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ABSTRACT

We define a volume limited sample of over 14,000 early-tydexdes (ETGSs) selected from
data release six of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey. The demdignvironment of each galaxy
is robustly measured. By comparing narrow band spectralifidices with recent models of
simple stellar populations (SSPs) we investigate trentissistar formation history as a func-
tion of galaxy mass (velocity dispersion), density of eariment and galactic radius. We find
that age, metallicity andr-enhancement all increase with galaxy mass and that fieldsETG
are younger than their cluster counterparts~bg Gyr. We find negative radial metallicity
gradients for all masses and environments, and positiielrage gradients for ETGs with
velocity dispersion over 180 km'$. Our results are qualitatively consistent with a relagivel
simple picture for ETG evolution in which the low-mass hadosreted by a proto-ETG con-
tained not only gas but also a stellar population. This fgggdulation is preferentially found
at large radii in massive ETGs because the stellar accsatvene dissipationless. We estimate
that the typical, massive ETG should have been assembled 8t5. The process is similar
in the cluster and the field but occurred earlier in denserenuients.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Observational determinations of the history of star foioratn
Early-Type Galaxies (hereafter ETGs) are of great impaetdre-
cause hierarchical models of galaxy formation make firm ipred
tions for the relation between age, metallicity ameéenhancement
as a function of mass. These scaling relations, plottechagttie
observational proxy for mass, the velocity dispersionghéero),
have been the focus of many recent studies of ETGs (Annibali e
al. 2007, Bernardi et al., 2006, de la Rosa et al. 2007, Gallaz
et al. 2006, Jimenez et al. 2007, Kuntschner et al. 2001/2ey.u
et al. 2007, Mateus et al. 2007, Nelan et al. 2005, Proctot.et a
2004/8, Sanchez-Blazquez et al. 2006, Smith et al. 20&Tevich

& Forbes 2002, Thomas et al. 2005).

These studies clearly show that the simple picture of early f
mation of low mass galaxies, which then merge to form more-mas
sive systems is incorrect. The oldest stellar populatioas@und
in the most massive galaxies — one aspect of so-called “dawns
ing”. However, the observational constraint is sensitivéhe epoch
at which star formation ceased, not when it started, so that |
mass ETGs can still be “old”, as dynamically bound objects, b
have ameanstellar age that is much younger. However, this is
not sufficient to save the simple hierarchical picture bseathe
a-enhancement is also seen to increase with mass - implyimg mo
rapid formation for massive objects. This is a predictiomafno-

lithic collapse models. It is important to remember thathbtite
star formation history and mass assembly history of ETGereet
mine their evolution.

The most common method of determining the age, metallic-
ity and a-enhancement of ETGs is by comparison of the narrow
band absorption line indices with simple stellar populat{SSP)
models. It is well-known that stellar population parameteased
on these indices are also sensitive to minor episodes ofiretar
formation. Luminosity-weighted, SSP equivalent stellapplation
parameters, such as those discussed here, do not theditire,
guish between a genuinely young galaxy and an old galaxyhtsat
experienced a “rejuvenation” event.

Some recent studies, based on the colour-magnitude relatio
of ETGs using colours that are extremely sensitive to reseat
formation, in fact paint a surprising picture of ETG evoduti
Schawinski et al. (2007) have used GALEX ultraviolet imagia
show that 30% of massive ETGs showgoingstar formation and
that this fraction is higher in low-density environmentssifilar
picture is given by mid-infrared Spitzer data. Both Clemenal.
(2008) and Bressan et al. (2006) find thaB0% of ETGs in the
Coma and Virgo clusters have experienced some star formitio
the recent past.

A recent study by Rogers et al. (2007) has combined SDSS
spectra and GALEX data to conclude that “weak episodes of re-
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cent star formation” are a phenomenon more commonly agsdcia
with ETGs in theclusterenvironment, a result seemingly, but not
necessarily, inconsistent with several studies that figro5SP-
equivalent ages in denser environments.

Here we repeat the analysis carried out in Clemens et al.
(2006, hereafter Paper 1), which used 3614 objects seldaiau
data release 3 (DR3) of the SDSS. Applying the same selection
criteria to DR6 we define a sample of 14353 ETGs, four times as
many objects.

