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ABSTRACT

We present the Ly luminosity functions (LFs) derived by our deep Subaru nab@nd survey that identifies
a total of 3,137 Lyx emitters (LAES) az = 2.2 in five independent blank fields. The sample of these LAEs
is the largest, to date, and covers a very wide: lyminosity range ofog L1y, = 41.7 — 44.4 erg s, We
determine the Ly LF atz = 2.2 with unprecedented accuracies, and obtain the best-ficBtdreparameters
of Lj ., = 5297105 x 10% ergs!, ¢7 , = 6.3273:57 x 1074 Mpc~3, anda = —1.7510 (0 showing a steep
faint-end slope. We identify a significant hump at the LF btignd {og L1y > 43.4 erg s'!). Because all
of the LAEs in the bright-end hump have (a) bright countetfsaeither in the X-ray, UV, or radio data, this
bright-end hump is not made by gravitational lensing magaiion bias but AGNs. These AGNs allow us to
derive the AGN UV LF atz ~ 2 down to the faint magnitude limit o#/yy ~ —22.5, and to constrain the
faint-end slope of AGN UV LFaagn = —1.2 + 0.1, that is flatter than those at> 4. Based on the Ly and
UV LFs from our and previous studies, we find the increase afégcape fractiorf.¥* fromz ~ 0 to 6 by two
orders of magnitude. This largg* increase can be explained neither by the evolution of stebaulation
nor outflow alone, but the evolution of neutral hydrogendénsity in inter-stellar medium that enhances dust
attenuation for Ly by resonance scattering. Our uniform expanding shell nsoslggest that the typicaliH
column density decreases fray, ~ 7 x 10*° (z~ 0) to ~ 1 x 10'® cm~2 (z ~ 6) to explain the largerLy >
increase.
Keywords: galaxies: evolution — galaxies: formation — galaxies: higldshift —

galaxies: luminosity function, mass function

1. INTRODUCTION inter-stellar medium (ISM), and feedback effects that @ k
Deep narrowband and spectroscopic observations identifyfQf Understanding galaxy evolution (e.g.. Santos Et al4200
Lya emitters (LAES), most of which are continuum-faint Rauchetall 2008). Although kyLFs at various redshifts
star-forming galaxies with a prominent kyemission line ~ nave been derived by previous observations, faint-enceslop
e.q., [Cowie & Hu [ 1998:[ Huetall 1998 Rhoads ét al. of the Lya LFs are poorly constrained in contrast with
I%_U_SD' Steidel et al. | 2000:| Malhotra & Rhoads 2002 those of UV LFs (e.g). Reddy & Steitlel 20G9; Oesch et al.
' \ ' ' [2010; [Hathi et dl. 0;_SawicKi _2012; Alavi ef al. 2D14;

Hayashino et al 200% Matsuda etal. 2004 Taniguchiiet g o< et all 2015; Parsa et al. 2015). The faint-end LF

. slopes are quantified withv, one of the three Schechter

; . ; |_Gronwall ef al. ; i ¢
Murayama et &1l 2007 Ouchi 14l 2008 Finkelsisin bt , function parameters (Schechier 1976), depending on-the

20091 Guaita et al. 201.0; Adams etlal. 2011 Kashikawalet gl rest of two parameters, characteristicaljuminosity Liya
2012:[Shibuya et al. 2012 Yamada et/al. 2012; Konnolet al.and densityp;, . Previous observational studies repart
2014; [Cassata etldl. 2015; Sobral étflal. 2015). LAEs arevalues forz = 2 — 3 Lya LFs (e.g. Cassata etlal. 2011),
found at a wide redshift range af ~ 0 — 8, and Ly assuming a fixed parameterb{ya or gb}:ya. There are some
luminosity functions (LFs) of LAEs are used for probes of studies that constrain values with no assumptions (e.g.,
alaxy evolution and cosmic reionizfﬁi)sn_(belﬁo_ughi_bt al |Gronwall et all 2007; Hayes etlal. 2010), but the uncertdnti
Ig_QT& [2010;| Kashikawa etlal. 2011; Shi tlal. 2012; of the Schechter parameters are very large due to the small
Konno et all 2014). In Ly LFs, there is an important charac- number of LAEs. Althoughy is a parameter depending on
teristics at the faint end. Galaxies at the faintend doreimat L7, and ¢;,, so far, none of the observational studies

. . Lya
abundance, and faint-end slopes ohLyFs are determined have determinedv simultaneously withL; . and ¢},

by mass, star-formation activities, physical conditiorfs 0 yye to the small statistics of LAES whose djuminosity

range is limited. In theoretical studies, Gronke etlal. £01

konno@icrr.u-tokyo.ac.jp predict the three Schechter function parameters ef L¥s
1 nstitute for Cosmic Ray Research, The University of Tokgashiwa- atz = 3 — 6, based on the measurements of UV LFs and Ly
no-ha, Kashiwa 277-8562, Japan EW probability distribution functions (PDFs), and arguatth

2 Department of Astronomy, Graduate School of Science, Thieedn :
sity of Tokyo, Hongo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo, 113-0033, Japan the faint-end slopes of the byLFs are steeper than those of

3 Kavli Institute for the Physics and Mathematics of the Uriee(Kavli the UV LFS; Lo i
IPMU), WPI, The University of Tokyo, Kashiwa, Chiba 277-@8apan Another important characteristics of &yLFs is found
4 Observatoire de Genéve, Université de Genéve, 51 Chvidéettes, at the bright end. The bright-end LFs are key for under-
1290 Versoix, Switzerland . _ standing massive-galaxy formation as well as faint active
Research Center for the Early Universe, Graduate Schoatieh€&e, galactic nucleus (AGN; e. j Gawiser etlal. 2006: Ouchi ket al

The University of Tokyo, Hongo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo, 113-0033pan


