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ABSTRACT

Dwarf early-type galaxies (ETGs) display a rich diversity in their photometric, structural, and dy-
namical properties. In this work, we address their structural complexity by studying with deep imaging
a sample of nine dwarf ETGs from the Virgo galaxy cluster, characterized by having faint disk features,
such as bars and spiral arms, which lie mostly hidden within the bright diffuse light of the galaxies.
We present a new, robust method that aims to identify and extract the disk substructure embedded in
these dwarf ETGs. The method consists in an iterative procedure that gradually separates a galaxy
image into two components; the bright, dominant diffuse component, and the much fainter, underlying
disk component. By applying it to the dwarf ETG sample, we quantify their disk substructure and
find that its relative contribution to the total galaxy light ranges between 2.2 to 6.4% within two
effective radii. We test the reliability of the method, and prove that it is accurate in recovering the
disk substructure we introduce in mock galaxy images, even at low disk-to-total light fractions of a
few percent. As a potential application of the method, we perform a Fourier analysis on the extracted
disk substructures and measure the orientation, length, and strength of the bars, and the pitch angle
and strength of the spiral arms. We also briefly discuss a scenario based on the numerical simulations
presented in our companion paper, Brought to Light II: Smith et al. 2021, in which we investigate the
origins of the substructure in such dwarf systems.

Keywords: galaxies: clusters: individual (Virgo) — galaxies: dwarf — galaxies: structure — techniques:

image processing

1. INTRODUCTION

Under the paradigm of hierarchical structure forma-
tion, small-sized, low-mass galaxies are the most abun-
dant galaxy type in the universe. In particular, dwarf
early-type galaxies (ETGs) are commonly found in as-
sociation with other galaxies in groups and clusters
(Binggeli et al. 1985; Ferguson 1989). Dwarf ETGs en-
compass dwarf elliptical (dE; Ferguson & Binggeli 1994),
dwarf lenticular or SO (dS0; Sandage & Binggeli 1984),
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and dwarf spheroidal (dSph; Grebel et al. 2003) galax-
ies. Due to being dwarf systems, they are character-
ized by having a faint luminosity and surface brightness
(with the bright end being at Mp ~ —18 mag; Fergu-
son & Binggeli 1994), a low stellar mass (log M, /Mg <
9.0 — 9.5), and a small intrinsic size (R. < 1 — 2 kpe;
Eigenthaler et al. 2018; Venhola et al. 2019). The
early-type classification results from their general lack
of star formation and their low gas and dust content
(Grebel 2001), which leads to their red global optical
color (van Zee et al. 2004a; Lisker et al. 2008). Ad-
ditionally, dwarf ETGs are also mostly featureless in
appearance, with a light distribution that is predom-
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inantly smooth (Binggeli & Cameron 1991), although
many bright dwarf ETGs have also been found to host
nuclei (Ordenes-Bricetlo et al. 2018; Venhola et al. 2019).
Like their normal-sized elliptical counterparts, they tend
to cluster towards high-density regions, thus extending
the morphology-density relation to the low-mass galaxy
regime (Dressler 1980; Lisker et al. 2007). However,
dwarf ETGs can also be quite heterogeneous, for exam-
ple by presenting various degrees of rotational support
(Toloba et al. 2015; Janz et al. 2017; Bidaran et al. 2020)
and a wide range of ages and metallicities (Jerjen et al.
2004; Paudel et al. 2010; Toloba et al. 2014), possibly
pointing towards multiple origin and evolutionary sce-
narios.

Dwarf galaxies are important tracers of environmental
build-up history, as their shallow potential well makes
them especially susceptible to the environment. Conse-
quently, they can be more easily affected by tidal harass-
ment both from close fly-by galaxy encounters and from
the gravitational potential of their host group or clus-
ter, which can lead to mass stripping and morphological
transformations (Moore et al. 1996; Smith et al. 2010,
2015). In particular, gas-rich, late-type dwarf galax-
ies can also experience starvation or strangulation when
falling into a high-density region, where the hot, mas-
sive halo of the host group or cluster halts the gas in-
flow into the galaxies, causing them to eventually stop
forming stars once their cold gas reservoirs are depleted
(Larson et al. 1980; Boselli et al. 2008). Similarly, their
remaining gas can be removed by the hot intra-group
or intra-cluster medium through ram-pressure stripping,
effectively quenching their star formation (Gunn & Gott
1972; van Zee et al. 2004b; De Rijcke et al. 2010). To-
gether, all these external effects can transform the prop-
erties of dwarf galaxies from late to early types, thus
giving observable hints about the environmental context
they have evolved in.

A highly suitable place to study dwarf galaxies in re-
lation to their environment is the Virgo galaxy clus-
ter, the nearest (16.5 Mpc; Blakeslee et al. 2009) large-
scale, massive, high-density agglomeration of galaxies
(Schindler et al. 1999). From the high- to the low-
mass galaxy end, its members have been thoroughly
catalogued and extensively studied; see, e.g., the am-
ple scientific output of Virgo cluster surveys such as
the Virgo Cluster Catalog (VCC; Binggeli et al. 1985),
the Advanced Camera for Surveys Virgo Cluster Survey
(ACSVCS; Coté et al. 2004), and the Next Generation
Virgo Cluster Survey (NGVS; Ferrarese et al. 2012). In-
terestingly, for a cluster of its mass (1.4 —4.0 x 1014 My;
Weinmann et al. 2011), the Virgo cluster contains a con-
sistently low fraction of ETGs across all galaxy masses

(Janz et al. 2021). This may be related to the fact
that it is also a dynamically young cluster, showing sig-
natures of ongoing assembly such as field galaxies and
galaxy groups that are currently infalling (Binggeli et al.
1987; Lisker et al. 2018). Paired with the gradual, hi-
erarchical assembly of large structures, the Virgo clus-
ter displays a striking contrast of galaxy populations, in
which more evolved, more gas-deficient galaxies lie near
the dense cluster core as they fell in earlier, while less
evolved galaxies tend to be in the cluster outskirts as
they are still infalling. This heterogeneity is particu-
larly imprinted in the observable properties of the more
vulnerable dwarf systems belonging to the cluster (see,
e.g., studies by Lisker et al. 2007; Paudel et al. 2010;
Toloba et al. 2011).

While it is true that a large fraction of dwarf ETGs can
be characterized as having featureless, smooth light pro-
files that can be described by a single component, there
are also cases that are structurally more complex, be-
ing best described by multiple components (Janz et al.
2012). In such cases, substructure elements are often
present: the central region of such galaxies can host
nuclei and blue cores (Lisker et al. 2006b; Urich et al.
2017; Hamraz et al. 2019), while their main body may
show embedded weak disk features such as bars, spiral
arms, rings, and dumbbells (De Rijcke et al. 2003; Gra-
ham et al. 2003; Venhola et al. 2018). The majority of
the dwarf ETGs with disk substructure that have been
found and studied belong to the Virgo cluster, owing to
its close proximity (e.g., Jerjen et al. 2000, 2001; Barazza
et al. 2002; Geha et al. 2003; Ferrarese et al. 2006; Lisker
et al. 2006¢, 2007, 2008; Janz et al. 2012, 2016). Despite
being widely studied, the origin of these disk features
is still debated. One possibility is that they are rem-
nant features of late-type progenitors that are transi-
tioning to dwarf early-types through an environmental
transformation, which has quenched their star formation
and is in the process of changing the global morphology
of the galaxies from disky to ellipsoidal (Moore et al.
1998; Penny et al. 2014). An opposite possibility is that
the environment is not causing these disk features to
fade away, but is instead triggering them in dwarf early-
types which could have been originally assembled, for
example, through minor mergers. The formation of disk
features could then be linked to the tidal harassment
caused by other galaxies and the group or cluster po-
tential (Aguerri & Gonzalez-Garcia 2009; Gajda et al.
2017; Kwak et al. 2017, 2019). It is also possible that
a high-density environment is not playing such a fun-
damental role, as dwarf ETGs with substructure have
also been found in the field, and are believed to have
formed through accretion events (Graham et al. 2017;
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Janz et al. 2017). These aforementioned scenarios are
not mutually exclusive nor are they exhaustive, so the
disk substructure that is observed in dwarf ETGs could
potentially have multiple formation channels (see, e.g.,
discussions by de Rijcke et al. 2005; Lisker 2009, 2012).

Compared to the bright and diffuse main body of
dwarf ETGs, any embedded disk features are much
fainter, and thus lie mostly hidden from visual inspec-
tion. Therefore, image analysis techniques are necessary
in order to detect and analyze these features. The sim-
plest and most efficient way of revealing underlying sub-
structure is through unsharp masking, in which a galaxy
image is smoothed through convolution with a kernel
function, and then the galaxy image is either divided by
its smoothed-out version, or the smoothed-out version is
subtracted from the galaxy image. Both approaches re-
sult in the removal of the dominant diffuse light, leaving
behind the remaining substructure in an unsharp mask
image (McGaugh & Bothun 1990; Erwin 2004; Lisker
et al. 2006a). More elaborate techniques involving un-
sharp masking have also been developed; for example,
for the purpose of quantifying clumps typically associ-
ated with galaxy star-forming regions (Conselice 2003).
However, in general, unsharp masking can only be rec-
ommended for detection purposes, as the smoothing pro-
cess inevitably redistributes the light of the galaxy, and
thus alters both the actual light content and the resolu-
tion of the substructures.

Another possibility is to adopt a modeling approach,
and attempt to model the axisymmetric component of
the galaxy. By subtracting the axisymmetric model
from the galaxy image, the non-axisymmetric compo-
nent containing the disk features, such as bars and spiral
arms, would remain. Several attempts at the character-
ization and quantification of the disk substructure in
dwarf ETGs have followed this approach (e.g., Barazza
et al. 2002; Lisker et al. 2006¢). However, the mod-
eling of the diffuse component tends to be simplistic,
for example, by assuming a single shape and orienta-
tion throughout all galactocentric radii, which directly
affects the accuracy with which the true underlying disk
component is represented.

With the objective of improving on previous ap-
proaches, in this work we present a robust, newly de-
veloped method that aims to accurately identify and
extract the disk substructure that is embedded in dwarf
ETGs. The method is applied to a data sample that
consists of deep imaging of nine dwarf ETGs from the
Virgo cluster, which we introduce in Section 2. In Sec-
tion 3, we describe the method in detail, explaining its
steps and configuration. In Section 4, we present the
main results obtained by applying the method to the

dwarf ETG sample, which allows us to accurately quan-
tify and analyze their underlying disk features. To assess
the reliability of the method, we construct a mock galaxy
sample and subject it to diagnostic tests in Section 5.
Then, to show a practical application of the method, we
carry out a Fourier analysis of the disk substructure of
the dwarf ETG sample in Section 6. In Section 7, we
discuss the strengths of the method and its potential
applications. We also make a link to our companion pa-
per, Brought to Light II: Smith et al. 2021, and address
what we can learn through simulations of cluster ha-
rassment applied to dwarf galaxies. Finally, we provide
a summary of this work in Section 8.

2. DATA

The data sample analyzed in this work consists of nine
Virgo cluster dwarf ETGs. These galaxies are certain
cluster members according to the Virgo Cluster Cat-
alog (VCC; Binggeli et al. 1985), and correspond to
VCC0216, VCC0308, VCC0490, VCC0523, VCCO856,
VCC0940, VCC1010, VCC1695, and VCC1896. Lisker
et al. (2006¢) detected unambiguous disk features in
these galaxies, based on unsharp masking of images from
the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) Data Release 4
(DR4; Adelman-McCarthy et al. 2006). In order to ob-
tain deeper optical imaging, eight of them were targeted
with the MPG/ESO 2.2m telescope at the European
Southern Observatory (ESO), La Silla, using the Wide
Field Imager (WFI; Baade et al. 1999) instrument (ob-
servation program 077.B-0785, PI T. Lisker). The field
of view centered on the dwarf galaxy VCC1010 also con-
tained VCC0940, which thanks to apparent disk features
was subsequently added to the sample.

With the purpose of maximizing the signal, the obser-
vations were taken in the white filter. The net exposure
time aimed for each target was 2.5 hours, although for
some targets this was not achieved due to bad weather.
The observations were split into individual dithered ex-
posures of 5 minutes, to minimize the saturation of
bright stars and to allow the construction of a good
superflat image during the data reduction. The data
reduction was carried out with the THELI image data
reduction pipeline (Erben et al. 2005; Schirmer 2013),
specifically designed for the MPG/ESO 2.2m WFI. We
modified some of the procedures, in order to ensure that:
(a) the masks of extended sources were clearly covering
all source pixels, and (b) the image scaling for the super-
flat calculation correctly took into account these masks
when computing mean or median image values. The
latter required several iterations, constructing new ob-
ject masks from a first iteration, and applying these in
a second run.
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The THELI pipeline also handled the registration of
the individual images by using publicly available star
catalogs, the shifting and rebinning by using a Lanczos
kernel, and finally carrying out the relative flux cali-
bration of the images before coadding. The final coad-
ded and background-subtracted images reach a surface
brightness that lies in the range of 27.2 — 27.9 mag
arcsec”2 in the SDSS r-band equivalent, with a median
depth across the sample of u, = 27.8 mag arcsec™ 2,
which corresponds to pup = 29 mag arcsec™? assum-
ing typical dwarf ETG colors. The images were created
using 3 x 3 pixel binning in order to reach the aforemen-
tioned depths at a signal-to-noise ratio (S/N) of 1 per
binned pixel, with a scale equal to 0.71 arcsec per binned
pixel. For the working sample, we constructed cutouts
of the 3 x 3 binned images centered on each galaxy. We
note that this data reduction and final binned galaxy
cutouts have also been used in the works of Lisker &
Fuchs (2009), Lisker et al. (2009), and Lisker (2009,
2012).

