZxf 3 BHHRIDAGNIPSDE 5-53, FIANILY
AREBRIZEHS>THALLIZAGNP SO PRINDHF LD R ZN,

Cisternas et al 2001
z~1T, BIBWVAGN(Lx>1044erg/s) D) EEh disk i 3k
o TV A,

> mergerkDd FEIHT 784k 2

3 -16 -20 -24 -28
20



Discussion

B /0D RIE, D X D REd —# T3
Z~1
Georgakakis et al 2009, Cisternas et al 2001

Z~2
Shawinski et al 2011
AGNOD BRI diskiE &2 R OB DAL

Z~3

Mullaney et al 2011

AGNHRESRIM DIFEA LXK, HlD R B Dmain-sequence IZD>TW5, DED,
DHHHDHHPLBLUNEBEZ L THOSHIF TR,
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Discussion

WL z~2TlEmajor merger TG ZBEEFPA XS FLF 53D
» 2

Cold accretion (Elmegreen et al, Genzel et al 2000)

B DI, WINH AP ZRITTRIVAA TET, disk DAL ENZFIZED
3", Hopkins & HernquistDET )L TIEZRIN THRN, ZIUTLDZz~2<HNTIE
T I THOMNTH AP REEE L THBESHhh TWa(Cassiato et al 2011, Bou
rnaud et al 2011),

ZAUZED, mergerPEITHAGNITL ETX %,

Minor merger

> DiskkE G ikEELIR,

=> major merger& DB HDBEEL VDT, EDOIHUVEIHS>TVBPHNHIRNY,

= Somerville et al 2008 semi-analytic modelZ»%. Lx>1042erg/s®AGNA me
rgenZ k> THIZRIZN DL E T DL, mergerdE & LI 1:8, DEDminor mer
gerkHWTH A,
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Conclusion

HST/WFS3D i mif% HVT, z~2DType-2 AGNDRHRIOIERENS, &
DR Dmajor ergerdAGNIEENZ XI55 G2 F~Tz,

YL TINE1.5<2<2.5D72DAGN, Fi-kbignt 42 LT, AGNY U )N LRIUE
B AZEHD216MDIEAGNERM DY 7NV ELT.

AGNODREERIDFI16.7 %l IRV ELNTIB B K> TOID, 1FEAEDAGN
RESRINZ 2 LI B R 2R H> TV D, JEAGNS [EIREZR I & Th -T2,

> JEAGNGRWM & AT, DA XERFDAGN D major mergerz 2z LT
WALOBA L EMNZRLTOBDITFTIERN,

IZLAEDAGNIZdiskik 2 Z2Hi> T\,
> z~2Tl%. major mergerkD: EHAN), M7 AR BEEPAGNOLEL
filifa e U THERZHZ LT\,

DL EXD, Z~2TIXAGNDFEAE, i EIZiX. major mererkDH LD
RN, ke 78 ZRES DR (disk DAL PE. minor merge
NBHEIZHFE LTS,
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