2 SAMPLE SELECTION AND DATA ANALYSIS

Sample selection is identical to that described in Papehé. [dcal
environmental density is defined as the inverse of the disttonthe
fifth nearest neighbour, /15, corrected for the redshift dependent
effect of survey boundaries.

We measure the 21 line-strength indices of the original Lick
IDS system plus the additional indiceg/H HOF, B4000 and HK.
However, before measuring the narrow-band indices frorh eéc

Alogpis the value of the index gradient for= 200 kms™L. Values
for dAl /da,pp andAlpgg are given in TablE]L.

This value of the radial index gradient is then used with the
measured value ot of the galaxy to correct the index value to the
equivalent radius, = re/2 or re/4:

lc=1+Al log(rre/175) 2)

wherel¢ is the corrected index, is the measured index value,
is the effective radius of the galaxy in arcsec and the standard
radius expressed as a fractionrgf(0.5 or 0.25 here).

The use the the effective radii provided in SDSS (the Pet-
rosian half-light radius) to effect the aperture correttitas one
caveat. That is, that these radii are not seeing correctestefore
for galaxies with a small angular diametgiis over-estimated. Me-
dian r-band seeing for SDSS imaging $41(Adelman-McCarthy
et al. 2007, fig. 4) and the median effective diameter for am-s
ple is 8. We believe, however, that this is not a serious problem
because the seeing also alters the light entering the speofic
fibre. The considerable agreement we find in values for thieesd
as a function ofo with other studies (see below) reinforces this

the SDSS, spectra we smooth the spectra to the wavelength dewview.

pendent resolution of the Lick-IDS spectra. This step izetal
as the models that we use to derive the age, metallicity and
enhancement are based on the Lick system. The index valees ar
then corrected for the smoothing effects of the galaxy'®cigy
dispersion and aperture corrected to a standard normaizids
(a fraction of the half-light radius). See Paper | for a mostaded
description.

Besides being based on DR6, the present work differs from
that of Paper | only in 2 respects. Firstly, in Paper | we chiose
correct for the fixed angular diameter df 8ampled by the SDSS

The second difference from Paper 1 is the removal of one
index, G4300, from the fitting procedure used to derive the, ag
metallicity and a—enhancement as a function afand environ-
ment. This was done because the index seems less well modeled
than previously thought.

3 RESULTS

Here we will use the index values to derive various evolwigrpa-

fibre using the radial index measurements of 50 nearby E and Sorameters as a function of, environment and galaxy radius. Before

galaxies (Rampazzo et al. 2005). Here, we make use of thed-ba
effective radii provided in the SDSS catalogue to derivesherture
correction directly. Statistically, a more reliable catien should
be obtained in this way. However, this also means that we must
choose a larger standard radius to which to corme¢tQ was used
in Paper I). Typically, the 3diameter SDSS fibre samplesre/2,
with very few objects being so large that the fibre sampig40.
To avoid extrapolating beyond measured radii we therefoeetare
correct to a standard radius of eithigf2 orre/4.

A plot of index value versus the fraction of sampled by the
fibre will show a gradient. However, the gradient is due ndy ¢m
the radial gradients within each galaxy but also to the ¢ation
betweernre ando. Because index values are correlated vatthis
effect increases the magnitude of the gradient. To deterrtia
aperture effect we therefore consider the variation ofinddue as
a function of the fraction afe sampled by the fibre in restricted bins
of g. In this way we minimize the effect of the indexrelations
and determine the radial index gradients as a functian &f/e plot
index values as a function of're in 5 bins, for 8 separate bins of
o. The bins are chosen to maintain a large number of objects in
each bin and gradients are then derived by weighting eactt pyi
1//n where n is the number in the bin. The values of the radial
index gradients and their variation withare shown in Tablg]1.

We use the radial index gradients to correct our index values
for aperture effects. Firstly, we use the measured value fafr a
given galaxy to determine the value of the radial index gratdl :

dAl
-— + A|200

Al = (0200—1) 40700

@)

wheregyqg is the velocity dispersion in units of 200 kms and

that, however, we briefly evaluate various trends seen ifulheo
and aperture corrected index values.

