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Theoretical Scaling Relation
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Holy grail

= No Mass; No redshift dependence
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#1 |Is there convergence?
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Holy grail
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# Can A be observed?
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# Can A be observed?

Hernandez 2007/ Cervantes-Sodi 2008
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# Can A be observed?

Syer et al. 1999;
Hernandez 2007/ Cervantes-Sodi 2008
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7754 Spirals -
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How did they do it?

Hernandez 2007/ Cervantes-Sodi 2008
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Ang. momentum

1) Are the systematics under controlled

2) What is the distribution for massive
disks?

3) What is impact of feedback?



What about at z=27

Largest data set (~80 galaxies):
SINFONI SINS survey

(Genzel et al; Forster Schreiber et al;)
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Redshift evolution?

Dutton et al. 2010
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erg/s/cmsg

Measuring sizes is HARD
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Aperture Matters
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erg/s/omsg/arcsy

SB profile
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Slight redshift evolution: 0.2dex
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Redshift Evolution

Trujillo et al. 2006

- M,—r. relation (M,>3x10"Mg)
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Spin paramter ~> 0.06
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P(A)

Comparison z=0 and z=2
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Conclusions

Mild size evolution from z=2 to z=0 /
0.2dex

Spin A ‘relatively' large >0.06
What is A expected for Sp?

To be continued...
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