Before beginning to work with the galaxy images, we
carried out some additional analyses and pre-processing.
For this purpose, we made use of the Image Reduction
and Analysis Facility (IRAF; Tody 1986, 1993), an as-
tronomical software system developed by the National
Optical Astronomy Observatory (NOAO), and also of
the SAOImage DS9 (Joye & Mandel 2003; Joye 2019)
visualization tool for astronomical data. We used them
to analyze each galaxy image separately. First, we mea-
sured the noise level of the background using the DS9
statistics tool by targeting regions that are devoid of
any objects. We afterwards confirmed each of the mea-
surements with the IRAF imstat task. The background
noise of the sample is characterized by a standard de-
viation opeise that ranges between 0.06 — 0.11 counts
s~! with a median value of opeise = 0.07 counts s~ 1.
Another important quantity to constrain is the point
spread function (PSF) of the galaxy images. We visu-
alized the images through DS9 to identify unsaturated
foreground stars, and overlaid the IRAF imexamine task
to measure their full width at half maximum (FWHM).
Thus, we obtained that the PSF FWHM of the sample
ranges between 1.13—1.41 arcsec, with a median value of
1.27 arcsec. Both the background noise level and PSF
FWHM of each galaxy image are relevant parameters
that are used in later analyses.

The images were also pre-processed in order to iden-
tify and mask any foreground and background sources,
such as stars and other galaxies, that lie in the projected
vicinity of our objects. This way, subsequent analyses
and measurements on the galaxy images are not con-
taminated by the light of interloping sources. Taking

into consideration the small size of the data sample, we
decided to individually inspect the images with DS9 and
manually identify the position and extent of the inter-
lopers. With this information, we then created a bad
pixel mask image for each galaxy.

With these preparations complete, the next step con-
sists in determining the basic properties of dwarf ETG
sample, such as the brightness and geometry of the
radial light profile of the galaxies. For this purpose,
we make use of the isophotal analysis and construc-
tion tools available in an external package of IRAF, the
Space Telescope Science Data Analysis System (STS-
DAS; STSDAS Group 1994) package. To construct an
accurate representation of the light profile, we use the
IRAF ellipse task to fit each galaxy image with ellip-
tical isophotes, while allowing their central coordinates,
shape (ellipticity), and orientation (position angle) to
change freely with galactocentric radius. Thus, any ra-
dial changes in the geometry of the galaxies are taken
into account.

With the information provided by the fit, we derive
the photometric and structural properties of the data
sample. These include the surface brightness, ellipticity,
and position angle radial profiles, the total magnitude,
the effective radius, and the central coordinates of the
galaxies. First, we define the total galaxy area as the
area enclosed by the last valid isophote, which corre-
sponds to the isophote whose intensity is 20 above the
background noise level. Then, from the flux enclosed by
the last valid isophote, we compute the total flux of the
galaxies and derive both the total magnitude and the ef-
fective radius of each galaxy, where the effective radius
is defined as the radius that encloses half of the total
galaxy light. For the galaxy center, we adopt the central
coordinates of the isophote that has a semi-major axis
length equal to 1.5 times the PSF FWHM. This isophote
is chosen in order to avoid any effects of the PSF in the
determination of the center. Additionally, we also use
the IRAF bmodel task to translate the fit parameters
into a galaxy model image. We then use this model
image to create a galaxy image in which the interlop-
ing sources have been masked out and replaced with the
corresponding value given by the model. As a result, we
obtain a galaxy image that has a much cleaner, regular
appearance. This is mainly for visualization purposes,
as the regions marked on the bad pixel mask are still
omitted during any kind of measurement or analysis.
However, in the case that the galaxy image is subjected
to smoothing, this prevents it from becoming contami-
nated by the blurred halos of bright interloping sources.
Thus, as an example, the resulting unsharp mask image
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Figure 1. Original images and unsharp mask images of the dwarf ETG sample. Each image is labeled with the name of
the dwarf galaxy it corresponds to, with its unsharp mask image displayed to the right. The galaxy isophotes at one and two
effective radii are overlaid on the original image as red and blue ellipses, respectively. Interloping sources have been masked
out. The columns share the same gray-scale bar; the original images are in units of counts s~!, while the unsharp masks are
unitless due to being image ratios. The images are 100 x 100 arcsec? in size. North is up, east is to the left.

would be able to provide a clearer picture of any faint
substructure that is present.

In order to visualize the data sample, we present the
original galaxy images and their unsharp mask images
in Figure 1. For the creation of the unsharp masks, we
divide the galaxy image with a smoothed-out version
of itself. The galaxy image is smoothed out by using
the IRAF gauss task to convolve it with an elliptical
Gaussian kernel that matches the geometry (ellipticity
and position angle) of the isophote at two effective radii,
and which has a standard deviation of 4 arcsec. On the
one hand, we choose the isophote at two effective radii
to serve as a representation of the overall geometry of
the main body of the galaxies, as at these radii they do
not appear to be dominated by substructures. On the
other hand, the choice of a standard deviation of 4 arcsec
is tuned to match half of the average width of the disk
features observed throughout the sample, in order for
them to be smoothed out by just the necessary amount.
This way, the smoothing process efficiently blurs out
the disk substructure, while at the same time it mostly

preserves and does not heavily alter the overall geometry
of the galaxies.

We observe that the galaxy images are predominantly
smooth in appearance, although in some cases it is possi-
ble to discern the presence of faint disk features towards
the galaxy outskirts. In contrast, by removing most of
the smooth light, the unsharp mask images reveal a rich
variety of disk features —such as bars, spiral arms, rings,
and dumbbells— that normally lie hidden in the domi-
nant diffuse component of the galaxies.

These disk features constitute the galaxy substruc-
tures that we are interested in quantifying in this work.
We would like to note that no previous attempts at
quantification have been made on these data before.
Therefore, this work complements and extends the pre-
vious studies that have analyzed this data set (Lisker &
Fuchs 2009; Lisker et al. 2009; Lisker 2009, 2012).

We now proceed to describe the photometric and
structural properties of the data sample. First, we pro-
vide the central coordinates and photometric properties
of the galaxies, which are reported in Table 1. The
galaxies are intrinsically faint, with an absolute mag-
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Table 1. Central coordinates and photometric properties of the dwarf ETG sample.

Central Coordinates

PSF FWHM

Dwarf Galaxy Depth p, My M, g—r
R.A. Decl.
(J2000.0) (J2000.0) (arcsec) (mag arcsec™?) (mag) (mag) (mag)
(1) (2) 3) (4) () (6) (7) (®)

VCC0216 12P17™01510  4+09°24'27711 1.13 27.94 14.42 —-16.67£0.15 0.603
VCC0308 12"18™50591  4+07°51'42791 1.23 27.75 13.30 —-17.79+£0.15 0.595
VCC0490 12P21™38581  415°44'42730 1.27 27.91 13.06 —18.03£0.15 0.648
VCC0523 12P22m04513  +12°47'147/82 1.41 27.21 12.75 —18.34+£0.15 0.622
VCC0856 1225™57594  +10°03'137'55 1.29 27.89 13.47 —-17.62+£0.15 0.636
VCC0940 12026™47507  +12°27'14734 1.24 27.59 13.97 —-17.12+£0.15 0.655
VCC1010 12h27M27539  412°17/25708 1.21 27.66 12.87 —18.224+0.15 0.693
VCC1695 12"36™54586  +12°31'12742 1.38 27.86 13.61 —17.48£0.15 0.575
VCC1896 12041™54%62  +09°35'04758 1.27 27.79 14.25 —-16.84 £0.15 0.618

NoTE—Col. (1): name of the dwarf galaxy. Cols. (2) and (3): right ascension and declination of the central coordinates in the
International Celestial Reference System (ICRS). Col. (4): PSF FWHM of the 3 x 3-binned galaxy image. Col. (5): surface
brightness depth in the r-band, at a S/N = 1 and a scale of 0.71 arcsec pixel *. Col. (6): total apparent magnitude in the
r-band. Col. (7): total absolute magnitude in the r-band, assuming a Virgo cluster distance modulus of 31.09 &+ 0.15 mag
(Blakeslee et al. 2009). Col. (8): g — r color integrated within two effective radii (Janz & Lisker 2008, 2009).

nitude in the SDSS r-band equivalent that lies in the
range —18.4 < M, < —16.6 mag; thus spanning almost
two magnitudes. Although we only have the white filter
imaging to work with, and thus lack color information,
we provide the g —r colors of the galaxies as a reference.
These color measurements were performed by Janz &
Lisker (2008, 2009) based on calibrated images of Lisker
et al. (2007, 2008) from the SDSS Data Release 5 (DR5;
Adelman-McCarthy et al. 2007). The g — r color of the
galaxies, integrated up to two effective radii, is predomi-
nantly red and very uniform across the sample, spanning
the range 0.58 < g —r < 0.69 mag. Therefore, the data
sample is characterized by having a low intrinsic bright-
ness and being red in color.

Finally, the structural properties of the data sample
are reported in Table 2. We provide the effective radius,
and both the ellipticity and position angle at one and
two effective radii of the galaxies. For the development
of the procedure that will be used to quantify the galaxy
disk substructure, knowledge of these parameter values
is necessary. We observe that, in contrast to the ho-
mogeneity of the photometric properties, the structural
properties of the galaxies are much more diverse. While
there are some cases in which the ellipticity and position
angle of the galaxy isophotes are similar at one and two
effective radii, there are also cases in which their values

change substantially. This can be visualized in Figure 1,
where the isophotes at one and two effective radii have
been overlaid on the galaxy images. Due to this variety,
the quantification method we have developed, described
in the next Section 3, is adapted to work properly in the
case of both geometrically simple and complex radial
light profiles.

3. RESIDUAL METHOD

Our “residual method” consists of a newly developed
procedure that aims to extract the disk features, such
as bars and spiral arms, present in a galaxy image. Its
development, subsequent testing, and fine tuning were
carried out based on its application to the dwarf ETG
sample presented in this work. Thus, we tested its in-
tended functionality and found it to work reliably in
the case that faint disk substructure is embedded in the
more homogeneous, and much brighter, main body of a
galaxy.

The residual method is an iterative procedure that
gradually separates a galaxy image into two distinct
components. On the one hand, it produces a galaxy
model image that contains the dominant, diffuse com-
ponent of the galaxy. On the other hand, it produces a
galaxy residual image that contains the secondary disk
component of the galaxy. Initially, the galaxy model
image is partially contaminated by light coming from
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Table 2. Structural parameters of the dwarf ETG sample.

Dwarf Galaxy Effective Radius Ellipticity Position Angle
At 1R, At 2R. At 1R, At 2R.
(arcsec) (deg) (deg)

(1) (2) 3) (4) () (6)
VCC0216 10.63 £ 0.01 0.324 £0.002 0.333 £ 0.002 28.3+0.1 27.44+0.2
VCC0308 17.77 £ 0.04 0.068 £0.004 0.060 £ 0.003 59.9+1.9 83.0+ 1.4
VCC0490 27.16 £ 0.05 0.188£0.003 0.1224+0.006 122.3+0.5 118.0+ 1.6
VCC0523 21.88 £0.02 0.298 £0.001 0.2524+0.004 138.4+0.1 139.6 £ 0.5
VCC0856 16.16 £ 0.01 0.122 £0.002 0.063 £ 0.005 85.6 +0.4 86.3 £ 2.2
VCC0940 18.35 £ 0.03 0.236 £0.003 0.077 £ 0.009 176 £0.4 8.5£3.5
VCC1010 16.49 +0.03 0.407 £0.002 0.3924+0.002 176.3+0.2 0.5£0.2
VCC1695 20.73 £0.03 0.188 £0.002 0.191 £+ 0.008 83.8+0.4 83.5+1.2
VCC1896 13.54 +£0.05 0.358 £0.005 0.062 £ 0.006 22.51+0.5 106.8 = 3.0

NoTeE—Col. (1): name of the dwarf galaxy. Col. (2): circularized effective radius, defined as R. = v/ab, where a and b are the
semi-major and semi-minor axis lengths of the elliptical isophote, respectively. Cols. (3) and (4): ellipticity at one and two
effective radii, respectively. The ellipticity is defined as e = 1 —ba~*. Cols. (5) and (6): position angle at one and two effective
radii, respectively. The position angle is measured counterclockwise from the +y-axis (north towards east of the images).

the galaxy’s underlying disk features. Through an it-
erative loop, this extra light is progressively shifted to
the galaxy residual image. The iterations end once the
level of pollution in the model is minimized, and the
majority of the substructure light is contained in the
residual map. Thus, the galaxy residual image can then
be used to quantify the relative contribution of the disk
component to the total light of the galaxy.