3.1 Index valuesasa function of velocity dispersion

In Table[2 we show the corrected index values as a function of
0. Because the values refer to indices aperture correcteg/
they are not directly comparable to those of Paper |, wheneco
tions were made toe/10. Nonetheless, most indices show similar
behaviour to those of Paper I. We briefly note here some of the
larger differences seen in important indices (we refer smlgmts
expressed adl /dlog(o) asa; and those adlogl /dlog(o) asA1).

C4668: The gradient ofay = +4.4 much larger than that of
Paper | §-1.8). This value is closer to the value #6.2 found by
Nelan et al. (2005, hereafter NOB)3: The gradient of-1.0 (A; =
—0.24) is shallower £1.7 in Paper I). This value is in excellent
agreement with Bernardi et al. (2003, hereafter B@3)-£ —0.24)
and NO5 (a; = —1.2). Feb015: The gradient oby = —1.5 in Pa-
per | contrasts to the present valueiaf.6. This is much more con-
sistent with NO5 who finéd; = +1.0. Mg2: The value ofa; = 0.22
is similar to that of Paper I, but is now more consistent witihb
B03 and Kuntschner et al. (2001gb: The gradient of; = 3.3
( A1 = 0.37) compares with 3.7 in Paper I. This is closer to that
of BO3 (A; = 0.32) and NO5 &; = 3.2). Fe5270: In Paper | a null
gradient was found. The present valueapf= +0.62 is consistent
with NO5 who find an identical value.

We note, that globally, the new index gradients are much
closer to those derived by NO5 despite the fact that thedeeit
aperture corrected index values to a fixed physical radatber
than to a fixed fraction ofe as done here.



Index Alogo dAl/dozee  SIN
CN1limag] —0.019+0.002 -0.005+0.008 Q6
CN2[mag] —0.018+0.002 —0.010+0.009 11
Cad227 —0.113+0.014 Q060+0.065 Q9
G4300 —0.012+0.031 Q379+0.149 25
Fe4383 —0.423+0.040 Q600+0.188 32
Cad455 —0.121+0.017 -0.008+0.081 Q1
Fe4531 —0.188+0.030 Q203+0.142 14
C4668 —1.039+0.057 -0561+0.282 20
HpB 0.085+0.021 —0.488+0.105 47
Fe5015 —0.415+0.043 -0.401+0.201 20
Mgl[mag] —0.02440.001 Q013+0.005 25
Mg2[mag] —0.028+0.001 Q013+0.007 20
MgB —0.311+0.028 Q286+0.128 22
Fe5270 —0.173+0.023 Q066+0.112 Q6
Fe5335 —0.2414+0.026 —0.134+0.127 11
Fe5406 —0.150+0.022 Q010+0.108 Q1
Fe5709 —0.053+0.015 -0.052+0.074 Q7
Fe5782 —0.103+0.015 Q058+0.071 Q8
NaD —0.6274+0.037 —-0.546+0.173 31
TiOl[mag] —0.000+0.001 Q004+ 0.002 19
TiO2[mag] —0.008+0.001 Q002+0.002 Q8
B4000 0017+0.002 —0.013+0.007 19
HK 0.001+0.002 —-0.028+0.012 24
HOF 0.265+0.030 —0.265+0.144 18
HyF 0.290+0.031 —0.558+0.154 36

Table 1. Radial index gradients as a function of velocity dispersmnThe
radial index gradients are expressed/s;- W, wherel is the value

of the index. The third column gives values for the dependeicthe radial
index gradients orw in units of 200 kms?, gs00. Alogo is the value of
the index gradient atr = 200 kms. These parameters have been used
in the aperture correction of all indices. Most indices staowell-defined
radial gradient, but rather few show a convincing trend if ¢iiadient oro.

The last column shows the ratio of the gradient in the thildrom and its
error and so is an estimate of the statistical significandbefradient as a
function ofo. For those indices whose radial gradients show little treitial

o, the value ofAlyq is a good measure of the radial gradient for galaxies
ofanya.

3.2 Index valuesasa function of radius

The spatial gradients we measure here describariban index
value in apertures of varying radiat fixedo. This is in contrast
with ‘true’ spatial index gradients, which are measurechicréas-
ing annuli projected on the galaxy. As a result, the valuesnsa-
sure are smaller in magnitude than the true gradients. Quesia
which we give in Tabld 11, are, however, directly applicableper-
ture correction.