http://arxiv.org/abs/1512.01854v2
mailto:konno@icrr.u-tokyo.ac.jp

2 KONNO ET AL.

[2008;[Zheng et al. 2013). Here, we define faint AGNs as observations of UV-continuum slope of Lyman break galaxies
AGNs whose LFs overlap with non-AGN galaxy LFs in (LBGSs), dust extinctionF(B — V'), decreases toward higher
the luminosity ranges. The faint AGNs may play an im- redshift (e.g., Bouwens etlal. 2015). Because the ﬁcaie
portant role in contributing to the UV radiation background fraction clearly depends o&'(B — V) (e.g.,. Kornei et &l.
(e.g.,LGiallongo et al. 20115). Faint AGNs are useful probes|2010;/ Atek et al! 2014), dust extinction would explain the
for quasar fueling lifetime, feedback, and duty cycle (e.g. rapid evolution of the Ly LF and Lyn escape fraction. To
lHQlens_el_al@gQ;_EiQLe_eﬂaL_ZMZ). Faint AGNs are spec- understand the major physical mechanisms related to the Ly
troscopically identified for most LAEs & ~ 3 — 4 in the escape processes at highnd its dependence on redshift, de-
bright-end Lyx LF atlog L1y, > 43.5ergs ' (Gawiser etal.  termining Lyn LFs atz ~ 2 is important.
8). The bright-end LF includes aninter  In this paper, we present our analyses and results of the
esting physical effect, magnification bias. The magnifarati Ly« LFs atz = 2.2 based on our large LAE sample given
bias effect boosts luminosities of higlgalaxies by the grav- by Subaru narrowband observati02012,
itational lensing magnification given by foreground massiv l_ZQLL:B; see alsb Kusakabe etlal. 2015). This sample contains
galaxies, and flattens the bright-end LFs (e.g. Mason|et al.3,137 LAEs atz = 2.2 with a wide Ly luminosity range of
[2015; see Figure 3 of Wyithe et/al. 2011). In the observationa 41.7 < log L1y, < 44.4 erg s!, and enables us to examine
studies, humps of the bright-enddy.F are found az = 3—7 the faint+bright ends and the evolution ofdy Fs. We de-
(Gawiser et al, 2006; Ouchi etlal. 2008; Matthee €t al. 2015). scribe the details of our observations and nut 2.2 LAE
In order to estimate the contributions of faint AGNs to the candidate selection in Sectibh 2. We derive thex llyFs at
bright end LFs, it is important to investigate the properté z = 2.2, and compare the LFs with those of previous studies in
the bright-end galaxies with deep multiwavelength datdasuc Sectior 8. We investigate the &ylLF and LD evolution from
as X-ray, UV, and radio images. Zz ~ 2 to 3, and extend the discussion to the wider redshift
The intermediate redshift rangeof- 2 — 3 is the best for ~ range ofz ~ 0 — 8 in Sectiorf#. We finally discuss the physi-
investigating faint- and bright-end byLFs. This is because cal origins of the bright-end of o= 2.2 Ly« LFs, and the
z ~ 2 —3is the lowest redshift range whered:gmission fall Ly« LD evolution atz ~ 0 — 8 in Sectiorb. Throughout this
in the optical observing window, which allows us to identify paper, we adopt AB magnitudés (Oke 1974) and concordance
very faint LAEs as well as a large number of bright LAEs by cosmology with a parameter set @f, (2., Q4, os) = (0.7,
fast optical surveys. Moreover, because the number dessiti 0.3, 0.7, 0.8) consistent with the nine-y&#1AP andPlanck
of AGNs peak atz ~ 2 — 3, the effect of faint AGNs would 2015 results (Hinshaw etlal. 2013; Planck Collaborationlet a
clearly appear at the Ly LF bright end. By these reasons, [2015).
in the past few years, various surveys have been conducted to

study LAES atz ~ 2 — 3. Although the Ly LFs atz ~ 3 2. OBSERVATIONS AND SAMPLE SELECTION
are well determined (e.d._Gronwall ef al. 2007; Ouchi ét al. ' _
2008), those az ~ 2 are derived with uncertainties larger 2.1. NB387 Observations

than those at ~ 3 due to difficulties of/-band observations We have conducted a deep and large-area narrowband
at~ 3000 — 4000A to which Lya emission lines o ~ 2 imaging survey forz = 2.2 LAEs with Subaru/Suprime-
objects are redshifted. Thus, the evolution ofllyFs from Cam [(Mivazaki et al. 2002). For these observations, we have
z ~ 2 to 3 is under debate. Nilsson et &l. (2009) first claim developed a new narrowband filtedB387, with a central
that there is a possible evolution of LAE number densities be \yavelength,\., of 38704 and an FWHM of94A to iden-
tweenz = 2.25 and~ 3 albeit with the large uncertainties tjfy | AEs in the redshift range of = 2.14 — 2.22. With
originated from the small sample. Subsequent studies haveyr NB387 filter, we have observed five independent blank
identifiedz ~ 2 LAEs by narrowband imaging and spectro- fie|ds, the SubarXMM-Newton Deep Survey (SXDS) field
SC(&plr(]: o_l)sterva'ft!ons, a]\cnltﬁjydLEculsseq thete\éolutll?_n af(lll__gs) (Furusawa et al. 2008), the Cosmic Evolution Survey (COS-
and the integrations o s, luminosity densities (LDs),  \MOS) field [Scoville et all 2007), th€handra Deep Field
atz= 2-3.[Cassata et al. (2011) and Blanc étlal. (2011) have South (CDFS!_Giacconi etAl. 2001), thiibble Deep Field
carried out blank-field spectroscopy for LAES2at z < 6.6 North (HDFN; Capak et al. 2004), and the SSA22 field (e.g.,
and1.9 < z < 3.8, respectively, and concluded no evolu- [Stejdel et all 2000), in 2009 July 20 and December- 16,

tion of the Ly LDs fromz = 2 to 3. On the other hand, 19 — 20. The SXDS field consists of five subfields 6f0.2
Ciardullo et al. [(2012) show that the &yLF evolves from  geg SXDS-C, -N, -S, -E, and -W (Furusawa el al. 2008). We
z = 2.1 1o 3.1 significantly by the narrowband imaging sur- - cover these five SXDS subfields, COSMOS, CDFS, HDFN,
veys in ECDF-S (see also Guaita etlal. 2010). Because theynd SSA22 by one pointing of Suprime-Cam whose field of
z ~ 2 LAE samples of these studies are limited in the LAE yjew is ~ 0.2 de¢?. We thus havéNB387 imaging data in a
numbers (that are equal to or less than several hundreds) anghta| of nine pointing positions of Suprime-Cam. We summa-

the Lya luminosity dynamic range (that is a factoref10),  rize the details of our observations as well as image qealiti
these discrepancies may be raised by the sample variantes afn Table[1. In this study, we do not use the data of SXDS-
the differences of Ly luminosity coverages. E subfield due to the poor seeing sizesf2” in FWHM

_Evolution of Lya LFs atz < 2 — 3 is also discussed exten-  of point-spread function (PSF; see Tablel). During our ob-
sively.[Deharveng et al. (2008) claim thatthere is a sultistan  servations, we have taken spectrophotometric standarsl sta
dropin the Lyv LFs fromz ~ 3 to~ 0.3 (see alsb Cowie ethl.  Feige34, LDS749B, and G93-48 (Oke 1990) for photomet-
2010,/ 2011| Barger etial. 2012; Wold etlal. 2014). A simi- ric calibration. Each standard star has been observed more
lar evolutionary trend can be found in thed\escape frac-  than twice under the photometric condition with air masses o
tion atz ~ 0 — 6 (e.g., Hayes et al. 2011, Blanc etlal. 2011, 111 .3.
IZheng et all 2013) that is defined by the ratio of the observed
to the intrinsic Ly fluxes. The physical origin of the rapid
evolution may be dust attenuation within galaxies. From the