It is important to note that throughout this work,
the “disk component” is defined as the non-smooth,
excess light contained in the disk substructures of a
galaxy. It does not correspond to the total amount of
light that may be contained in a physically thin em-
bedded disk, which may also have an additional thin
smooth component of its own. The residual method
separates smooth (axisymmetric) light from non-smooth
(non-axisymmetric) light, and thus cannot distinguish
between different sources of smooth light (e.g., the dif-
fuse light of a thin disk from that of a thick disk).

The method makes use of IRAF built-in tasks, and of
the isophotal analysis and construction tools available
in the STSDAS isophote sub-package. In the following
Section 3.1, we provide a step-by-step description of the
residual method, given as a recipe to follow. Then, in
Section 3.2, we address the free parameters that must
be set when running the residual method, and explain

the specific configuration we adopted when applying the
method to the dwarf ETG sample.

3.1. Steps of the Residual Method

We now proceed to describe the steps that comprise
the residual method. First, each step provides an ex-
planation on what it aims to achieve, and why it is
necessary. This is followed by a description of the
specific IRAF tasks and parameter settings that are
utilized for this purpose. As a helpful reference, we pro-
vide a flowchart that illustrates the steps of the residual
method in Figure 2.

Step 1: Smooth out the galaxy image. First,
the objective is to smooth out the features of the disk
component of the galaxy while at the same time pre-
serving the main geometry of the diffuse component.
By smoothing the galaxy image by a specifically tuned
amount, the disk substructure embedded in the galaxy
becomes washed out and less defined in appearance.
Thus, there is a reduction in the relative contribution
of these features to the brightness, shape, and orienta-
tion of the radial light profile of the galaxy.

Using the IRAF gauss task, the galaxy image is
smoothed out by convolving it with an elliptical Gaus-
sian kernel. The smoothing kernel has a shape and
orientation that matches the ellipticity and position an-
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Figure 2. Flowchart of the residual method. Steps 1 through 7 are indicated, as described in the text. The diffuse component
of the galaxy is illustrated in red and the disk component in blue. The isophotal fit to the galaxy is illustrated by green ellipses.
The updated, positive-residual-subtracted galaxy image resulting from the procedure is marked with an asterisk (*), and replaces
the galaxy images that are similarly marked during the iterative loop.

gle of the original galaxy image at two effective radii.
When inspecting the unsharp mask images of the galax-
ies (see Figure 1), the disk features appear faint and
not dominant at this galactocentric distance. Thus, the
two effective radii isophote is chosen to represent the
geometry of the main body of the galaxy and is the ge-
ometry adopted for the smoothing kernel. Additionally,
for the choice of kernel size, the observed thickness or
width of the disk features of the galaxy is taken into
account. The standard deviation of the Gaussian kernel
is then tuned to match half of the average width of the
disk features. In the case of our dwarf ETG sample, the
disk features have average half-widths ranging between
2.5 — 6.0 arcsec.

Step 2: Fit the smoothed-out galaxy image. By
fitting the radial light profile of the smoothed-out galaxy
image, we construct a representation of the galaxy that
is less affected by the radial changes in brightness, shape,

and orientation that may be driven by the underlying
disk substructure. In an ideal case, the influence of the
disk features would be removed completely in Step 1, so
the radial fit of the smoothed-out galaxy image would
describe the geometry of the diffuse component. How-
ever, in reality, the disk features are still partially con-
taminating the light of the smoothed-out galaxy. There-
fore, the resulting fit describes a diffuse component that
is still slightly influenced by the geometry of the disk
component.

Using the IRAF ellipse task, the smoothed-out
galaxy image is fit with concentric elliptical isophotes.
The fit performed allows both the ellipticity and posi-
tion angle of the isophotes to change freely with galac-
tocentric radius, while their central coordinates are kept
fixed. By adopting this configuration, the smoothed-out
galaxy image is described as accurately as possible, as
the fit accounts for any radial changes in the shape and
orientation of the light profile. The central coordinates,
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however, are kept fixed to ensure the convergence of the
ellipse task even in the regions of the galaxy that have
a highly flattened radial light gradient, which can arise
as a result of the smoothing procedure in Step 1. The
adopted galaxy center is extracted from a free fit previ-
ously performed on the original galaxy image (see Sec-
tion 2). It corresponds to the central coordinates of the
isophote that has a semi-major axis equal to 1.5 times
the PSF FWHM, chosen in order to avoid any effects of
the PSF in the determination of the center.
Additionally, there are other parameters of the
ellipse task that influence the result of the fit. In
order to filter out and flag outlier points from the aver-
age along each isophote, we have adopted three-sigma
clipping during the fit (usclip = lsclip = 3), which
iterates five times (nclip = 5). We also allow up to 50%
of flagged points along a valid isophote (fflag = 0.5).

Step 3: Measure the galaxy image by impos-
ing the isophotes of the smoothed-out galaxy
image. Inherent to the process of smoothing out the
galaxy image in Step 1, light from the galaxy is redis-
tributed throughout the image. Therefore, when fitting
the smoothed-out galaxy image in Step 2, the extracted
isophotes do not reflect the actual intensity profile of
the galaxy. To obtain the true, average intensity at
each isophote, we return to the galaxy image itself and
superimpose these isophotal contours on the galaxy to
measure the true, average underlying brightness. This
way, we obtain a representation of the radial light profile
of the galaxy that reflects the actual brightness of the
galaxy image while following the shape and orientation
of the smoothed-out galaxy image.

Using the IRAF ellipse task in no-fit, photometry-
only mode, we measure the average radial brightness
of the galaxy image by imposing the geometry of the
isophotes of the smoothed-out galaxy image. This is
achieved by setting the inellip parameter of the task,
and providing the ellipse output table obtained from
fitting the smoothed-out galaxy in Step 2.

Step 4: Construct the galaxy model image, rep-
resenting the diffuse component. From the previ-
ous step, we now have a description of the light pro-
file of the galaxy in which the impact of the underlying
disk substructure has been minimized. In other words,
the extracted light profile aims at describing the dif-
fuse component of the galaxy. In order to construct
a two-dimensional representation of the diffuse compo-
nent, we use the information we have extracted of the
radial shape, orientation, and brightness of the light pro-
file to build a model image.

Using the IRAF bmodel task, we create a galaxy
model image that represents the diffuse component of
the galaxy. This is achieved by providing the task with
the ellipse output table obtained in Step 3.

Step 5: Construct the galaxy residual image, rep-
resenting the disk component. If the contribution
of the diffuse component is removed from the galaxy im-
age, then what is left behind constitutes the disk com-
ponent. That is, any substructure features embedded
in the galaxy, such as spiral arms and bars, emerge as
residual light when subtracting out the diffuse light of
the galaxy.

Using the IRAF imarith task, the galaxy model im-
age from Step 4 is subtracted from the original galaxy
image. As a result, we obtain a galaxy residual image
that contains the disk component of the galaxy.

Step 6: Construct the updated, positive-
residual-subtracted version of the galaxy image.
Conceptually, the galaxy model image (Step 4) should
only contain the diffuse light of the galaxy, in order for
the galaxy residual image (Step 5) to contain the re-
maining light coming from substructure features. How-
ever, the separation into these two distinct components
is not achieved in one go. Inevitably, the galaxy model
image will be partially contaminated with light coming
from the disk features, as it is not possible to completely
remove their influence when smoothing out the galaxy
image in Step 1. Consequently, the galaxy model tends
to be slightly brighter than it should be, resulting in a
galaxy residual that is slightly fainter and that suffers
from over-subtraction. In other words, the inter-arm
region in the galaxy residual, by being devoid of disk
features, is dominated by negative values.

Therefore, the extra light that is coming from disk fea-
tures and that is contaminating the galaxy model has to
be shifted instead into the galaxy residual, where it be-
longs. To achieve this, we construct an updated version
of the galaxy image in which all of the positive light from
the galaxy residual image has been subtracted out. This
new galaxy image, which is less driven by the influence
of the disk features, can be then once again subjected
to Steps 1 through 5.

First, using the IRAF imreplace task, the negative
values in the inter-arm region of the galaxy residual
image are set to zero. This way, we get rid of the effects
of over-subtraction and obtain a galaxy residual image
that has only positive values along its disk features.
Then, using the IRAF imarith task, this positive-only
galaxy residual image is subtracted from the original
galaxy image. As a result, we obtain an updated,
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positive-residual-subtracted version of the galaxy image
that can then be used again in Step 1.

Step 7: Iterate until the inter-arm region in the
galaxy residual image reaches a level of zero.
By entering an iterative loop of Steps 1 through 6, the
galaxy becomes gradually separated into a diffuse and a
disk component, contained in the galaxy model (Step 4)
and galaxy residual (Step 5) images, respectively. This
iterative procedure is carried on until the galaxy decom-
position is complete. To know when we have reached
this point in the loop, we construct a stopping criterion
for the iterations by monitoring the inter-arm region of
the galaxy residual image. We define the “inter-arm re-
gion” as all the pixels that are negative in the initial
version of the residual image (i.e., in the first residual
image that is created before initiating the iterative loop),
and that lie within the two effective radii isophote of the
galaxy.

Initially dominated by negative values, the inter-arm
region becomes each time less negative with succes-
sive iterations, gradually alleviating the effects of over-
subtraction. As our aim is to measure the excess light
contained in disk features, the iterations should continue
until the inter-arm region reaches a typical statistical
value that is on par with the background level. While
the images in our sample have been background sub-
tracted, they also contain noise, so their background
consists in positive and negative values that fluctuate
around zero. We have chosen the median as the sta-
tistical function to estimate the central value of the
inter-arm region, as it is robust against possible out-
liers. Thus, the final, stopping iteration is reached once
the inter-arm region of the galaxy residual first reaches
a median value equal or bigger than zero. We note that,
if the iterations were to continue after this point, the
galaxy residual would start suffering instead from under-
subtraction. That is, too much light would begin to be
displaced from the galaxy model to the galaxy residual,
making the latter artificially brighter. Consequently,
the stopping criterion for the iterations is designed to
prevent both over- and under-subtraction in the galaxy
residual image.

With its background at a zero level, the final, opti-
mized version of the galaxy residual image can be then
used to accurately quantify the amount of light con-
tained in the disk features. For reference, a schematic
representation of the iterative procedure and the stop-
ping criterion is provided in Figure 3.
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Figure 3. Schematic representation of the iterative pro-
cedure and stopping criterion implemented in the residual
method. The data points correspond to empirical values
obtained when applying the residual method to the dwarf
galaxy VCCO0308. Top panel: the median value of the inter-
arm region in the galaxy residual image vs. the number of
iterations, represented by a red curve. The specific iteration
at which the background level in this region becomes equal
or bigger than zero is marked with a vertical green line, and
corresponds to the stopping iteration. Bottom panel: the
measured residual light fraction of the galaxy vs. the num-
ber of iterations, represented by a blue curve. The accepted
value for the residual light fraction is derived from the galaxy
residual image at the stopping iteration, as shown by a hor-
izontal dashed line.

3.2. Parameter Configuration of the Residual Method

When running the residual method, we adopt a pa-
rameter setup that is specifically tuned to the analy-
sis of the dwarf ETG sample presented in Section 2.
This configuration needs to be tested and adjusted on
a case-by-case basis, in accordance to the properties of
the particular data set that the method is going to be
applied to. This includes properties both of the images
and of the dwarf galaxies themselves. Thus, factors such
as the S/N, the seeing and PSF, and the resolution of
the images should be taken into account. In regard to
the galaxies, the average width and relative strength of
their disk features will also influence the parameter con-
figuration. For this reason, the parameter values that
are described in this section should only be used as a
guideline.
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The first parameter to be configured corresponds to
the smoothing kernel size. In Step 1 of the residual
method, the galaxy image is smoothed by convolving it
with an elliptical Gaussian kernel. As the objective is
to blur out the disk substructure light while at the same
time preserving the overall geometry of the diffuse light,
the standard deviation of the Gaussian smoothing ker-
nel is adjusted to match half of the average width of the
disk features. This can be understood as follows. On
the one hand, if the kernel size is much smaller than the
thickness of the bars and spiral arms, then their bright-
ness and appearance are not significantly altered during
the smoothing process. On the other hand, if the ker-
nel size is instead much bigger, then not only the disk
features are blurred out, but also the main body of the
galaxy becomes strongly affected. Consequently, there
is a lower and an upper limit on the optimal kernel sizes
that can be used in the smoothing procedure. For the
dwarf ETG sample, the optimal range corresponds to a
Gaussian standard deviation between 2.5 — 6.0 arcsec in
size, as this range encompasses the average half-width
of the disk features throughout the whole sample. In
order to subject the whole data set to the same treat-
ment, we apply this range of smoothing kernel sizes to
all of the galaxies. Additionally, through testing, we
found that once the galaxy is smoothed one time, the
majority of the disk features already become successfully
blurred out, so it is not necessary to continue smooth-
ing them by the same amount in subsequent iterations.
Therefore, to reduce the amount of smoothing to the
minimum required, and thus to help preserve the geom-
etry of the diffuse component, the choice of the kernel
size is decreased to a half once the galaxy image enters
the iterative loop of the method. In other words, if the
galaxy image is being initially smoothed out by a kernel
of size X € [2.5,6.0] arcsec, this size is reduced to just
X/2 arcsec from the first iteration onwards.