All the narrow line indices, with the exception of HK, show
a radial gradient. The gradients are negative except fohydeo-
gen line indices and the 40é(break, B4000. Additionally, some
indices show a well defined trend of index gradient wattfthese
can be quickly identified in the last column of Takle 1). Incabes
(except CN1 and CN2) the sense of this variation is that the in
dex gradient becomes less steep with increasinin some cases,
including HB, a significant index gradient at low values ofdis-
appears completely far > 250 kms 1. We find no dependence on
the radial index gradients with density of environment atdig.
The fact that some indices show gradients which decreaseinvit

Sloan2 3

Index a; =dl/dlog(o) ao

CN1 [mag] 0209+0.002 —0.413+0.005
CN2 [mag] 0224+0.003 —0.41640.006
Cad227 04004 0.020 Q190+ 0.046
G4300 1118+0.047 27584 0.106
Fe4383 1759+ 0.061 0699+ 0.136
Cad455 06284+0.024 —-0.1724+0.053
Fe4531 1184+0.044 0544+ 0.100
C4668 4392+ 0.083 —3.516+0.187
HpB —1.03340.032 4032+0.073
Fe5015 1604+ 0.061 12424+-0.137
Mgl [mag] Q0145+0.002 —0.217+0.004
Mg2 [mag] 0216+0.002 —0.236+0.005
Mgb 3.3054+0.057 —3.325+0.128
Fe5270 06174+0.038 14274 0.085
Fe5335 (©224-0.039 Q04954 0.087
Fe5406 (B63+0.032 Q384+ 0.072
Fe5709 —0.1484+-0.021 1206+0.047
Fe5782 B484+0.026 —0.0154+0.059
NaD 4432+0.049 —6.345+0.110
TiO1 [mag] 0029+ 0.001 —0.032+0.002
TiO2 [mag] Q0454+0.001 —0.026-+0.002
B4000 —0.1284+0.003 Q848+ 0.006
HK —0.0644-0.003 1003-+0.008
HOF —1.600+0.044 4032+ 0.099
HyF —2.5304-0.046 4333+0.104

Table 2. Index values as a function of velocity dispersian, The indices
have been aperture corrected to a standard radius/@f Straight line fit
parameters are given as the gradieat= dl/dlog(o), and interceptao,

of plots of index versus log.

3.3 Stellar population trends

We now make use of the index values to derive the age, metallic
ity and a- enhancement of the galaxy population in our sample.
We repeat the multiple linear regression procedure destiibPa-
per | (to which the reader is referred for a detailed desionpt We
briefly summarize the procedure here.

Firstly, because our index values are not calibrated to itle L
system (due to the lack of Lick standard star spectra in SDSS)
we consider index variations relative to the mean value atad
o = 200 kms'L. By working with these differential index values
we avoid both the problem of absolute calibration to the ldgk-
tem and potential problems in the absolute calibration efS$iSP
models. We therefore perform a multiple linear regressimoad-
ing to equation 5 of Paper I. The linear regression is peréatrm
on the whole sample and on 2 subsets of environmental density
1/rs < 0.5 (typical of the ‘field’) and ¥r5 > 1.5 (more typical of a
cluster). We also perform the analysis on indices apertmected
to 2 different radiiye/2 andre/4, to investigate radial trends within
the individual galaxies.

The results of this regression analysis showed that the car-
bon abundance did not depend anhaving a constant offset as
a function of environment, in contrast to Paper |. This défece
is probably due to the better aperture correction used heta
the exclusion of the G4300 index. We therefore remove théaixp
carbon abundance from the regression analysis, allowagarbon
abundance to be included in the metallicity term. Ehmpultaneous
a posteriori fitof the model to three example indices is compared

creasingo does not necessarily imply that some process has actedwith the median of the data in the different binsafin fig.[d.

to mix the stellar populations in more massive systems. \Weme
to this below.