2.2. Data Reduction
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Table 1
Summary ofNB387 Observations and Data
Band Field Exposure Time PSF FWHM  Ared mumP Date of Observations  Referefice
(hr) (arcsec) (arcmfy  (mag)
NB387 SXDS-C 3.2 0.88 587 25.7 2009 Dec-126 1), (2)
SXDS-N 25 0.70 409 25.6 2009 Dec 16 1), (2)
SXDS-S 25 0.85 775 25.7 2009 Dec 16 1), (2)
SXDs-HE 3.3 1.95 e e 2009 Dec 19, 20 1), (2)
SXDS-W 1.8 1.23 232 2581 2009 Dec 16, 19 1), (2)
COSMOS 4.5 0.97 845 26.1 2009 Dec-146 2
CDFS 8.0 0.85 577 26.4 2009 Dec-145 ), (3)
HDFN 9.3 0.90 913 26.5 2009 Dec 346 2
SSA22 1.0 0.91 800 24.9 2009 Jul 20 )
Total 36.1 5138 .
Archival Broadband Data
u SXDS-C 0.85 26.9 (4)
SXDS-N 0.85 26.9 (4)
SXDS-S 0.85 26.9 4)
SXDS-E 0.85 26.9 (4)
SXDS-W 0.85 26.9 (4)
COSMOS 0.90 27.2 (5)
CDFS 0.80 28.0 (6)
HDFN 1.29 26.4 )
SSA22 1.00 26.3 (8)
B SXDS-C 0.80 27.5 9)
SXDS-N 0.84 27.8 9)
SXDS-S 0.82 27.8 9)
SXDS-E 0.82 27.5 9)
SXDS-W 0.78 27.7 9)
COSMOS 0.95 27.5 (10)
CDFS 0.97 26.9 (11)
HDFN 0.77 26.8 )
SSA22 1.02 26.7 (8)

aThe effective area for the= 2.2 LAE selection. The effective areas of SXDS-C, -N, -S, -E, andare limited by the

u* image which cover§7% of SXDS (se€ Nakajima eflal. 2012 for details). The area ofF €3 constrained by the deep
U-band image taken with VLT/VIMOS (Nonino etlal. 2009).

b The50 limiting magnitude in a circular aperture with a diameterz’d().

¢ (1) [Nakajima et &l.[{2012); (2) Nakajima ei dE(ZDlS) [(3)sélabe et al (2015); (4) S. Foucaud et al., in prepara-
tion (see als¢ Nakajima eflal. 2012); O(G)I [(2009); (_ éiL_(ZOO4) (8)
[Hayashino et al[{2004); (E)ZIMHEE@OOB) 'm)!-'vrm : (11 Hildebrandt ef &._(2D06

d We do not use th&lB387 image of SXDS-E since the PSF FWHM is relatlvely large.

& We use2”’5 and3’/ 0 diameter apertures foiB387 of SXDS-W andUB of HDFN, respectively, due to bad seeings.

T We homogenize the PSF sizes of broadband and narrowbanesriragach field (see Sectbn.2).

Our NB387 data are reduced with the Suprime-Cam in Table[1. We mask out the imaging regions that are con-
eep Field REDuction (SDFRED) package (Yagi et al. 2002; taminated with halos of bright stars, CCD blooming, and the
hOuchl Ouchi et al 2004). The data reduction process includes thdow signal-to-noise ratio pixels near the edge of the images
subtraction of bias estimated with overscan regions, fllt-fie ~ After the masking, the total survey area is 5,138 aréyiie.
ing, distortion+atmospheric-dispersion correction, noims ~ 1.43 ded. If we assume a simple top-hat selection function
ray rejection, sky subtraction, image shifting, and stack- for LAEs whose redshift distribution is defined by the FWHM
ing. In cosmic-ray rejection process, we us&.COSMIC of NB387, this total survey area corresponds to the comoving
1). Before the image shifting, we mask out volume of~ 1.32 x 10 Mpc?.
bad pixels and satellite trails. In our analysis and LAE selection, we use archival
After the stacking process, we calculate photometric zerol/- and B-band data as well as ouiB387 images. In
points of theNB387 images from the standard-star data (see the SXDS field, theu*- and B-band data are taken with
Sectior Z.11). We estimate the errors in the photometric zeroCFHT/MegaCam (S. Foucaud et al., in preparation) and
points based on colors of stellar objects in the two-coler di Subaru/Suprime-Camn_(Furusawa €tlal. 2008), respectively.
agram of N B387 and two adjacent broadbands in the blue The u*- and B-band images in the COSMOS field are ob-
and red sides oV B387 (e.g.,u*—NB387 andB—NB387 in tained with CFHT/MegaCam_(McCracken et al. 2010) and
SXDS). We compare the colors of stellar objects and the tem-Subaru/Suprime-Cam (Capak etlal. 2007), respectively. We
plate 175 Galactic stars (Gunn & Stryker 1983), and regarduse VLT/VIMOS U-band (Nonino et all_ 2009) and MPG
the offsets as the uncertainties. The inferred unceresitie  2.2m Telescope/WFB-band (Hildebrandt et al. 2006) im-
< 0.05 mag, which are negligibly small for our study. ages in CDFS (see Kusakabe etlal. 2015 for more details),
All of the NB387 images, except the SXDS-E data, have and KPNO 4m Telescope/MOSAIC prime focus caméra
the PSF FWHM ofY/7 — 1”2, and reach théc limiting mag- band and Subaru/Suprime-CaBiband images in HDFN
nitudes of24.9 — 26.5 in a 2”0-diameter circular aperture. (Capak etall 2004). In SSA22 field, we use thieband
We summarize the qualities of these redubi8887 images data of CFHT/MegaCam ariglband data of Subaru/Suprime-
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Cam [Hayashino et El. 2004). The properties of these opticalthe full sample in TablEI2.

broadband data are also summarized in Table 1. Note that We make a subsample with the uniform criterion ofoLy

in CDFS/Nakajima et all (20113) do not use the VLT/VIMOS EW, > 60A to compare the Ly LF atz = 3.1 of[Quchi et al.
U-band image, but only the MPG 2.2m Telescope/\FI  (2008) (see Section 4.1), and refer to the subsample as the
band image (Gawiser etlal. 2006; Cardamonelet al.|2010) thaEwgt60 sample. We apply the color criteria of

is significantly shallower than the VLT/VIMOB-band data. .

The deep VLT/VIMOSU-band image allows us to remove ~ U" — NB387 > 0.9 and B — NB387 > 0.2

foreground contamination efficiently, although the aree-co in SXDS, COSMOS, and SSA22, (2)
erage of VLT/VIMOS U-band data is smaller than that of _ _

MPG 2.2m Telescope/WHI-band data. We thus use the deep U~ NB387> 0.8 and B ~ NB387 > 0.2

VLT/VIMOS U-band image. in CDF'S, (3)
To measure colors of objects precisely, we alignB887 U — NB387 > 1.0 and B — NB387 > 0.2
images with the broadband data using bright stellar objects in HDFN (4)

commonly detected in theB387 and the broadband images. ) ) ) )
After the image alignment process, we match the PSF sizes ofor the EWgt60 sample. After the visual inspection, we abtai
broadband and narrowband images in each field, referring t0985 LAE candidates for the EWgt60 sample that is summa-

these stellar objects. rized in TabléD.
2.3. Photometric Sample of z = 2.2 LAEs 3. LUMINOSITY FUNCTION
Our source detection and photometry are performed with 3.1. Contamination