The second parameter to be configured corresponds to
the sampling step size. In Step 2 of the residual method,
the smoothed-out galaxy image is fit with concentric el-
liptical isophotes. By adjusting the separation between
successive isophotes, it is possible to sample the image at
a greater or a lower frequency, corresponding to smaller
or larger step sizes, respectively. On the one hand, if
the step sizes are too small, the fitting task does not
have enough data points to sample the image and con-
struct the isophotes. On the other hand, if the step sizes
are instead too big, the resulting isophotes are unable
to accurately capture any subtle radial changes in the
brightness and geometry of the galaxy. Therefore, once
again depending on the properties of the data set, there
is an optimal range of sampling step sizes. For the dwarf

ETG sample, we opt for a geometric growth of the step
size instead of a linear growth, as it provides the fit-
ting procedure with more data points to construct the
isophotes towards the fainter, lower S/N regions in the
galaxy outskirts. We determine that a growth rate of
the step size length in the range of 5 — 10% is optimal
for our sample. In terms of the overall ellipse sam-
pling setup, we always implement three-sigma clipping
along each isophote in order to filter out outlier values,
as detailed in Step 2.

After thorough testing, we can confirm that the resid-
ual method is quite insensitive to the input parameters
when they are chosen within reason, such as we have
done for our dwarf ETG sample. To implement the
aforementioned reasonable ranges of smoothing kernel
sizes and sampling step sizes, the residual method is
run several times on each galaxy image. Each run is set
up with a specific combination pair of smoothing and
sampling parameter values. Depending on this configu-
ration, the number of iterations needed in the procedure
ranges between two to five iterations, with a median of
three iterations. Thus, by exploring the smoothing and
sampling parameter spaces and by applying the stopping
criterion, we obtain as a result a set of residual images
for each galaxy that only vary slightly with respect to
one another. These galaxy residual images are then used
to quantify the strength of the disk substructure and its
related uncertainties, as described in Section 4.

4. RESULTS

We now present the results obtained from the appli-
cation of the residual method to the dwarf ETG sample.
The method allows us to isolate the light of the diffuse
component of the galaxy in a galaxy model image, while
the remaining light coming from the disk component is
contained in a galaxy residual image. Thus, any under-
lying disk substructure can be visualized through the in-
spection of the galaxy residual images, which are shown
in Figure 4. We observe a wide diversity of disk fea-
tures that, based on a purely qualitative assessment, in-
clude bars (e.g., VCC1695, VCC1896), spiral arms (e.g.,
VCC0308, VCC0856), rings (e.g., VCC0490, VCC1010),
and dumbbells (e.g., VCC1010). These features also ap-
pear to have different brightness distributions, being in
some cases brighter and in others fainter. From a direct
comparison with the unsharp mask images presented in
Figure 1, it is possible to confirm that all the disk fea-
tures visible in the unsharp masks are captured success-
fully by the residual method in the residual images.

To quantify the brightness of the disk component of
the galaxy, we measure the amount of light contained
in the galaxy residual image compared to the amount of
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Figure 4. Galaxy residual images obtained when applying the residual method to the dwarf ETG sample. The specific
parameter setup used to obtain these images corresponds to a Gaussian standard deviation of 4 arcsec for the smoothing kernel
size and a growth rate of 7% for the sampling step size. Each residual image is labeled with the name of the dwarf galaxy it

corresponds to. All images share the same gray-scale bar in units of counts s™

east is to the left.

light contained in the original galaxy image. The quan-
tity we are interested in corresponds to the ratio of the
residual-to-total light, which we define as the “residual
light fraction”. In the case of the dwarf ETG sample, we
decide to measure the residual light fraction within both
one and two effective radii. We note that these one and
two effective radii measurements do not assume circular-
ized radii, but instead match the ellipticity and position
angle of the one and two effective radii isophotes of the
galaxies (as reported in Table 2 and shown in Figure 1).
To compute the residual light fraction, the light con-
tained in each image, original and residual, is integrated
up to the same given elliptical isophote. These sums in-
clude all enclosed pixel values, regardless of their sign.
The ratio of these two sums is then calculated.

1 and are 100 x 100 arcsec? in size. North is up,

On the one hand, these measurements omit the outer-
most region of the galaxy images for two main reasons.
First, the noise level of the images starts dominating at
two effective radii, so any measurements at larger radii
become unreliable due to their big uncertainties. Sec-
ond, the observed disk features do not extend beyond
two effective radii, lifting the necessity of computing a
residual light fraction in the outer regions.

On the other hand, these measurements also omit the
innermost region of the galaxy images, as the pixels that
lie just at the center are affected by the PSF and usually
contain some artifacts resulting from the IRAF ellipse
fitting procedure. Thus, the central region is masked out
by a circle of radius equal to 1.5 times the PSF FWHM,
equivalent to 1.7 — 2.1 arcsec in size depending on the



SUBSTRUCTURE QUANTIFICATION IN DWARF ETGS 13

Table 3. Residual light fractions of the dwarf
ETG sample.

Dwarf Galaxy  Residual Light Fraction

Within 1R, Within 2R.
(1) (2) 3)

VCC0216  0.03370003  0.02979:003
VCC0308  0.01710007  0.02479003
VCC0490  0.02970:007  0.03670:003
VCC0523  0.0407000%  0.0427908%
VCC0856  0.01719001  0.02279:003
VCC0940  0.0247909%  0.03570003
VCC1010  0.03170:00%  0.03070:003
VCC1695  0.058700%  0.05479007
VCC1896  0.0687(01%  0.06470013

NOTE—Col. (1): name of the dwarf galaxy.
Cols. (2) and (3): residual light fraction mea-
surements within the one and two effective
radii isophotes, respectively.

PSF of the image. We clarify that this constitutes a
negligible fraction of the effective radii, so no important
information is being masked out; even when disk sub-
structures are present at small radii. Nonetheless, we
also note that central overdensities, such as nuclei, be-
come masked by this procedure. According to the mor-
phological classification of Binggeli et al. (1985), the ma-
jority of our objects are nucleated, and only one object
is non-nucleated (VCC1695). We agree with this clas-
sification based on our own visual inspection of galaxy
unsharp masks that were created by using a very small
smoothing kernel, in order to highlight small substruc-
tures such as nuclei.

Additionally, any foreground and background sources,
such as interloping stars or galaxies, are also masked out
and omitted from the measurement. Finally, as the pa-
rameter setup of the residual method (see Section 3.2)
provides us with several residual images for each galaxy,
we compute the residual light fraction by taking the me-
dian value of all measurements and, as their distribution
is not necessarily symmetric, derive their uncertainties
from the 16th and 84th percentiles.

The residual light fraction measurements of the dwarf
ETG sample are summarized in Table 3. Overall, we
find that throughout our sample the disk substructure
contributes less than 7% of the total galaxy light, sup-
porting the fact that these features are indeed faint and
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Figure 5. Residual light fractions of the dwarf ETG sample,
as a function of the total absolute magnitude of the galaxy
in the r-band. The measurements are performed within one
and two effective radii of the galaxies, which are shown as
red and blue points, respectively. The error bars are given by
the 16th and 84th percentiles of the distributions. Each pair
of data points is labeled with the name of the corresponding
galaxy.

lie hidden in a much brighter diffuse component. In par-
ticular, we find that the residual light fraction ranges
between 1.7 — 6.8% within one effective radius, and be-
tween 2.2 — 6.4% within two effective radii. The dif-
ferences between the one and two effective radii mea-
surements for each galaxy are not significant, making
either of them both good candidates to represent their
residual light fraction. These results are visualized in
Figure 5, which shows the residual light fraction as a
function of the total r-band absolute magnitude of the
galaxies. Even though the dwarf ETG sample spans a
range of almost two magnitudes, we find no conclusive
trend between the residual light fraction and the galaxy
brightness. However, given that this is a small data set
comprised of only nine dwarf galaxies, we are cautious
to draw any conclusions.

As the diffuse and disk components of the galaxies
have been separated into a model and a residual im-
age, respectively, we can use these images to extract the
surface brightness profile of each component. For this
purpose, we construct elliptical annuli that match the el-
lipticity and position angle of the isophotes of the diffuse
component of the galaxy, in order to reduce the effect of
the disk features in driving the galaxy geometry. These
elliptical annuli, which are concentric and of a constant
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Figure 6. Surface brightness profiles in the r-band of the diffuse and disk components of the dwarf ETG sample, shown as red
and blue points, respectively. The measurements are performed in elliptical annuli of constant width that match the geometry
of the isophotes of the diffuse component of the galaxy. The radial profiles are computed up to two effective radii of the galaxies.
The central region is excluded due to the effects of the PSF, disregarding an amount equal to 1.5 times the PSF FWHM. The
PSF FWHM is indicated by a gray shaded area. For reference, the background noise level is shown as a green dashed line.

2 pixels (1.42 arcsec) in width, are then used to sample
the galaxy model and galaxy residual images up to two
effective radii. As a result, Figure 6 shows the surface
brightness profiles of the diffuse and disk components of
the dwarf ETG sample, which present some clear differ-
ences. On the one hand, the surface brightness profile
of the diffuse component has a smooth appearance, as
its brightness declines steadily with increasing galacto-
centric radius. For a more quantitative assessment, we
run the 2D fitting algorithm GALFIT (Peng et al. 2002)
on the galaxy model images. We thus find that the dif-
fuse components are well described by a single Sérsic
profile (Sérsic 1968) of Sérsic index n ranging between
1.15—2.02, with a median value of n = 1.43. Therefore,
the diffuse component of our dwarf ETGs is more con-
sistent with having an exponential disk profile (n = 1)
than a de Vaucouleurs profile (n = 4; de Vaucouleurs
1948), the latter being typical for giant elliptical galax-
ies. On the other hand, the profile of the disk compo-

nent shows strong fluctuations that can be attributed to
the irregularity of the underlying substructures, and its
brightness tends to decline less steeply with galactocen-
tric radius. While we do not attempt to fit the residual
images with GALFIT, given the numerous irregularities
in their surface brightness profile, we note that there
are some cases that would require at least two compo-
nents to properly describe it (see, e.g., VCC0308 and
VCC1695). Furthermore, the surface brightness profile
of the diffuse component is on average between three to
four magnitudes brighter compared to the profile of the
disk component at all radii. But, even though the disk
component is comparatively very faint, its brightness
within two effective radii of the galaxies is still above
the background noise level.

Together, these results help build a picture in which
the diffuse light and disk substructure light constitute
two distinct galaxy components, as supported by their
substantial differences in both brightness and appear-
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ance. However, the similarity of the residual light frac-
tion measurements within one and two effective radii
(see Table 3 and Figure 5) could imply that the total
physical extension of the diffuse component may not be
too different from the one of the disk component. In
other words, these galaxies do not have inner or nuclear
disks, but instead their disks are extended all along the
galaxy body (at least up to two effective radii, as can be
appreciated in Figure 6). Having deep images, such as
the ones at our disposal, was an essential requirement
in order to reveal this behavior. Deep imaging allowed
us to perform robust measurements towards the galaxy
outskirts, which would not have been feasible with shal-
lower imaging data.

5. TESTING THE METHOD

In order to assess both the reliability and relevance of
the residual method, we construct a series of diagnostic
tests. First, to evaluate its reliability, we test the accu-
racy with which it is able to recover the light contained
in the disk features of a galaxy. Second, to evaluate its
relevance, we compare its performance to the results ob-
tained when other possible, alternative approaches are
used to quantify the disk substructure light. We will
show how these alternative approaches are not funda-
mentally designed to quantify substructures, thus justi-
fying the creation of the residual method to fulfill that
purpose. The aforementioned tests are carried out on a
sample of mock galaxy images we build specifically for
testing purposes.

In Section 5.1, we proceed to describe the creation
of the mock galaxy images, followed by an explanation
of the different methods to be tested. Then, in Section
5.2, we present the results obtained when applying these
methods to the mock galaxy sample.