In the left panel of Figur€l2 we show the results for the en-
tire sample for two different radii. Fare/4 the trend of age with
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o is very similar to that seen in Paper | with a steady rise in age
from the lowest mass systems and an approximately consgant a
for galaxies witha > 230 kms'L. For the larger aperture, how-
ever, the trend is slightly different, with a less pronouhéatten-

ing towards high values of. For o > 300 kms'! the mean age

is ~ 0.05 dex older fome/2 compared tae/4. This corresponds

to an age difference of 1 Gyr for a galaxy of age 10 Gyr. The
cross-over point of the 2 lines in the top panel of fiy. 2 shdved t
galaxies witha > 180 kms'! have positive radial age gradients.
Neither Sanchez-Blazquez et al. (2007) nor Mehlert e(24103)
find evidence of radial age gradients in ETGs. We derive an age
gradient in massive galaxietespite the absence of a gradient of
the HB index

The increase of metallicity witlo is less strong than that
found in Paper I. The gradient for the indices, corrected td, for
0 > 160 kms' is dlog(Z)/d log(o) ~ 0.42. This value is simi-
lar to that found by Nelan et al. (2005), Thomas et al. (200%&) a
Smith et al. (2007) but smaller than that of Kuntschner g24101)
and Graves et al. (2007). Far < 160 kms 1, however, there is
no significant trend of index value withi. For there/2 aperture,
the metallicity is~ 0.05 dex lower so that early-type galaxies are
less metal rich at larger radii. Negative metallicity gexds have
also been reported by Proctor et al. (2008), Annibali et2007),
Sanchez-Blazquez et al. (2007) and Harris & Harris (200Bgre
is also evidence that the metallicity gradients are stefepenore
massive galaxies as found by Forbes et al. (2005). The neetall
ity gradient likely compensates the age gradient to remad&ar
gradients in indices like B.

The trend ofa-enhancement witlr is also slightly less steep
than found in Paper I, withl [a /F€/d log(o) ~ 0.55, similar to
that found by Annibali et al. (2007) but steeper thanth@3 found
by several authors ( Thomas et al., 2005, Kuntschner etG01,2
NO5, Bernardi et al., 2006, Smith et al., 2007). Although tsir®-
ilar studies refer to a smaller radius, we see that the |lagerture,
re/2, has a marginally shallower gradient. Theenhancement
within this larger aperture is slightly lower, with the difence
being largest (M3 dex) for the most massive galaxies. This does
not support the ‘outside-in’ ETG formation scenario (P@iMat-
teucci, & Chiappini, 2006). A negative-enhancement gradient is
also seen in the halo stars of the Galaxy (Fulbright, 2000).

In the right panel of FigurEl2 we show the variation of evo-
lutionary parameters as a function of the density of envirent
for index values aperture correctedrig/4. In both environments
the increase in age witlw is similar, with a flattening above
0 ~200kms. objects in dense environments/(d > 1.5), how-
ever, are M87 dex older than those in less dense environments
(1/r5 < 0.5). This is a difference of 2 Gyr if the ages are close
to 10 Gyr and is consistent with several earlier studiesl¢Vath
& Forbes 2002, Kuntschner et al. 2002, de la Rosa et al. 2007,
Sanchez-Blazquez et al. 2006). The flattening of the@gelation
is also slightly more pronounced for the lower density emwinent.
Similar age trends were seen in Paper I.

There is marginal evidence that the metallicity is lowerighh
density environments. Formally the difference 82D+ 0.013 dex.
Thomas et al. (2005) also found a small environmental deperel

on the metallicity in the same sense and de la Rosa (2007) finds

a difference of QL1 dex between Hickson Compact Groups and
the field. Other authors have found both larger differencethé
same sense (Proctor et al. 2004, Kuntschner et al. 2002)few e
(Bernardi et al., 2006, Annibali et al. 2007) and the opposffect
(Gallazzi et al. 2006, Mateus et al. 2007). In Paper | no réfiee
was found.

Mg?