SExtractor |(Bertin & Arnouts _1996). We use the PSF- e investigate the contamination sources of our LAE sam-
homogenized images (Sectibnl2.2) to measure colors of obples that are love emitters whose emission lines are red-
jects. We identify sources that are made of contigusus  shjfted to the bandpass biB387. The major strong emission
pixels whose counts are above the 20 brightness of the  that enters into thaIB387 bandpass is [@] \3727. However,
background fluctuations in olNB387 images. We obtain a  our survey area of 5,138 arcniitSectio. Z.P) corresponds to
circular aperture magnitude of SExtractava&G_APER with the comoving volume of .22 x 103 Mpc3 for [On] emitters

an aperture’s diameter @f’5 in the SXDS-W field,370 in atz = (.04, which is three orders of magnitude smaller than
the HDFN field, and2”0 in the other fields, and define a the survey volume of ouz = 2.2 LAEs (1.32 x 106 Mpc?3).
5c0-detection limit magnitude with the aperture size in each Moreover, the color criterion defined by Equati@h (1) corre-
field. The different aperture diameters are applied, bexaus gnonds to a relatively large rest-frame EW limit f 70A
the PSF sizes of the homogenized images in the SXDS-Wtqr , — .04 [Onl] emitters. [Ciardullo et al[(2013) exam-
and HDFN are largel"23 and1729, respectively. We use the  ine [On] LFs and EW distributions at ~ 0.1 and find that
aperture magnitudes to calculate colors of the sources, ange [On] EW distribution has an exponential scaleSofA,
adoptMAG-AUTO of SExtractor for our total magnitudes. All - \yhich is significantly smaller than our selection criterion
magnitudes of the sources are corrected for Galactic extinc [O11] emitters (i.e., EW ~ 70A). Based on our survey pa-

tion of E(B — V') = 0.020, 0.018, 0.008, 0.012, and0.08 in :
’ . rameters (see Sectidnsi2.212.3) and the Ciardullo et @liig [
the SXDS, COSMOS, CDFS, HDFN, and SSA22 fields, re- LF and EW distribution, the expected number ofi[[Gemit-

spectively(Schlegel et al. 1998). We thus obtain sourca-cat . "2 — 04 in our full sample | 2

. =0. pleis~ 3 x 1072, Therefore,
|%g§égat§gn2tggl ILE|2DI9:?\I5 (ch?gs%)’ 4321@%:}5\(2201\./'0,{5)' Zt?]’?hSlthe probability of the [@] emitter contamination would be
( ), 36,236 ( ), and 8, ( ) Objects wi € very small. We further discuss the possibility that our btig
aperture magnitudes brighter than feedetectionimitmag- g4 jrces would include 1€ A1548 and Q11]A1909 emitters at

nitudes. :
B . z ~ 1.5. These Q@ and Q] emitters should be mostly
We seleckz = 2.2 LAE candidates based on narrowband ex- AGNS, because these emitters have to havera & Cin]

cess colors OM—II\ILBé%E.gnd?]—NB%?, intrt]hef.satme m;’;mntfarth EW greater thal0A to pass our selection criterion. This EW
as Nakajima et a ) who present the first results o yvalue is significantly larger than the one of the star-forgnin

NB387 observations in the SXDS field. Heid,indicatesu* : d ; -

: . : galaxies. Because in Sectibnls.2, we find that our AGN UV
O e e e e L 5 onsisent i he previous SDSS measuremens, oy
and Galactic stars to define the selection criteriazfer 2.2 2(,;7?8"69' y small fraction of the ~ 1.5 AGNs include our
LAE candidates. Bl as:eldz?_rz‘gn'_g@e 1, we apply tIheI Ocloslor crite- Nevertheless, spectroscopic follow-up observations for o
ria (Nakajima et a 3; Kusakabe € ) LAEs have been conducted with Magellan/IMACS, MagE,

U — NB387 > 0.5 and B — NB387 > 0.2 (1) and Keck/LRIS by Nakajima et Al 12), Hashimoto ét al.
),[Shi IL(2014) and M. Rauch et al., in prepa-

to obtainz = 2.2 LAE candidates whose rest-framedy  ration. A total of 43 LAEs are spectroscopically confirmed.
equivalent width, EW, are EW, = 20 — 30A. After the vi- These spectroscopic observations find no foreground agter!
sual inspection to remove spurious sources, such as ghost®rs such as [0@] emitters atz: = 0.04 that show [Q11]5007
bad pixels, surviving cosmic rays (see Nakajima ét al. 2012 emission ab200A (see e.gl Nakajima etal. 2012). We note
for more details), we identify 3,137 LAE candidates in our that these spectroscopic redshift confirmations are lartibe
survey fields. The sample of these LAE candidates is referredthe bright LAEs withNB387 < 24.5, and that the number of
to as the full sample. This is so far the largest LAE sam- the faint LAEs confirmed by spectroscopy is small. However,
ple in the large area field surveys (cf. 187 and 250 LAEs at the contamination rate at the faint end is probably not high.
z~ 2.2 with EW, > 20A observed by Nilsson etlal. 2009 and This is because the EW criterion of our selection correspond
[Guaita et all. 2010, respectively). We summarize the deggils to ~ 70A for the major foreground faint emitters af= 0.04
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Figurel. Two color diagrams for the selection b= 2.2 LAEs: B—NB387 vs. u* —NB387 for SXDS, COSMOS, and SSA22 (to;—NB387 vs. U—-NB387
in CDFS (bottom left);B—NB387 vs. U—NB387 in HDFN (bottom right). The solid lines in blue, light bluéglt green, and green represent the color tracks
of redshifted model LAE SEDs with Ly EWy = 30,60, 100, and200A, respectively. These models are produced by using the BF&Gharlot [2008B)
population synthesis model where we adog0aMyr simple stellar population with Salpeter IMF and addingyax emission. We apply the_ Madau (1995)
prescription to take into account the inter-galactic med{IGM) absorption. The symbols on these tracks correspomd 2.14 (filled triangles),2.16 (filled
squares)?2.18 (filled circles),2.20 (open squares), arti22 (open triangles). The red and orange curves show the trddksee elliptical (age of 2, 5, 13 Gyr)
and six spiral (S0, Sa, Sh, Sc, Sd, and Sdm) galaxies from\WWRE template library[(Polletfa etlal. 2007), respectiveljne purple solid lines indicate six
templates of nearby starburst galaxies (Kinney Ef al.11986gse elliptical, spiral and starburst template galaaiesredshifted fronz = 0.0 up to 2.0 with a
step of Az = 0.001. The yellow star marks are 175 Galactic stars giveh by Guniirgk8 (1988). The black solid and dashed lines representdlor criteria

to select ouz = 2.2 LAE candidates whose LyEWs are larger thaB0 — 30A and60A, respectively.