5.1. Mock Galazies and Tested Methods

We first address how the mock galaxy sample is con-
structed. The mock galaxy images have an observational
and not a simulated origin, in the sense that they are
based on actual images from our dwarf ETG sample. In
particular, we choose two dwarf galaxies each of which
features one of the main signatures of a disk compo-
nent: VCC0308, which has clear, wound-up spiral arms
and no bar; and VCC1896, which has a bright, promi-
nent bar and two faint, short spiral arms. To construct
mock galaxy images from these two galaxies, we take
the galaxy model and residual images obtained through
the application of the residual method. Next, for each
model and residual image pair, we measure the amount
of light contained within their total galaxy area (defined
as the region encompassed by the last valid isophote of

the original galaxy image; see Section 2). Then, we scale
each image pair and add them in different relative frac-
tions while keeping the total amount of light constant.
As a result, we obtain a series of mock galaxy images
that share the same luminosity, but where some have
fainter and some have brighter disk features. In par-
ticular, we choose residual-to-total light fractions that
encompass the range of empirical values obtained for
the dwarf ETG sample (see Table 3). Thus, for each of
the two selected dwarf galaxies, we construct four mock
galaxies by introducing residual light fractions equal to
2.5,5.0, 7.5, and 10% of the total light. The mock galaxy
sample then consists of a total of eight mock galaxies.

By having control over the introduced amount of
residual light, we know the exact amount we should ex-
pect to recover when subjecting the mock galaxy images
to a particular method. As part of the diagnostic test
on the recovery efficiency of the residual light fraction,
there are five different methods we want to compare,
which are described below.

1. Residual method. The objective of the residual
method, developed in this work, is to isolate the disk
component of a galaxy in order to quantify the amount
of light it contains. By applying it to the mock galaxy
sample, we want to assess the accuracy with which the
method is able to recover the introduced amount of
residual light. For this test, we apply the complete pro-
cedure as described in Section 3.1, and adopt the same
parameter configuration we used for the dwarf ETG
sample, described in Section 3.2.

2. Residual method, no iterations. The residual
method includes an iterative procedure that allows the
gradual separation of the diffuse and disk components
of a galaxy into two separate images. To evaluate how
important this iterative aspect is to the success of the
method, we apply an incomplete, simplified version of
the residual method to the mock galaxy images, in
which there are no iterations. Therefore, we follow only
Steps 1 through 5 described in Section 3.1, and keep
the first residual image that we obtain, thus omitting
the iterative loop of the method. We once again adopt
the same parameter configuration we used for the dwarf
ETG sample, described in Section 3.2.

3. Unsharp mask method. The unsharp masking
technique aims to bring forward any faint, underlying
substructure that could be hiding in the bright, diffuse
light of a galaxy image. An unsharp mask image is
obtained by smoothing out the galaxy image, and then
either dividing or subtracting the smoothed-out image
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from the original image. Both types of unsharp masking
provide comparable results. As the process of smooth-
ing spatially redistributes the light of the galaxy, thus
altering the true radial light profile, this technique is
only intended for visualization purposes, and not for
quantification. However, in order to compare it to the
residual method, we test the performance of unsharp
masking as a means of quantifying disk substructure.
First, using the IRAF gauss task, the mock galaxy
images are smoothed out by adopting the same param-
eter configuration employed in Step 1 of the residual
method (see Sections 3.1 and 3.2). Then, to create the
unsharp mask images, the IRAF imarith task is used
to subtract the smoothed-out images from the original
images. We note that subtraction and not division is
used to create these unsharp mask images, as through
subtraction we obtain a measurable flux, while division
provides a flux ratio. Finally, the resulting unsharp
mask images are then treated as residual images, and
are used to quantify the residual light.

4. Fixed fit method. When fitting a galaxy image,
the most common objective is to model the brightness
and geometry of the radial light profile as accurately
as possible. In the ideal case that a model image is
the perfect representation of a galaxy, by subtracting
the model from the original image we obtain a residual
image filled with zero values. Thus, the intended pur-
pose of such a residual image is to assess the goodness
of the fit, and not to quantify the disk substructure of
the galaxy. However, we want to test what happens
when the geometry of the galaxy is kept fixed during
the fit (as in Lisker et al. 2006¢), meaning that a single
value for the ellipticity and position angle is imposed
at all galactocentric radii. As this geometrically simple
fit does not take into account any radial twists and
turns of the light profile, the complex geometry of the
disk substructure will not be competently captured, so
at least part of their light will appear in the resulting
residual image. To evaluate how this setup compares
to the residual method, the mock galaxy images are fit
using the IRAF ellipse task in fixed mode, by im-
posing at all galactocentric radii the geometry of the
galaxy isophote at two effective radii. We adopt the
same parameter configuration and clipping criteria used
for sampling in the residual method, described in Sec-
tion 3.2. Then, we construct the galaxy model images
using the IRAF bmodel task, and subtract the model
from the original images with the IRAF imarith task
to create the galaxy residual images.

5. Free fit method. This approach follows what
was described in the previous method, with one differ-
ence. In this case, we perform an isophotal fit that al-
lows the ellipticity and position angle to change freely
at all galactocentric radii. Therefore, the purpose of
this method is to model the light profile of the galaxy
as accurately as possible, so the resulting residual im-
age should contain little to no remaining substructure
light. To test how accurate the free fitting procedure is
and how it compares to the residual method, we quan-
tify any light that is left in the residual images of the
mock galaxies. In this case, the mock galaxy images
are fit using the IRAF ellipse task in free mode, by
allowing the geometry of the galaxy isophotes to freely
change radially. We adopt the same sampling configu-
ration described in the fixed fit method, and follow the
same procedure to create the residual images.

5.2. Test Results

We now present the results obtained when applying
these five different methods to the mock galaxy sample.
We note that, as during the creation of the mock galaxy
images the scaling and addition of the galaxy compo-
nents are done in terms of the total galaxy light, all
reported measurements are also performed in the total
encompassing area of the galaxies.

First, we assess the reliability of the residual method
in recovering the introduced amount of disk substructure
light. The recovered versus introduced residual light
fractions are reported in Table 4. The recovery efficiency
of the residual method proves to be quite accurate, stay-
ing mostly within the uncertainty ranges. These results
can be visualized in Figure 7, in which we notice an over-
all trend for the recovered fraction to slightly decrease
with respect to its introduced fraction as the residual
light increases (i.e., the filled circle data points start
to go below the 1:1 expected relation). Therefore, it
is reasonable to assume that the residual method only
stays accurate when dealing with low levels of residual
light —as it was developed for that purpose—, so its ap-
plication is not advisable in cases with bright disk sub-
structure (e.g., giant spiral galaxies). Additionally, the
measurements present error bars of different sizes, which
can be attributed to the morphology of the substruc-
tures that dominate in each mock galaxy. The galaxy
VCC0308, with strong spiral arms, shows smaller un-
certainties; while VCC1896, with a strong bar, presents
instead bigger uncertainties. This may be an indication
that the residual method is better suited at capturing
the light contained in spiral arms than in prominent bar
substructures.
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Table 4. Residual light fractions from ap-
plying the residual method to mock galaxies.

Dwarf Galaxy Residual Light Fraction

Introduced Recovered
(1) 2 (3)

VCC0308 0.025 0.02615:055
0.050 0.04715:052

0.075 0.07015:055

0.100 0.09315-005

VCC1896 0.025 0.03919:558
0.050 0.05815:500

0.075 0.07815:00¢

0.100 0.10015:008

NoTE—Col. (1): name of the dwarf galaxy
used to construct the mock galaxy images.
Col. (2): residual light fraction introduced
into the mock galaxy. Col (3): residual light
fraction recovered when applying the resid-
ual method.

In Figure 7 we also compare the performance of the
residual method with and without its iterative proce-
dure. This test shows that the iterative aspect is funda-
mental: without iterating, the residual method is unable
to properly isolate the light of the disk component from
the diffuse component, resulting in a residual light frac-
tion that is too low. In other words, the galaxy residual
image only contains a small fraction of the disk substruc-
ture light, while the majority of it is still blended with
the diffuse light in the galaxy model image. Therefore,
the complete, iterative version of the residual method is
needed in order to provide accurate, reliable measure-
ments of the faint disk substructure present in galaxies.

Next, we evaluate the performance of alternative
methods, normally not used for quantification purposes.
In Figure 8, we present the recovered versus introduced
residual light fractions when applying the unsharp mask
method, the fixed fit method, and the free fit method to
the mock galaxy sample. The main result is that these
methods are unable to successfully recover the intro-
duced amount of disk substructure light. First, for the
unsharp mask method, we find that it fails to recover
a positive amount of residual light. It is also mostly
insensitive to the introduced residual light fraction, pre-
senting a relatively flat relation. Then, for the fixed
fit method, we find that its performance differs depend-
ing on the dwarf galaxy the mock images are based on.

Tested @ Residual method

Method = O Residual method, no iterations
1:1 ratio
0.100 1 B VCC0308 i
I VCC1896

0.075 1

e

0.050 +

0.025 1 ®

Recovered Residual Light Fraction

]
8 8
0.000 L

0.000 0.025 0.050 0.075 0.100
Introduced Residual Light Fraction

Figure 7. Recovered vs. introduced residual light frac-
tions obtained when applying the residual method to the
mock galaxy images of VCC0308 (red points) and VCC1896
(blue points). The results of applying the complete residual
method are shown by filled circles, while the results of apply-
ing an incomplete, simplified version of the residual method,
in which there is no iterative procedure, are shown by empty
circles. All measurements are performed within the total
galaxy area, and their error bars are given by the 16th and
84th percentiles of the distribution. The one-to-one expected
relation is shown as a gray line, representing the ideal case
in which the introduced residual light fraction is recovered
in its entirety.

The mock galaxy images based on VCC0308 are in the
positive recovery region of the plot, albeit with a very
low recovery efficiency, while the mock galaxy images
based on VCC1896 are in the negative recovery region
of the plot. This discrepancy is a reflection of how the
complexity level of the galaxy geometry affects the good-
ness of the fit. Finally, for the free fit method, we find
that despite staying in the positive recovery region of
the plot, it still does not recover enough light from the
one introduced. In conclusion, these three methods can-
not be used for quantification, and should instead be
used for their intended purposes; namely, visualization
of faint embedded features in the case of the unsharp
mask method, and modeling of the light distribution in
the case of the fixed and free fit methods.

In order to visualize the results of these diagnostic
tests, the galaxy residual images that are obtained by
applying these five methods to the mock galaxy sample
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Figure 8. Recovered vs. introduced residual light fractions
obtained when applying alternative methods to the mock
galaxy images of VCC0308 (red points) and VCC1896 (blue
points). Different symbols represent the results of applying
each method: the unsharp mask method (squares), the fixed
fit method (up triangles), and the free fit method (down tri-
angles). All measurements are performed within the total
galaxy area, and their error bars are given by the 16th and
84th percentiles of the distribution. The hatched area delim-
its the negative recovery region of the plot, where the tested
methods fail to recover a positive amount of residual light.
The one-to-one expected relation is shown as a gray line,
representing the ideal case in which the introduced residual
light fraction is recovered in its entirety.

are displayed in Figure 9. For illustration purposes, we
only show the residual images of the mock galaxies in
which a residual-to-total light fraction of 10% has been
introduced. Although at first sight the residual images
of each mock galaxy may appear quite similar in general
morphology, they present particularities that strongly
differentiate one method from the next.

First, for the residual method, we observe that the
disk features appear bright and with the correct geome-
try in the residual images, and that the negative values
in the inter-arm galaxy regions have been minimized.
In contrast, for the residual method with no iterations,
the disk features present the same geometry but appear
much fainter, while the inter-arm regions are dominated
by negative values. As previously stated, this is because
the residual image is suffering from over-subtraction of

the model image, which can only be alleviated by the
iterative aspect of the method.

We will now address the alternative methods. For
the unsharp mask method, we observe that the disk
substructure has the correct geometry in the residual
images, albeit being too faint, while the inter-arm re-
gions are dominated by negative values. Additionally,
the bulge region appears artificially bright and promi-
nent, which is an unwanted effect of the smoothing pro-
cedure: when smoothing, light from the brighter central
region is redistributed towards the fainter galaxy out-
skirts. Thus, when subtracting this flattened light pro-
file from the original galaxy image, the resulting residual
image is unavoidably brighter in the central region and
fainter in the outskirts. Therefore, when using unsharp
masking for visualization purposes, this artificial effect
should be kept in mind.

For the fixed fit method, we obtain different results de-
pending on the complexity level of the galaxy geometry.
On the one hand, VCCO0308 is geometrically simple, as it
has a face-on appearance and can thus be characterized
by circular isophotes. Consequently, despite modeling
the radial light profile with a single value for the ellip-
ticity and position angle, the disk substructure in the
residual image has the correct geometry. On the other
hand, VCC1896 is geometrically more complex, as the
inner region is dominated by a bar with highly ellipti-
cal isophotes, while the outer region is dominated by
spiral arms with more circular isophotes. Therefore, a
single value for the ellipticity and position angle fails to
properly characterize the galaxy as a whole, and thus
artificially alters the appearance of the disk substruc-
ture in the residual image. We observe that the bar
appears more flared out, while the spiral arms are trun-
cated. Additionally, and regardless of the specific galaxy
geometry, the residuals of both mock galaxies are dom-
inated by negative values. As a fixed fit approach has
a high risk of underestimating the complex geometry
of a galaxy, the user should be wary when using it for
modeling purposes.