3.5
3.0
2.5
2.0

Feb270

R B L A LA LA E R AR AL MAS S N B

2.1 2.2 2.3

log(o)

2.4 2.5

Figure 1. A posteriori comparison of the models with selected ind{cesy
three are shown but all indices are similarly reproducebig thick red lines
are the simultaneous solution to the whole set of indices f{tsofor each
index), while the blue lines trace the median data value.
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Figure 2. Age, metallicity anda-enhancement variations as a function of
0. A linear regression analysis has been carried out sinediasly on the
HpB, Ho, Mgl, Mg2, MgB, Fe4383, Fe4531, Fe5270, Fe5335 and C4668
indices. L eft: Radial variation. The two lines in each plot refer to index
values corrected to./4 (solid line) andre/2 (dashed line)Right: Effect

of environment. The solid line represents the entire santdenonds only
those objects in low density environments'rg.< 0.5) and triangles only
those in high density environments/(3 > 1.5). Values are differences with
respect to those of the entire samplerat 200 kms 1. The centralo bins
typically contain> 10® galaxies, whereas the highest bin contains only 16.

No environmental effect is found for the-enhancement, in
agreement with Kuntschner et al. (2002), Thomas et al. (R@0%
nibali et al. (2007) and Gallazzi et al. (2006). However,ddwo et
al. (2004), Bernardi et al. (2006) and Lucey et al. (2007)iad
increasedx-enhancement in denser environments.

4 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We find positive correlations between age, metallicity and
enhancement and the velocity dispersionjn ETGs. Galaxies in
dense environments are20% older than those in low density en-
vironments for allo (~ 2 Gyr for an age of 10 Gyr). The trend
with age flattens above ~ 200 kms1, especially for galaxies in
low density environments. We find a marginally significarnt



towards higher metallicities in low density environmentg the
environment has no effect on tbeenhancement.

Apart from the marginal metallicity difference betweendiel
and cluster the results are very similar to those of Papehérd
we concluded that an anti-hierarchical scenario, in whtel for-
mation lasts longer but with lower efficiency in lower masgecots
(see Granato et al. 2004) was consistent with the data. Herad-
ditional determination of SSP parameters as a function laictja
radius places additional constraints on the evolutionagnario.

Massive ETGs@ > 180 kms'1) have positive radial age gra-
dients, negative metallicity gradients and marginallyngigant

negativea-enhancement gradients. When a massive halo becomes

non-linear it accretes smaller halos which started to petaat ear-
lier times. The radial trends suggest that these halos doaméin
only gas, but also pristine stars. The gaseous componésntfat
sipatively into the potential well of the massive (protpf)sroid,
fueling rapid star formation. The increase in mass increttserate
and efficiency of star formation, driving the main corredas with
galaxy mass. The pristine stellar component of each suty-haWv-
ever, being dissipationless, is deposited at a radius s@msiwith
the angular momentum of the encounter. These stars, whech ar
slightly older, more metal poor and have modematenhancement
will therefore be spread over larger radii. At early timegid gas-
rich mergers lead to an almost monolithic formation, atrléitees
mergers become increasingly “dry”. Very similar scenatiase
been proposed to explain both the bi- modal metallicityritigtion
of globular clusters and the greater radial scale length etfam
poor relative to metal-rich globular clusters in ellipligmlaxies
(Coté, Marzke & West, 1998, Bekki et al. 2008). Our resintiply
that the metal-poor globular cluster population in ETGsuthdoe
older, less metal-rich and slightly leesenhanced than the metal-
rich clusters.

Because the age difference at larger radii is actually the-lu
nosity weighted SSP equivalent age in a larger apertureafman-
nulus), the value of 0.05 dex; 1 Gyr, is a lower limit to the real age
difference at larger radii. This time difference limits thgsembly
redshift of massive ETGs simply due to the lack of time to azco
modate the formation of stars in the lower mass halos. Odit lim
translates into an upper limit to the assembly redshift ofsie
ETGs ofz < 3.5; in which case the stars in low mass halos formed
atz~ 10, for a standard cosmologii§ = 70,Qm =0.3,Qx =0.7).
This also provides an estimate of the star formation ratbénes-
sembled spheroid. If the final stellar mass wer&M., then stars
must have formed at a rate 101> M, /1 Gyr~ 10° M yr 1.

We conclude by stressing the statistical nature of our t&sul
Because a galaxy'’s velocity dispersion is a function of leéhhalo
mass and virialization redshift, variations in these pasi@rs may
render small samples insensitive to the trends we find.

The catalogue on which this article is based can be found at,

WWW.mrao.cam.ac.uk/~bn204/galevol/clemensetal08.html.
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