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Uniform, reliable, extensive
photometry
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_ 1D & 2D fits (Imfit, Erwin+2015)
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1D vs. 2D modelling

* Magnitude- vs. intensity-weighted
* Higher concentration -> favouring of inner region

 Correlation with independent parameter (HI line width)
stronger for 1D (r=0.50 vs r=0.17)
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Effective radii

Walcher+2014
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Stellar Masses

Walcher+2014 (optical)
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CALIFA + Virgo CMR

Roediger+2016
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CALIFA Tully-Fisher relation

Courteau+2007:
N =1303
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Summary

 Similar to Walcher+2014 but significantly extended

* Importance of uniform measurements from
multiple methods

* CALIFA-based photometric parameters likely biased
by limited spatial extent

* Comprehensive catalog enables exploration and
assessment of photometric quantities

* Compliments spectroscopic analyses