Finally, for the free fit method, we observe that the
residual images contain only a very small fraction of the
residual light. The remaining disk substructure either
appears very faint, or is not present at all. This makes
sense, as the objective of the free fit method is to model
the light distribution of a galaxy as accurately as pos-
sible by allowing the ellipticity and position angle of
the isophotes to change freely. We note that the IRAF
ellipse fitting procedure has issues in fitting the bar
of VCC1896, as an artificial feature appears perpendic-
ular to the bar in the central region. In essence, these
residual images then show the inherent limitations of the
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Figure 9. Galaxy residual images obtained when applying different methods to the mock galaxy images based on VCC0308
(top row) and VCC1896 (bottom row). From left to right, the columns represent the different methods that have been tested:
the residual method (highlighted in a red frame), the residual method with no iterations, the unsharp mask method, the fixed
fit method, and the free fit method. The galaxy residual images that are shown correspond to the mock galaxies in which a
residual-to-total light fraction of 10% has been introduced. All images share the same gray-scale bar in units of counts s~*, and

are 100 x 100 arcsec? in size. North is up, east is to the left.

particular fitting procedure that is being implemented
(in this case, of the IRAF ellipse task), and can play
a useful role when assessing the quality of the modeling.

In conclusion, it is clear from these qualitative and
quantitative assessments that the residual method con-
stitutes the best option to both reliably detect and accu-
rately quantify faint disk substructure that is embedded
in the bright diffuse body of a galaxy.

6. FOURIER ANALYSIS

In order to showcase the potential of the residual
method, we subject the dwarf ETG sample to a Fourier
analysis. The Fourier analysis of galaxy images can
be used to both identify and characterize the differ-
ent structural components that constitute a galaxy
(Elmegreen et al. 1989; Rix & Zaritsky 1995). In partic-
ular, its application can also be extended to the dwarf
regime, and has already been carried out on some of
the dwarf galaxies belonging to our sample as an at-
tempt to quantify their faint disk features (Jerjen et al.
2000; Barazza et al. 2002). In this work, we want to
show that it is possible to go one step further, and per-
form a Fourier decomposition of the galaxy residual im-
ages obtained through the residual method. By using
the galaxy residual images instead of the galaxy images
themselves, we can obtain a quantitative characteriza-
tion of the disk substructure that has already been iden-
tified and extracted from the galaxies and isolated in the
residuals.

In the following Section 6.1, we introduce the Fourier
decomposition formalism, and describe how to identify
and characterize bar and spiral substructures. Then, in
Section 6.2, we present the results obtained when ap-
plying the Fourier decomposition to the galaxy residual
images of our sample.

6.1. Fourier Formalism

Formally, the Fourier approach consists in the az-
imuthal spectral analysis of the surface brightness distri-
bution of a galaxy image. The surface brightness profile
is decomposed into a Fourier series, which takes the form

S(r,0) = So(r) + > Ap(r)cos (mb — (1)), (1)

where X(r, ) is the surface brightness of the galaxy ex-
pressed in polar coordinates, with r being the radial dis-
tance and 6 being the azimuthal angle. The associated
Fourier amplitude and phase are given by A,, and ®,,,
respectively, where m is the Fourier mode. ¥o(r) stands
for the azimuthally averaged surface brightness profile.

The advantage of this approach is that the presence
of disk features, such as bars and spiral arms, can be as-
certained based on the behavior of specific Fourier pa-
rameters. On the one hand, the signature of a bar is
typically associated with a prominence of even compo-
nents, in particular of the mode m = 2. Thus, a bar can
be identified based on a constant phase ®o(r), which
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stays fixed with radius within a region of certain extent.
On the other hand, the presence of spiral arms mani-
fests itself through a linearly varying phase ®,,(r) for
an m-armed spiral mode. That is, a two-armed spiral
feature would present a linear variation of ®s(r) with
radius over an extended region.

First, we address the identification and characteriza-
tion of bar-like substructure. When searching for a bar,
we decide that a bar is present if the phase ®5(r) remains
constant within +5 degrees around the median over a
large enough region, which we denominate as the bar
region (Kraljic et al. 2012). This definition is tuned to
exclude spiral-like features, which typically vary by a few
tens of degrees over several arcseconds. As an additional
requirement, a bar region must present a peak in the nor-
malized radial amplitude of mode m = 2; Aa(r)/Ao(r).
The bar region should also start at galactocentric radii
between 2.1 —5.0 arcsec (3 — 7 pixels) and cover a radial
extension of at least 3.6 arcsec (5 pixels). The minimum
extent of the bar region is set such that it encompasses
the bars we have already identified in our sample. We
avoid the innermost galaxy region (< 2.1 arcsec or 3 pix-
els), as central asymmetries can cause large variations
in ®5(r) even for visually identified barred systems. We
also estimate that the bar length measurements have
an associated uncertainty of 0.71 arcsec (1 pixel), which
corresponds to the resolution of the Fourier algorithm,
as it operates in radial bins of one pixel in size.

When the aforementioned criteria are met, the galaxy
is classified as having a bar. To characterize the iden-
tified bar substructure, we proceed to quantify the bar
strength, based on the definition proposed by Aguerri
et al. (1998),

1 Tend AQ(’I")
- 2
Sbar Toar /TStMt AO (’I") d’l"7 ( )

where rgiart and repq are the inner and outer radius of
the bar region, respectively; and rp,, is the overall bar
length (rbar = Tend — Tstart). Ao(r) and As(r) corre-
spond to the Fourier amplitudes of modes m = 0 and 2,
respectively. However, as in practice the computation of
the bar strength is a discrete measurement in pixel-sized
steps, we use the following definition,

1 & As(r)
Tbar AO(T). (3)

T=Tstart

Sbar =

This definition is implemented with a small adjust-
ment: we always assign Ag(r) as the amplitude of mode
m = 0 of the original galaxy image. In other words,
when analyzing either the original image or the resid-
ual image, As(r) is always normalized by the Ag(r) of

the original image. Additionally, to assess the influence
of the innermost galaxy region that is being excluded
(r < 2.1 arcsec), we also provide in each case an alter-
native bar strength measurement that starts instead at
Tstart = 0.

We also want to quantify the disk substructure of the
whole galaxy sample, independently of whether they are
barred or non-barred systems. For this purpose, we also
consider the overall contribution of their mode m = 2
relative to their mode m = 0. By adapting Equation 3,
we thus define the total strength of mode m = 2 as

L1 GA Ag(r)
S2= 4 ;) Ao(r)’ (4)

where R, is the effective radius of the galaxy, as provided
in Table 2. As before, when either analyzing the original
or the residual image, Ay(r) always corresponds to the
amplitude of mode m = 0 of the original image.

Next, we address the analysis of spiral-like substruc-
ture. From the visual inspection of the galaxy resid-
ual images, we observe only two-armed spiral features
present across the sample. Thus, we search for regions
in which the phase ®5(r) varies linearly with galacto-
centric radius, which we then denominate as spiral arm
regions. In order to characterize the identified spiral fea-
tures, we proceed to compute their pitch angles. At a
given radius, the pitch angle ¢ (r) is defined as the angle
between the tangent of a spiral arm and the tangent of
a circle, and is a measure of the tightness of the wind-
ing of the spiral arm (Binney & Tremaine 2008). Tightly
wound spiral arms have small pitch angles, while loosely
wound spiral arms have big pitch angles. Formally, the
pitch angle can vary between —90 < 1 (r) < 90 degrees,
where the sign indicates the direction of rotation of the
spiral arm; positive being clockwise winding, and nega-
tive being counterclockwise winding.

As our sample is constituted by real galaxies that do
not have perfect logarithmic spiral features, their pitch
angles are expected to vary with radius. Taking this into
consideration, we linearly fit in the mode m = 2 phase
plot each spiral arm segment separately, in the form
®y(r) = ar + b; where a is the slope and b the intercept.
From this linear fit, we can then derive a pitch angle for
any given radius r of the spiral, given by

dr 1
1) = arctan <qu)2> = arctan (ar> ) (5)

where d®s/dr is the slope a of the linear relation. This
way, we obtain a series of pitch angles (one for each ra-
dial step) for the spiral arm regions. Finally, by taking
the median of all pitch angle values, we compute a rep-
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resentative pitch angle for each galaxy, and derive their
uncertainties from the 16th and 84th percentiles.

As a final remark, the Fourier analysis we carry out
does not make any assumption on the possible inclina-
tion angles of the dwarf ETGs. Consequently, derived
quantities such as the bar length and median spiral arm
pitch angle correspond to projected measurements.

6.2. Results of the Fourier Analysis

To prove how the aforementioned analysis of the bar
and spiral substructure benefits from using the galaxy
residual images instead of the original images them-
selves, we provide two examples: the galaxies VCC1896
and VCC1010. These two galaxies are chosen because
they present both similarities and differences, which
makes them ideal for a comparison. They have a sim-
ilar morphology, with a strong bar feature dominating
their disk substructure. However, they differ in their
residual-to-total amount of light, with VCC1896 having
a residual light fraction more than two times larger than
VCC1010 (see Table 3).

On the one hand, the galaxy VCC1896 has compar-
atively brighter substructure, and the Fourier analysis
is successful when applied to both the original image
(Figure 10) and the residual image (Figure 11). In both
cases, the even modes dominate the surface brightness
distribution, and the disk substructure of the galaxy is
clearly captured in the mode m = 2 map. The ampli-
tude plots also show a peak of the normalized As ampli-
tude, which is a signature of bar-like substructure, and
the phase @5 plots allow an unambiguous identification
of both the bar and spiral regions. We would like to
highlight that a bar of almost identical length is detected
in both cases, and that the position of the normalized
Ay peak is preserved. This works as a confirmation of
the robustness of the residual method, proving that it
is able to accurately extract any disk substructure and
isolate it in a residual image.

On the other hand, the galaxy VCC1010 has compar-
atively fainter substructure, and the Fourier analysis is
unsuccessful in extracting any disk features when ap-
plied to the original image (Figure 12), but it succeeds
when applied to the residual image (Figure 13). For
the original image, we observe no peak in the normal-
ized Ay amplitude, so the region of constant ®5 that
we detect does not correspond to a bar, but instead to
a strong triaxial feature. We are also unable to detect
any spiral-like features. In contrast, in the case of the
residual image the disk substructure has already been
extracted and isolated, so this time the Fourier decom-
position succeeds in describing it. We can clearly rec-
ognize the bar and spiral regions in the mode m = 2

map, confirm their behavior in the amplitude plot, and
constrain them based on the phase ®5 plot. In conclu-
sion, when the residual-to-total light is too low as in the
case of VCC1010, the Fourier decomposition fails to ex-
tract the disk substructure that lies hidden in the much
brighter main body of the galaxy. For this reason, the
Fourier analysis that we subsequently carry out will only
consider the residual images of the dwarf ETG sample.

The results obtained from the Fourier analysis of
the galaxy residual images are presented in Table
5. Overall, we find six galaxies that are barred
(VCC0490, VCC0523, VCC0940, VCC1010, VCC1695,
and VCC1896), and three galaxies that are non-barred
(VCC0216, VCCO0308, and VCC0856). For the barred
systems, we characterize the bar substructure by deriv-
ing its extension —start radius (rsgart ), end radius (rend),
and length (rp,,)— and orientation —phase (®Ppar)— from
the ®4(r) plot, and compute its strength (Spay) through
Equation 3. Then, for the full sample, we compute the
mode m = 2 strength (S3) through Equation 4. We
also derive the tightness —median pitch angle (¢)— of
their spiral substructure based on the ®5(r) plot and by
applying Equation 5.

The Fourier analysis shows that the identified bar fea-
tures are between 5.7 — 15.6 arcsec in projected angular
length, with a median of 9.6 arcsec. Assuming a Virgo
cluster distance of 16.52 Mpc, derived from a Virgo dis-
tance modulus of 31.0940.15 mag (Blakeslee et al. 2009),
these angular sizes are equivalent to a projected physical
length ranging between 455 — 1251 pc, with a median of
768 pc. We also find that the strength of the bar features
ranges between 3.5 — 12.7%. The alternative measure-
ments starting at rgat = 0 only alter the result by a
few percent.