[O11] emitters. Most of these potential contamination sources results of these Monte-Carlo simulations. We find that the de
do not pass this large EW limit, as discussed above. Thus, the@ection completeness is typically 90% for relatively bright
effects of contamination sources are negligibly small in ou sourcesKIB387 < 24.5) in all fields, and~ 50% at around
LAE samples. the 50 limiting magnitude ofNB387 in each field (see Table

3.2. Detection Completeness

We evaluate detection completeness in each field by Monte- 3.3. Cosmic Variance
Carlo simulations, following the procedurest al. Toinclude field-to-field variation in the error bar of ourdwy
(2014). We randomly distribute a total 65,000 artificial ~ LFs, we calculate the cosmic variance uncertaintywith
sources mimicking LAEs in eacNB387 image, and detect ¢ = bgooni(Z, R) )
the artificial sources in the same manner as the real source & — "g?DMAS L),
identifications (Sectioh 2.3). Here, we assume that LAEs atwhereb, andopyi(z, R) are the bias parameter of galaxies
z = 2.2 are point sources, and use profiles obtained by theand the density fluctuation of dark matter in a sphere with a
stack of 500 bright point sources in ealdB387 image. We radiusR at a redshift, respectively. We estimateni(z, R)
define the detection completeness as a fraction of the numwith the growth factor, followind Carroll et al[ (1992) with
bers of the detected artificial sources to all of the inpufiart  the transfer function given hy Bardeen et al. (1986) (see als
cial sources. We obtain the detection completeness as a funéMo & White [2002). The value obpnm(z, R) atz = 2.2 is
tion of NB387 magnitude, repeating this process with various estimated to be 0.055. Since Guaita etlal. (2010) find the bias
magnitudes of the input artificial sources. Figure 2 shows th parameter ob, = 1.8 & 0.3 from the clustering analysis of
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Table 2
Photometric Sample of= 2.2 LAEs

Field All LAE samplé  X-ray detectioR UV detectiof  Radio detectioh Culled sample

The full sample

SXDS-C 277 31[3] 31[3] 010] 274
SXDS-N 239 414 5[4 01[0] 234
SXDS-S 374 53] 51[4] 1[1] 367
SXDS-W 44 010] 010] 010] 44
COSMOS 642 20 [10] 10 [10] 71[5] 619
CDFS 423 6 [4] . 6 [4] 415
HDFN 967 70 11[1] . 950
SSA22 171 . 3[--] . 168
Tota® 3137 (1576) 45 37 14 3071 (1538)
The EWgt60 sample
SXDS-C 103 212 2[2] 010] 101
SXDS-N 69 0[0] 010] 010] 69
SXDS-S 129 1[0] 1[0] 010] 127
SXDS-W 6 01[0] 010] 010] 6
COSMOS 194 9[4] 414 31[3] 184
CDFS 142 3[2] - 212] 139
HDFN 298 2[0] 010] . 296
SSA22 44 1[--] 43
Total 985 17 8 5 965

aThe numbers of = 2.2 LAE candidates after the color selection and rejection afispis objects.

b The numbers of = 2.2 LAE candidates detected in the X-ray data. The values inrscorackets represent
the numbers of objects that are also detected in the UV anaidiw data.

¢ The numbers of = 2.2 LAE candidates detected in the UV data taken@ALEX. The values in square
brackets show the numbers of objects that are also detetthad X-ray and/or radio data.

d The numbers of = 2.2 LAE candidates detected in the radio data. The values inredurackets show the
numbers of objects that are also detected in the X-ray attVadata.

€ The numbers of = 2.2 LAE candidates with no counterpart detection(s) in multiglangth data of X-ray,
UV, and radio.

f The numbers of LAEs are small in SXDS-W. This is because thiitig magnitude in SXDS-W is brighter
than those in the other fields by 0.5 mag, and the effective area of SXDS-W is smaller than thogbeof
other fields by a factor of 3 (Table[1). The combination of the bright limiting magnituaied the small area
reduces the number of LAEs in SXDS-W.

9 The total numbers af = 2.2 LAE candidates. The values in parentheses indicate thieniatabers of LAEs
found in the SXDS and COSMOS fields.

100 Fererrere 3
o samples, adopting the classical method of the LY deriva-
ol = i tion id; Konno etldl. 2014) whose accuracy
| | is confirmed by Monte-Carlo simulations_(Shimasaku ét al.
e [2006{Ouchi et d[. 2008).
601 7 We calculate Lyt EWs of our LAES from the aperture mag-
r 1 nitudes ofNB387 andB, and obtain Ly luminosities of our
40 @jwa - LAEs from these EWs and the total magnituded\&387.
We estimate photometric errors ofd&kyuminosities, perform-
20l i ing Monte-Carlo simulations under the assumption that the
| SEDs of LAEs have a Ly line located at\. of NB387 and a
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ L ‘ &J%’M flat UV continuum (i.e..f, = const.: with the inter-galactic
20 21 22 23 924 25 26 27 medium (IGM) absorption df Madal (1995). We calculate
NB387 [mag] volume number densities of LAEs in a d&yluminosity bin,
dividing the number counts of LAEs by our comoving survey
Figure2. Detection completenesgy.;, of our NB387 images. The sym- volume ¢ 1.32 x 10° Mpc?; see Sectiof 212) under the as-
bols represent the completeness in a magnitude bifviaf = 0.5 mag for sumption of the top-hat filter transmission curve. We cdrrec
E?fe rﬁ;(éjosn-s(): (Sgggﬁgéséﬁjé’;‘)(d(':aénposmz;)\} ji‘eaﬁ;iég?;%%%@a%\é‘f these number densities for the detection completeness esti
gles), and SSA22 (cross marks) fields. For presentatioroges) we slightly mat_ed in Section 312. Note that Ouchi et al. (2008) m_vetﬂnga
shift all the points along the abscissa. the incompleteness of the narrowband color selection based
on the Monte-Carlo simulations, and find that the incomplete
) , . ness by the color is not significant.
z = 2.1 LAEs in the ECDF-S field, we adopt this value for  The top panel of Figuriel 3 presents the best estimate of our
bg in Equation[(). We thus obtain the cosmic variance uncer- Lya LF atz = 2.2 from the full sample. We also plot the by
tainty of o, ~ 0.099. LF measurements derived from each-field data. The error bars
. _ of the Lya LF include uncertainties from Poisson statistics
3.4. Lyar Luminosity Functions and cosmic variance obtained in Sec{iod 3.3. For the Poisson

We derive the Lyt LFs atz = 2.2 from the full and EWgt60

Jaer [70]

ot
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errors, we use the values in columns “0.8413”in Table 1 and 2of ~ 25 - 26 mag. The Very Large Array 1.4 GHz source
oflGehrels[(1986) for the upper and lower limits of the Paisso  catalogs of Simpson etlal. (2006) (SXDS), Schinnererlet al.

errors, respectively. The best estimatexllyF covers a Ly (2007) (COSMOS), and Miller et Al. (2013) (CDFS) are used
luminosity range ofog L1y, = 41.7—44.4ergs™!. Our Ly« for the radio data. These radio data reach an rms noise level

luminosity limit of log Ly, = 41.7ergs* (5.0 x 10** erg ~ of ~ 10 pJy beant'. We find that a majority of our bright
s~!) is one order of magnitude fainter than thg, , values at LAEs are detected in the multiwavelength data, and summa-
7=3—6(log Lt ~ 428 erg s ' Shimasaku et &l rize the numbers of these LAEs in Table 2. Under the column
— 8 MLya z=3-6 ©ergs “ of “culled sample” in Tablgl2 , we show the numbers of LAEs
12006; L. 2007: Ouchi et al. 2008). with no counterpart detection(s) in the X-ray, UV, and radio
We fit aSchephterfuchfqum) ODW2.2  gata. As shown in Tablg 2, the SXDS and COSMOS fields
Lya LF by minimum * fitting. The Schechter function is  nhaye the data that cover all of the X-ray, UV, and radio wave-
defined by lengths. Moreover, the X-ray, UV, and radio data spatially
d1ya(Liya)dLy cover the entire fields of SXDS and COSMOS with the simi-
verTe e lar sensitivities. We make a subsample that is composed of al
. Liya Liya Liya 1,576 LAEs found in the SXDS and COSMOS fields, and re-
= PLya I R d I , (6) fer to this subsample as SXDS+COSMOS/AIl. We then make
Lya Lya Lya another subsample consisting of 1,538 LAEs with no multi-
(see Section 1 for the definitions of the parameters). ForWavelength counterpart detection(s) in the SXDS and COS-
our fitting with the Schechter function, we usedyF mea- ~ MOS fields, which is dubbed SXDS+COSMOS/Culled.
surements from the studies of ours, Blanc étlal. (2011), and N the bottom panel of Figurel 3, we plot the dyLFs
Cassata et al[ (20111). We do not include the results fromderived from the subsamples of SXDS+COSMOS/All and
the other studies, becaus%'hgre exist unknown SyStematicﬁélsDeS+L(;yOE¥sO§r/1 %U![Eg-c(\)/\é?p‘;gr;g?‘éf;fyhﬁ'e:r g‘g:g“g? to
that is discussed in Secti .5. We determine three pa-
rameters of the Schechter function simultaneously, and ob/Blanc etal.[(2011) and Cassata €tlal. (2011), and presents th
tain the best-fit Schechter parametersaof= —1.75+0-10 best-fit Schechter parameter sets and the error contours in
. +1.67 o 71 . Y Table[3 and Figurkl4, respectively. Comparing ther IyF
Liyo = 5297773 x 10% ergs™ andop,, = 6.327537 X of the SXDS+COSMOS/AIl subsample with that of the full
10~* Mpc™®. This is the first time to determine three sample, in Figure§l3 arid 4, we find that thealyF of
Schechter function parameters with no fixed parameter(d),a the SXDS+COSMOS/AIl subsample is consistent with that
the faint-end slope af is reasonably well constrained. Table of the full sample within the uncertainties. Figurk 4 indi-
presents these best-fit Schechter parameters. We show theates that the Schechter fitting results of the full sampte an
best-fit Schechter function in the top panel of Figlire 3, and the SXDS+COSMOS/All subsample are very similar with
error contours of the Schechter parameters in Figure 4. the one of the SXDS+COSMOS/Culled subsample, which
The top panel of Figurel 3 shows an excess of the numberare determined in the wide luminosity rangelog Ly, =
densities beyond the best-fit Schechter function at thenbrig  41.7 — 44.4 erg s'. However, there are no objects in
end oflog Liya 2 43.4 ergs'. We refer to this excess as  SXDS+COSMOS/Culled subsample that Hag Ly, >

bright-end hump. In our Schechter function fit, we include 43 4 erg s''. The Lya LF of SXDS+COSMOS/Culled sub-
the data of the bright-end hump. Because the errors of thesample does not have a bright-end hump such found in those
Lya LF at the faint end are significantly smaller than those of the fyll sample and the SXDS+COSMOS/AIl subsample.
at the bright end, the best-fit parameters are not significant These comparisons suggest that the bright-end hump of the
changed by the inclusion of the bright-end hump data (see; — 2.2 Ly LF is originated from AGNs that are bright in
footnote of Takl%- , , ) the X-ray, UV, and/or radio wavelength(s). We discuss more
[Ouchietal. 8) find that there is a possible excess of getajls of the bright-end hump in Sectidns]5.1 Bndl 5.2.

the Lya LFs atz = 3.1 and 3.7 similar to the bright-end
hump, and claim that 100% of LAEs host AGNs at the bright : . . .
ends oflog L1y, > 43.6 and43.4 erg s™!, respectively, based 3.5. Comparison V_V'th Prewous_Studl&

on the large-area LAE survey with the multiwavelength data We compare our best-estimated{F with those from pre-
set. Thus, the bright-end hump of aue= 2.2 Lya LF may ~ Vious studies az ~ 2. In Figure[$, we plot the Ly LFs

be produced by AGNs. To examine whether our LAEs at obtained by narrowband imaging surveys (Hayeslet al.|2010;
the bright end include AGNs, we use the multiwavelength (Ciardullo et all 2012; see also Guaita et al. 2010) and blank-
data of X-ray, UV, and radio available in the SXDS, COS- field spectroscopic surveys (Blanc etlal. 2011; Cassata et al
MOS, CDFS, HDFN, and SSA22 fields. For the X-ray data, 2011;/Ciardullo et &l. 2014), Hayes et al. (2010) carry out
we use theXMM-Newton source catalog in the SXDS field deep imaging with two narrowband filters coveringaLgind
(Ueda et dll_2008), th€handra 1.8 Ms catalog in the COS- Ha lines, and report the Ly LF as well as the Ly escape
MOS field m@amgx th€handra 4 Ms source cat- fraction ofz = 2.2 LAEs. [Ciardullo et al.[(2012) derive the
alog in the CDFS field (Xue et &l. 2011), and tBkandra 2 Lya LF of z = 2.1 LAEs based on the narrowband data of
Ms catalog in the HDFN field (Alexander et al. 2003). The /Guaita et al.[(2010). In both studies, theol W criterion of
typical sensitivity limits of these X-ray data are 10~16 - narrowband excess colors is B\ 204, comparable to our
10715 erg cm =2 s~ for the SXDS and COSMOS fields, studies! Blanc et al. (2011) ahd Ciardullo €t al. (2014) iobta
and ~ 10717 - 10716 erg cm —2 s~! for the CDFS and the Lya LFs by the spectroscopic observations of the Hobby
HDFN fields. We useGALEX FUV and NUV images for  Eberly Telescope Dark Energy Experiment (HETDEX) Pilot
the UV data, and obtain these images from the Multimission Survey for LAEs atl.9 < z < 3.8 and1.90 < z < 2.35, re-
Archive at STScl (see also Zamojski etlal. 2007 for the COS- spectively| Cassata etldl. (2011) make a spectroscopidsamp
MOS field). TheGALEX images reach th&s detection limit of LAEs at2 < z < 6.6 with the VIMOS VLT Deep Survey.
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Table 3
Schechter Parameters for Full and Culled Samples
Sample o Liva Bl ya
(102 ergst) (0~* Mpc 3)
Fuliad —175%009 5297187 6.3275 9%
SXDS+COSMOS/AR —-1.871008  7.83%3 % 2.997330
SXDS+COSMOS/Culleédd  —1.727017  4.28%747 733155

a8 The full sample, which is constructed from the SXDS, COSM@SFS,
HDFN, and SSA22 fields.

b The sample of LAEs found in the SXDS and COSMOS fields.