For the identified spiral features, the absolute value
of their median projected pitch angles ranges between
4.5 — 25.4 degrees. We note that Lisker et al. (2006c¢)
reports pitch angles in agreement with ours for the
four galaxies we have in common (VCC0308, VCC0490,
VCC0856, and VCC1896; refer to their Figure 8), de-
spite using a completely different approach. The ma-
jority of our sample presents small pitch angles, and
thus tightly wound spiral arms, typically found in spiral
galaxies of Hubble early-type (S0—Sb; Ma et al. 1999).
However, we also have some galaxies with comparatively
bigger pitch angles, being instead more consistent with
spiral late-types (Sc—Sd). Therefore, even though the
dwarf ETG sample tends towards small pitch angles, the
broad range they cover could be a possible indication of
their diverse origins or evolutionary histories.

Finally, the full sample presents a strength of the mode
m = 2 that lies in the range between 2.0 —8.3%. We can
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Figure 10. Fourier mode maps and Fourier parameters corresponding to the original galaxy image of VCC1896. Left circular
panels: the original galaxy image and maps of Fourier modes m = 0 through m = 4 are shown. The Fourier maps of modes
m = 1 through m = 4 have been normalized by the map of mode m = 0. Each image has its own color bar; the original
galaxy image and the map of mode m = 0 are in units of counts s~!, while the maps of modes m = 1 through m = 4 are
unitless. The dashed circle in the m = 2 map marks the detected end radius of the bar. The images display a circular area of
35 arcsec in radius. North is up, east is to the left. Right rectangular panels: the Fourier parameters, amplitude and phase, as
a function of galactocentric radius are shown. On the top panel, we show the amplitude of modes m = 1 through m = 4, which
have been normalized by the amplitude of mode m = 0. On the bottom panel, we show the phase of mode m = 2, measured
counterclockwise from the +y-axis. The detected bar-like substructure is highlighted by a blue rectangle, while the data points
associated with spiral-like substructure are highlighted by red circles.
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Figure 11. As in Figure 10, but for the galaxy residual image of VCC1896. We note that the Fourier maps of modes m =1
through m = 4 have been normalized by the map of mode m = 0 of the original galaxy image, which is once again displayed
here and marked with an asterisk (*). Likewise, the amplitude of modes m = 1 through m = 4 have been normalized by the

amplitude of mode m = 0 of the original galaxy image. The galaxy residual image is in units of counts s~*. Both bar-like and
spiral-like substructures are detected.
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Figure 13. As in Figure 11, but for the galaxy residual image of VCC1010. Both bar-like and spiral-like substructures are

detected.

directly compare these Fourier strengths with the resid-
ual strengths obtained through the residual method,
previously reported in Table 3 and Figure 5. Within
the same measurement region of one effective radius,
the residual method finds residual-to-total light frac-
tions that range between 1.7 — 6.8%. Consequently,
the Fourier and residual methods reach similar results,
even though their quantification techniques are funda-
mentally different. Together, they support a picture in
which the underlying disk substructure light only consti-

tutes a few percent of the much brighter and dominant
diffuse light of these galaxies.

We now take advantage of the bar substructure
and spiral substructure identification provided by the
Fourier analysis, and compute the residual-to-total light
fraction in each region, following what was previously
done in Section 4. First, for the bar region, we perform
the measurement within the start (rgia,t) and end (rend)
radius of the bar. We also provide an alternative mea-
surement starting at rgiary = 0. Second, for the spiral
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Table 5. Quantities from the Fourier component analysis of the galaxy residual images.

Dwarf Galaxy Bar Length Bar Phase Bar Strength Mode 2 Strength Pitch Angle
Start End Length
(arcsec) (arcsec) (arcsec) (deg) (deg)
(1) (2 3) (4) (5) (6) (M) (8)
VCC0216 — — — — — 0.046 23.1%38
VCC0308 — — — — — 0.020 11.275°9
VCC0490  7.104+0.71  12.784+0.71  5.68+0.71  68.4 0.036 (0.032) 0.030 17.5T242
VCC0523  2.134+0.71 8.52 4 0.71 6.39 +0.71 19.9 0.083 (0.067) 0.045 25.4725;8
VCC0856 — — — — — 0.022 12.8752
VCC0940  7.814+0.71 22724071 14914071  20.1 0.035 (0.028) 0.026 13.075:2
VCC1010  4.26+0.71  15.62+0.71 11.36+0.71 1584 0.052 (0.043) 0.043 45789
VCC1695 2134071  9.94+0.71  7.81+£0.71 221 0.127(0.109) 0.068 15.6732
VCC1896  2.13+0.71 17.75+0.71  1562+0.71  22.8 0.103 (0.095) 0.083 11.0753

NOTE—Col. (1): name of the dwarf galaxy. Cols. (2) to (4): projected bar length quantities; the bar starting radius (rstart),

bar ending radius (rend), and overall bar length (rbar = Tena — Tstart), respectively. Col. (5):

bar phase (Ppar), measured

counterclockwise from the +y-axis (north towards east of the images). Col. (6): bar strength (Spar), as defined in Equation
3. In parenthesis, an alternative bar strength measurement starting instead at 7stare = 0. Col. (7): strength of mode m = 2
(S2), as defined in Equation 4. Col. (8): absolute value of the median projected spiral arm pitch angle (|¢]), as defined in

Equation 5.

region, we measure within the end of the bar (renq) out
to two effective radii. For the galaxies that do not have
a bar, no bar measurement is performed, and the spiral
region measurement starts instead at r = 0. The results
of the bar and spiral residual light fractions of the dwarf
ETG sample are summarized in Table 6. We find that
these two types of substructures contribute a compara-
ble fraction of the total light, with the bar light fraction
ranging between 2.8 —8.1% (2.2 —8.0% if measured from
Tstart = 0), and the spiral light fraction ranging between
2.2 — 7.6%. The aforementioned bar light fractions are
also consistent with the ones obtained through Fourier
analysis (see Table 5), presenting differences of only a
few percent. Additionally, we find no conclusive corre-
lation between the spiral light fraction and the presence
of a bar.

As the Fourier analysis has broadened our knowledge
about the bar and spiral arm substructures separately,
we proceed to search for correlations between the prop-
erties of these disk features and the properties of their
galaxies. In Figure 14 we present the bar properties, the
bar residual light fraction and the projected bar length,
as a function of the r-band absolute magnitude of the
galaxies. Similarly, Figure 15 presents the spiral arm
properties, the spiral residual light fraction and the me-
dian projected spiral arm pitch angle. It appears that

the dwarf ETG sample is relatively homogeneous, as we
find no definitive trends between the bar and spiral arm
properties and the brightness of the galaxies. Nonethe-
less, there could be a weak indication of decreasing pro-
jected bar lengths with increasing galaxy brightness. For
the bar length measurements starting at rsy.r¢, we find
a Pearson correlation coefficient = 0.76 with a p-value
= 0.08. To ascertain the existence of meaningful cor-
relations at this low-luminosity, low-mass galaxy range,
these results would greatly benefit from having a bigger
sample of dwarf galaxies to analyze.

In conclusion, the Fourier analysis has proven to be
a useful application of the residual method. When ap-
plied to the galaxy residual images, it allowed a detailed
quantitative analysis of the shape, extension, and light
content of their bar and spiral arm substructures.

7. DISCUSSION

We now address several aspects related to the residual
method and our sample of dwarf ETGs. In the follow-
ing Section 7.1, we describe the strengths of the residual
method and how it improves on the weaknesses of the
procedure it is originally based on. Then, in Section 7.2,
we consider the potential of the residual method and
how it can be extended to larger and richer data sets.
Finally, in Section 7.3, we make a link to our compan-
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Table 6. Bar and spiral light fractions of the dwarf ETG
sample.

Dwarf Galaxy Residual Light Fraction

Bar Spiral
(1) (2) (3)
VCC0216 — 0.02979003
VCC0308 — 0.024+0-002
VCC0490  0.02870:00% (0.02210:001)  0.03970:00%
VCC0523  0.050%0:019 (0.05070:019)  0.03970:003
VCC0856 — 0.022+0-004
VCC0940  0.0327900% (0.02570003)  0.0547000%
VCC1010  0.0371900% (0.03210:00%)  0.02670:003
VCC1695  0.08179 014 (0.08070:011)  0.04170:003
VCC1896  0.05970 017 (0.05970:01%)  0.07670:0%

NoTE—Col. (1): name of the dwarf galaxy. Col. (2):
residual light fraction of the bar substructure, measured
within the start (rssart) and end (renq) radius of the bar.
In parenthesis, an alternative measurement starting in-
stead at rstare = 0. Col. (3): residual light fraction of
the spiral arm substructure, measured within the end of
the bar (rena) out to two effective radii. If there is no bar
detected, the measurement starts instead at r = 0.

ion paper, Brought to Light IT: Smith et al. 2021, and
briefly introduce how numerical simulations can help to
constrain the evolutionary history of dwarf systems that
have faint embedded disk substructure.

7.1. Strengths and Improvements

The residual method is based on and inspired by
the residual image optimization procedure originally
presented in Appendix A of Lisker et al. (2006¢). In
comparison, the residual method introduces several im-
provements, and its main strengths can be summarized
into the two following attributes.

1. Accuracy. The residual method is accurate, as it
is able to reliably extract both the actual geometry and
the light content of the underlying disk substructure of
a galaxy image.

First, we address the appearance of disk features, such
as bars and spiral arms. By comparing the unsharp
mask images (Figure 1) and the residual images obtained
with the residual method (Figure 4), we observe that the
geometry of the disk features is preserved. The main
difference lies in the innermost galaxy region: the un-
sharp mask images appear artificially bright in the cen-
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Figure 14. Bar light fractions (top panel, circles) and
projected bar lengths (bottom panel, squares) of the dwarf
ETG sample, as a function of the total absolute magnitude
of the galaxy in the r-band. The measurements are per-
formed within the bar’s start (7start) and end (renq) radius
and are shown as colored points. The alternative measure-
ments starting instead at rstart = 0 are shown as gray points.
The error bars of the bar light fraction are given by the 16th
and 84th percentiles of the distribution, while the error bars
of the bar length are given by the resolution of the Fourier
algorithm. Each set of data points is labeled with the name
of the dwarf galaxy it corresponds to.

ter, which is an unavoidable, unwanted effect that arises
from smoothing (as addressed in Section 5.2). Instead,
the galaxy residual images do not suffer from this cen-
tral light excess, and their bar substructures adopt an
hourglass-like shape. This latter effect has also been ob-
served in other works (e.g., Barazza et al. 2002; Lisker
et al. 2006¢), and is understood as a highly probable
indicator of the presence of a bar. Despite this differ-
ence, the residual method does a good job in capturing
the shape and orientation of any disk features originally
revealed through unsharp masking, in preserving their
pixel-by-pixel resolution, and in not introducing artifi-
cial features. All of this is possible thanks to Steps 1
and 2 of the residual method (see Section 3.1), in which
the galaxy image is smoothed out and then subjected
to a free fitting procedure. First, the smoothing re-
duces the impact that the disk features have in driving
the galaxy geometry. Then, the free isophote fitting of



26 MICHEA ET AL.

0.10

0.08 1

0.06

@& VCC0940

@ VCC0523

B VCC1695
@1 vVCC0490

® VCCo0856

0.04

VCC1896 —@—

B VCC0216
@ VCC0308
B VCC1010

0.02 1

Spiral Light Fraction

0.00

=
[a=]
!

w
[en)
1

=

Pitch Angle (deg)
s 8
B

:ﬂ: = + ;H;

0 T T T T T T T
-16.6 —-16.9 —-17.2 —-17.5 —-17.8 —18.1 —-184

r-Band Absolute Magnitude (mag)

Figure 15. Spiral light fractions (top panel, circles) and
absolute value of the median projected spiral arm pitch an-
gles (bottom panel, squares) of the dwarf ETG sample, as
a function of the total absolute magnitude of the galaxy in
the r-band. The residual light measurements are performed
within the bar’s end radius (7end) out to two effective radii.
If the galaxy has no identified bar substructure, the measure-
ment starts instead at » = 0. The error bars are given by
the 16th and 84th percentiles of the distributions. Each set
of data points is labeled with the name of the dwarf galaxy
it corresponds to.

the smoothed-out galaxy allows us to capture the over-
all geometry of its diffuse main body, and construct a
galaxy model with it. As a direct consequence, the re-
sulting galaxy residual will contain a geometrically ac-
curate representation of the remainder disk component.
Real galaxies in clusters often present isophotal twists in
their light distribution, so being able to properly model
the geometrical complexity of their diffuse component is
a necessity.

The amount of light contained in the disk features
is also accurately extracted. As a reminder, this corre-
sponds to the non-smooth, excess light contained in sub-
structures, which the residual method isolates from the
rest of the smooth light of the galaxy. While the smooth
light is modeled based on the geometry of the isophotes
of the smoothed-out galaxy (Step 2), these isophotes are
then used to measure the actual brightness of the galaxy
itself (Step 3). This way, the actual amount of diffuse
light is accurately represented in a model image, conse-
quently leaving the remaining disk substructure light in

a residual image. In order to test the accuracy of this
separation process, we demonstrated in Section 5 that
the residual method succeeds in recovering the residual
light that is manually introduced into mock galaxy im-
ages. The method also proves to be very sensitive to
faint disk substructure, as we report contributions to
the total light that go as low as 2% for the dwarf ETG
sample (see Table 3 and Figure 5). The robustness of
the method opens the possibility of reliably using it for
additional applications, such as the Fourier analysis we
performed on the galaxy residual images in Section 6.
However, we note that in order to reach this level of ac-
curacy very deep images were required, as the accuracy
of any measurement depends on their uncertainties, and
hence on the S/N of the data. Thus, such an analysis
is possible provided that data of similar depths —com-
parable to the depth of modern surveys, like the NGVS
(Ferrarese et al. 2012)— are available.