¢ The sample of LAEs with no multiwavelength counterpart dete(s) in the
SXDS and COSMOS fields.

d In the case that we do not include the datdoatLy.,o > 43.4 erg s—! with
the bright-end hump for our fitting, the best-fit Scﬁechtelrapaeters arey =

—1.72+0.09, L}, = 480§ % x 10%2 erg s~ andgy = 7401357 x
10~4 Mpc—3.

Lya LF is generally consistent with those of the previ-
ous studies in the measurement ranges of the luyninos-

] ity overlaps. However, there exist some noticeable differ-
i ences. The Ly LF of [Ciardullo et al. [(2012) is not similar

to ours and Blanc et al. (2011) at the bright end, but similar
to ours and_Cassata el al. (2011) at the faint end. In con-

3 trast, the Lyv LF of [Ciardullo et al. [(2014) is not consistent
5 with ours and Cassata et al. (2011) at the faint end, but con-
=107 sistent with ours and Blanc etlal. (2011) at the bright end.

Because_Ciardullo et all (2012) and Ciardullo et 014)
cover the reasonably wide byluminosity ranges ofi2.1 <

log Liye < 42.7ergs ! and41.9 < log Liy, < 43.7 erg
s~ 1, respectively, the origins of these differences at thertrig
and faint ends are not clear.

—6 - R N N T ST T S I S S S Y S S Y " P —
10 15 20 25 3.0 35 140
log Ly, [ergs ™|

-2 4
Fw E As clarified in Tabld ¥, most of the previous studies fit the
PR ] Schechter function to their kyLFs, assuming a fixed param-
=108t < eter. [Hayes et al[ (20110) constrain three Schechter parame-
T ] ters simultaneously, but the uncertainties of these paeme
| ] are large due to small statistics (see also Gronwalllet &7 20
EI: : for z ~ 3). Our study constrains three Schechter param-
a ot eters simultaneously, using the large LAE sample of 3,137
SN E LAEs covering the wide Ly luminosity rangelpg Liyo =
41.7 —44.4ergs).
1076 - ooy ey b L P P
e T 4. Lya LUMINOSITY FUNCTION AND

DENSITY EVOLUTION
Figure3. Top: Lya LF of ourz = 2.2 LAEs with a luminosity bin of :
Alog L1,y = 0.1. The red filled circles represent thed.y.F derived from 4.1. Evolution of Ly LFs

the full sample and the red solid curve denotes the bestfie@ter func- In this section, we first examine the evolution ofd.yFs
tion. The black open symbols show thed.yFs in the SXDS-C (squares), : : : ;
SXDS-N (diamonds), SXDS-S (hexagons), SXDS-W (pentag@BpMos~ atZ ~ 2 — 3 and then investigate the evolution fram~ 0

(circles), CDFS (inverted triangles), HDFN (triangleshdaSSA22 (cross ~ t0 6 with the compilation of the Ly LF data taken from the
marks) fields. For clarity, we slightly shift all the pointéoag the ab- literature.
scissa. The magenta filled circles and orange filled squasethe results For thez ~ 3 data. we use the Ly LF of [Ouchi et al
from[Cassata et Al (2011) and Blanc ét[al. (2011), resmgtiBottom: Ly« ’ r - )
LF atz = 2.2 derived from the SXDS and COSMOS fields. The biue and -) Thez = 3.1 Ly LF of lOuchi etal. [(2008) is de-
black filled circles represent the &yl Fs from the SXDS+COSMOS/Alland  rived in the same manner as ours (see Seclion§ 312-3.4). Be-
SXDS+COSMOS/Culled subsamples, respectively. The bldebtatk solid cause the EW criterion of Quchi et &l. (2008) is %\IGOA
curves show the best-fit Schechter functions of our bestrest Ly LFs us-
ing the SXDS+COSMOS/AIl and SXDS+COSMOS/Culled subsample. V& compare the Ly LF obtained from our EWgt60 sample
spectively. The magenta filled circles and orange filled szgiare the same (SeCt|0rm3)- The Ly LF and the best-fit Schechter fur_‘C'
as the top panel of this figure. tion (parameters) for the EWgt60 sample are presented in the
left panel of Figuré 6 (Tablgl5). The left panel of Figlite 6
) indicates that the Ly LFs increase fronz ~ 2 to 3.

In these spectroscopic surveys, most of LAEs haveafEW To quantify this evolutionary trend, we show the error con-
greater thare0A. Table[d summarizes the best-fit Schechter tours of the Schechter parameters of e 2.2 Lya LF (red
parameters (and Ly luminosity ranges of the observations) contours) and the = 3.1 Ly« LF (blue contours) in the right
given by our and the previous studies. panel of Figuré16. Here, we apply our best#fit= 2.2 Ly«

In Figure[® and Tablé]4, we find that oar = 2.2 LF slope ofa = —1.8 (Sectio 3.4) to the = 3.1 LF result,
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Figure4. Error contours of Schechter parametafbg,ya, ¢Eya anda. The red contours represent our best-estimate Ly based on the full sample. The blue
and black contours show our best-estimater ILfrs using the SXDS+COSMOS/All and SXDS+COSMOS/Culled aufyges, respectively. The inner and outer
contours denote the 68% and 90% confidence levels, resglgctihe red, blue and black crosses are the best-fit Schigur@meters for our best-estimateoly
LFs based on the full sample, SXDS+COSMOS/AIll subsample, SAXDS+COSMOS/Culled subsample, respectively.

—6 ! [ P | | T .
104170 115 120 125 43.0 435 14.0 14.5
log Ly, [erg s ']

Figure5. Comparison of ouz = 2.2 Ly« LF with the previous measurements ofd-yF atz ~ 2. The red filled circles denote our byl F and the red solid
curve is the best-fit Schechter function, which are the santhetop panel of Figuld 3. The magenta filled circles reptebe Ly LF given by Cassata etlal.
(2011) at2 < z < 3.2. The orange stars and squares show the LFs by Blanc et all(B@sed on the spectroscopic surveys of LAEs.at< z < 2.8 and
1.9 < z < 3.8, respectively. The black solid, dashed, and dotted lineshar best-fit Schechter functions obtained by Hayes etGLO(¢ Ciardullo et dl[{2012),
and Ciardullo et al[{2014), respectively. Since the presibye: LF estimates are limited in the rangeslog L1,y = 41.3 — 42.9 erg s~* (Hayes et d[.2010),
42.1 — 42.7 erg s~ ! (Ciardullo_et al[ 2012), and1.9 — 43.7 erg s~ ! (Ciardullo_et al[ 2014), we show the black lines within thesages.