In comparison, the residual image optimization pro-
cedure of Lisker et al. (2006¢) adopts a fixed instead of
a free fit approach, by imposing a single value for the
ellipticity and position angle during the isophotal fitting
of the galaxy image. In Section 5.2, we showed that a
fixed fit approach fails to properly describe the light
distribution of a galaxy when it is geometrically more
complex. Furthermore, their approach does not include
a smoothing procedure, which is a new additional step
in our own residual method. All of these improvements
we have incorporated are what ensures that both the
geometry and the brightness of the galaxy components
are captured faithfully. It should also be taken into con-
sideration that the study of Lisker et al. (2006¢) makes
use of much shallower SDSS images, meaning that the
accuracy of their measurements has intrinsically higher
uncertainties when compared to ours.

2. Adaptability. The residual method is adaptable,
as both the iterative aspect of the method and the con-
figuration of its free parameters can be tuned on a case-
by-case basis.

First, we refer to the iterative procedure, correspond-
ing to Step 7 of the residual method (described in Sec-
tion 3.1 and illustrated in Figure 3). The number of
iterations that are required depend specifically on the
characteristics of the particular galaxy being examined.
This is possible thanks to our introduction of a stopping
criterion, which dynamically adjusts the number of it-
erations based on the case at hand. This case-by-case
adaptation is what ultimately allows an accurate deter-
mination of the amount of light contained in disk fea-
tures. As the iterative procedure gradually separates the
diffuse and disk components into a model and a residual
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image, respectively, it is of utmost importance that the
iterations stop once the decomposition is complete. If
the iterations were to continue arbitrarily longer, addi-
tional light would begin to be shifted from the diffuse to
the disk component, resulting in artificially brighter disk
features and consequently in an inaccurate estimation of
their light content. For this reason, we iterate only as
long as the stopping criterion deems it necessary.

Similarly, the parameter configuration of the residual
method is also dependent on the characteristics of the
data. There are two free parameters that must be set:
the smoothing kernel size and the sampling step size. As
described in Section 3.2, factors such as the S/N, the see-
ing and PSF, the resolution, and the average width and
relative strength of the disk features are to be taken into
account. To incorporate variations throughout the data
set, the parameter configuration adopts a range of pos-
sible smoothing and sampling sizes, specifically tuned to
the data properties. Then, this whole range is applied
to all the galaxy images. This way, when quantifying
the disk substructure light, any case-by-case variations
are translated into an uncertainty range, allowing a con-
sistent measurement throughout the sample.

In comparison, even though the residual image opti-
mization procedure of Lisker et al. (2006¢) introduces
the concept of iterations, the number of iterations they
adopt is arbitrary. They do not implement a stopping
criterion, and instead they iterate all the galaxies in
their sample a fixed total of ten times. The residual
method improves on this: by establishing a clear stop-
ping criterion, we are required to iterate only between
two to five times, which is less than half the number of
iterations used in Lisker et al. (2006c). For our galaxy
images, iterating ten times would have caused the resid-
uals to suffer from significant under-subtraction, which
would make them artificially brighter. For this rea-
son, we believe that the measurements of Lisker et al.
(2006¢) could be systematically biased towards higher
values. For the three galaxies that we have in com-
mon (VCC0308, VCC0490, and VCCO0856), they report
residual light fractions that are on average three times
brighter than the ones measured in this work (see their
Table 2 and our Table 3). However, we also have to
take into account that their measurements are based on
images that have a different depth, seeing, and S/N com-
pared to ours, so there may be other potential reasons
contributing to this discrepancy. Nonetheless, thanks
to the flexibility of our iterative procedure, we believe
that we carry out a robust quantification of the actual
amount of light contained in the disk substructure of the
dwarf ETG sample.

7.2. Further Applications

As shown in this work, the main objective of the resid-
ual method is to reliably separate the diffuse and disk
components of a galaxy image. Once the disk substruc-
ture is extracted and isolated in a galaxy residual image,
it can then be used to estimate its relative contribution
to the total galaxy light. However, this also opens the
possibility of subjecting these residual images to a va-
riety of additional analyses. As an example, in Section
6, we showed what can be learned about the faint em-
bedded disk substructure when a Fourier analysis of the
residual images is performed. This allowed us to iden-
tify and characterize in detail the bar and spiral arm
features of the galaxies. The residual method thus holds
the potential of having further applications, which could
help advance our understanding of the nature of the disk
substructure present in dwarf ETGs like the ones in our
sample.

The dwarf ETG sample that was analyzed, however,
presented two main limitations: low number statistics
and a lack in the amount of information that we could
derive from it. On the one hand, the data set is a
small one, consisting of only nine dwarf galaxies. As
shown both through the residual method results in Sec-
tion 4 and the Fourier analysis results in Section 6, the
small sample size hinders our ability of drawing mean-
ingful correlations between derived quantities and global
galaxy properties. Thus, the next logical step would be
to apply the residual method to a bigger sample of dwarf
galaxies. On the other hand, our data set also provides
a limited amount of information, as it only consists in
imaging data that are restricted to one band. With deep
multi-band imaging, it would be possible to carry out
integrated color and color profile analyses of the dwarf
galaxies (Urich et al. 2017). Combined with stellar pop-
ulation synthesis models (e.g., MILES; Falcén-Barroso
et al. 2011), the age and metallicity information of the
galaxies could then be estimated. By applying the resid-
ual method to such a data set, it would be possible to
isolate the disk substructure and quantify its relative
contribution to the total galaxy light in each band sepa-
rately. Going one step further, we could then derive the
integrated colors, color profiles, and stellar population
information of the diffuse and disk components. By com-
paring the ages and metallicities of the two components,
we would be taking a step forward in trying to constrain
the formation and evolution of such dwarf systems with
embedded disk substructure. Deep multi-band imaging
can be provided by modern surveys of nearby galaxy
clusters, such as NGVS (Ferrarese et al. 2012) in Virgo,
or NGFS (Munoz et al. 2015) and FDS (Iodice et al.
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2016) in Fornax, and also by future large-scale sky sur-
veys, such as LSST (Ivezi¢ et al. 2019).

Last but not least, the residual method is not limited
to the particular application we have given it in this
work. In theory, it should be possible to apply it to
any galaxy image that can be separated into two com-
ponents; a bright, smooth, axisymmetric component,
and a faint, non-smooth, non-axisymmetric component.
Thus, from the high-mass end of giant elliptical galaxies
with dust lanes to the low-mass end of dwarf spheroidal
galaxies with underlying substructure or even dwarf ir-
regular galaxies, the residual method should constitute
a valid approach for decomposing and analyzing their
structural features. However, the inherent limitations
of the method should always be kept in mind, as it is
designed to work properly in the case that faint sub-
structure is embedded in a much brighter diffuse body.
This means that it is not originally intended to be used,
for example, for quantifying the substructure light in
giant spiral galaxies, where the spiral arm light is dom-
inant.

7.3. Link to Simulations

In our companion paper, Brought to Light II: Smith
et al. 2021, we present high resolution numerical sim-
ulations of dwarf systems that are being subjected to
tidal harassment by a galaxy cluster potential. On the
one hand, the galaxy cluster corresponds to a Virgo-like,
time-evolving analytical model, in which the tidal fields
of the main cluster halo and of the individual galaxy
halos have been extracted from a cosmological simula-
tion and replaced by analytical potentials. On the other
hand, the model galaxies being thrown into the clus-
ter potential consist of particles that inhabit a Navarro-
Frenk-White (NFW; Navarro et al. 1996) dark matter
halo and a stellar exponential disk.

This companion study focuses on the conditions un-
der which disk features are triggered in the stellar disk of
the model galaxies. We conclude that two main factors
influence the formation and evolution of disk features:
(a) how plunging the orbit is in which the model galaxy
falls into the cluster, and (b) the level of rotational sup-
port of the stellar disk. As the main result, we find
that disk features form in galaxies that experience close
pericenter passages to the cluster core and that have a
component of their stellar disk that is highly rotation-
ally supported. Notably, the wide range of disk features
exhibited by these simulated galaxies closely resemble
the appearance of the disk features we detect in our
observational dwarf ETG sample. Thus, we formulate
the hypothesis that the disk substructure present in our

dwarf ETGs could have been tidally triggered by the
Virgo cluster potential.

While it has been found that dwarf ETGs can in-
deed be rotationally supported (Toloba et al. 2009), they
usually have low to medium rotational support, which
contradicts the high rotational support required by our
simulations. Therefore, for the tidal triggering of disk
features to be possible, a fraction of the light of the
galaxy is required to be in the form of a thin, dynami-
cally cold stellar disk, while the remaining light can be
in the form of a thick, dynamically hot stellar disk. To
test this conjecture, in our companion paper we con-
struct a mixed galaxy model, in which 20% of the stel-
lar mass is in a thin disk component and 80% is in a
thick disk component. We find that while the thick disk
component remains featureless, the thin disk component
is still sensitive to the cluster potential and reacts to
it by forming disk features. Consequently, it is plausi-
ble that our observed dwarf galaxies could have a faint,
thin disk component embedded in a much brighter, thick
disk component. If the two components were to share
similar properties, such as their overall color, then they
would be mostly indistinguishable under normal, non-
harassment circumstances, as both would be smooth in
appearance. Therefore, we propose that the thin disk
component could reveal itself through the formation of
disk features, such as bars and spiral arms, that are trig-
gered when the galaxy is subjected to harassment along
a plunging orbit. In this scenario, the presence of faint
disk substructure in our dwarf ETG sample could be an
indication that a small fraction of their light is contained
in a thin and highly rotationally supported disk, which
may have been tidally triggered by the Virgo cluster po-
tential.

For a full interpretation of the observational and sim-
ulated results, and a detailed assessment of the possible
origins of the disk substructure in cluster dwarf ETGs,
please refer to our companion paper, Brought to Light
II: Smith et al. 2021.

8. SUMMARY

In this work we introduce a newly developed proce-
dure, the “residual method”, which aims to identify
and extract the disk features, such as bars and spiral
arms, from a galaxy image. The development and test-
ing stages of the method were carried out based on a
deep imaging sample of dwarf ETGs from the Virgo
cluster, characterized by the presence of faint under-
lying disk substructure that lies hidden in the much
brighter diffuse main body of the galaxies. The residual
method aims at gradually separating the dwarf galaxy
images into two distinct components: a bright diffuse
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component, which is placed in a galaxy model image,
and a much fainter disk component, which is isolated
in a galaxy residual image. We describe in detail the
constituting steps and the parameter configuration of
the method, such that it can be easily reproduced and
adapted for its application to different data sets.

By quantifying the relative contribution of the disk
component to the total galaxy light in our dwarf ETG
sample, we find that the disk features are indeed very
faint, as they constitute between 2.2 — 6.4% of the
galaxy light within two effective radii. In order to assess
the reliability of these results, we subject the residual
method to diagnostic tests, and evaluate the accuracy
with which it is able to recover different amounts of disk
substructure light that we have manually introduced in
mock galaxy images. We prove that the method is well
behaved, and that it is much better suited for the pur-
pose of quantifying faint disk substructure than the sim-
pler alternative approaches we compare it with.

In order to showcase a potential application of the
residual method, we perform a Fourier analysis of the
dwarf ETG sample. We find that by applying a Fourier
decomposition directly to the galaxy residual images,
it is possible to clearly identify and characterize the
disk features that normally lie hidden in the galaxies.
Thus, we are able to separate their bar and spiral arm
regions, measure their individual contributions to the
total galaxy light, and derive characteristic quantities
such as the bar lengths and the spiral arm pitch angles.

Finally, we discuss the main strengths of the resid-
ual method. These consist in the accuracy with which
it extracts the light contained in the disk features of a
galaxy, and in the way it adapts to the properties of
the data on a case-by-case basis. However, we point
out that the application of the method would greatly

benefit from having a bigger galaxy sample with deep
multi-band imaging, which would allow us to better in-
terpret the results and test correlations between derived
quantities and global galaxy properties. We also make a
link to our companion paper, Brought to Light II: Smith
et al. 2021, and address how numerical simulations can
help us to constrain the formation and evolution of disk
substructure in cluster dwarf ETGs. The studied sce-
nario proposes that these dwarf systems could contain
a faint, thin, and highly rotationally supported stellar
disk, in which disk features are triggered through the
tidal interaction with the Virgo cluster potential.
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