becauser is not determined in the = 3.1 Lya LF. Compar- 2 —3toz= 0 — 6. The left panel of FigurEl6 compares our
ing thez = 2.2 and3.1 error contours in the right panel of best-estimate Ly LF at z = 2.2 with the Lya LFs atz =
Figure[®, we find that the Ly LF increases fronz = 2.2 to 0.3,0.9, 3.1, 3.7, and5.7 taken from the literature. The right
3.1 at the> 90% confidence level. However, this increase is panel of Figuré 6 shows the error contours of our Schechter
not large, only within a factor of 2 (see Tabl€l5). Note that  function fitting, where we fix thex value to our best-fit slope
there exist no systematic errors raised by the analysis techa = —1.8 ofourz= 2.2 Lya LF. The Ly LFs atz = 0.3 and
nique in the comparison of owr = 2.2 andmﬁl.’s 0.9 are derived by the spectroscopic surveys with@A¢EX
2z = 3.1 Lya LFs, because our = 2.2 Ly« LF is derived in FUV and NUV grism data, respectively (Cowie etlal. 2010;
the same manner as Ouchi et al. (2008) based on the similaBarger et all 2012). We show the &yLF measurements at
Subaru narrowband data (Sectiéns B.21-3.4). z= 3.7 and5.7 given by Ouchi et &1/ (2008). We summarize
We extend our investigation of kyLF evolution fromz = the best-fit Schechter parameterg at 0 — 6 in Table[3. Note
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Table 4
Schechter Parameters of Previaus 2 LAE Studies

Study «a Lfya ¢Eya log L1,y range
(10*2ergs ) (10~* Mpc—3?)
This work —~1.7570:49 5.2071:7 6.3275:0% 41.7 — 44.4
Hayes etal. (2010) ~ —1.49+0.27  14.571%7 2.343;33 41.3 —42.9
Blanc et al. (2011) —1.7 (fixed) 16.3795°5 10757 42.6 — 43.6
Cassataetal. (2011) —1.6+0.12 5.0 (fixed) 7179 41.2 - 43.1
Ciardullo et al. (2012) —1.65 (fixed) — 2.1475-%3 138171 42.1 - 42.7
Ciardullo et al. (2014) —1.6 (fixed) ~ 39.87753 0.362 41.9 —43.7

2 [Ciardullo et al. [(2014) do not show the errors@jya, although they present the uncertainties

of the total number densities of LAEs integrated dowridg L1,y = 41.5 erg s, drot

9.77132 % 107 Mpc—3.

that EW, limits for the selection of LAEs are EW= 10 —

30A for all of the samples listed in Tablé 5 except for those

of [Quchietal.’sz = 3.1 and3.7 samples and our EWgt60

sample. In the right panel of Figuré 6, there is a significant

increase of Ly LFs in L7, and/or¢; , fromz ~ 0 to 3,
albeit with the uncertain decrease @, , from z = 0.3 to
0.9, which is first claimed by Deharveng et dl. (2D08). The
right panel of Figur€lé also suggests no significant evatutio
o Lya LFs atz = 3 — 6 that is concluded by Ouchi etlal.
(2008).

4.2. Lya Luminosity Density Evolution
We calculate the Ly luminosity densities (LDs),

o0
Lya

obs T

Lya LLya(bLyoz (LLya)dLLyou (7)

lim

atz = 0 — 8 with the Lya LFs shown in Section 4.1, where
Lﬁﬁl‘" is the Ly luminosity limit for the Lyo LD estimates.
We choose the common byluminosity limit of log Lﬁryn“

41.41 erg s'! that corresponds ©0.03L; , ,_s.

ature [(Bouwens et &l. 2015). The UV LD is defined by

/UV Lyvéuv(Luv)dLuv,

lim

where L{V is the UV luminosity limit for the UV LD es-
timates, andgyv(Luy) is the best-fit Schechter function
for the UV LF measurements. Here, the value Igf"

is 0.03LYy .5 (Myv = —17.0 mag). The upper panel
of Figurelj presents the evolution of thedy Ds as a
function of redshift whose data are summarized in Table
B. In the upper panel of Figuld 7, we also plot the UV
LDs of dust-uncorrected and -corrected UV LDs obtained by
Bouwens et &l (2015). Similar to the evolutionary trends of
Lya LFs described in Section 4.1, we find the significant in-
crease of Ly LDs fromz ~ 2 to 3 beyond the measurement
errors. Moreover, there is an rapid increase ot llyDs by
nearly two order of magnitudes from~ 0 to 3, and a plateau

of Lya LDs betweerz ~ 3 and6. The decrease of loyLDs

atz > 6 is also found. For more details, see Section 4.1 and
the literature (e.gl_Deharveng etlal. 2008; Ouchi &t al. 2008
\Cowie et al. 2010, 2011; Ciardullo et al. 2012; Barger et al.
12012]Wold et all. 2014; Konno etlal. 2014).

(8)

Uuv _
Pobs =

There are two systematic uncertainties for estimates of = The Lya LD evolution is different from the UV LD evolu-

the Lya LDs. One uncertainty is the choice of &lumi-
nosity limits. The Lyx luminosity limit can be lower than

log Lﬁ-r‘f = 41.41 erg s'' to estimate representative dy
LDs. However, we confirm that the estimatedalL{Ds are
not largely different even if we integrate thed.y Fs down to
a fainter luminosity ofog L1y, = 40.0 erg s'!. The largest
Lya LD difference of~ 0.4 dex is found az = 0.3, be-
cause the’ , value atz = 0.3 is significantly smaller than
those at the other redshifts. Another uncertainty is IBW
limits for selection of LAEs. Ly LDs are based on LAE sam-
ples selected with a Ly EW limit (i.e., EWy 2 10 — 30,&).
[Ouchi et al. [(2008) estimate byLDs for all (EW > 0A)
LAEs and find that the Ly LDs are slightly larger than those

for their EW-limited LAE samples (EW> 10 — 30A ) by

tion in the upper panel of Figutgé 7. There is an increase of
UV LDs from z ~ 0 to 3, but the increase is only about an
order of magnitude that is not as large as the one af Lps.

At z ~ 3 — 6, the UV LDs show a moderate decrease and no
evolutionary plateau like the one found in thed {D evolu-
tion. Atz > 6, the decrease of lyLDs is faster than the one
of UV LDs toward highz. We discuss the physical origins of
these differences in Sectibn b.3.

5. DISCUSSION
5.1. Bright-End Hump of the Ly LF

In the upper panel of Figufé 3, we find the bright-end hump
of ourz= 2.2 Lya LF atlog L1y, 2> 43.4 erg s''. The ob-

~

jects in the bright-end hump have UV continuum magnitudes

~ 0.1 dex at most. These levels of differences do not changeof Myy 2 —25. There are two possibilities to explain this

the results of the Ly LD evolution in this Section that is at
the level of an order of magnitude. For thesedyDs, we do
not correct the Ly flux attenuation by neutral hydrogeni(H
in the IGM. The Ly LDs represent the amount of typho-
tons escaping not only from ISM of galaxies, but also from
the H IGM.

For comparison, we also use UV LDs taken from the liter-

hump. One possibility is the existence of AGNs which have
a strong Lyv emission line (e.gl, Ouchi etlal. 2008). Another
possibility is the magnification bias (e.g.. Wyithe et al120
[Mason et all 2015). The gravitational lensing of foreground
massive galaxies increases luminosities of LAEg at 2.2
that make the hump at the bright end LF. The lower panel of
Figure[3 shows that all galaxies brighter thag Ly, = 43.4
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Figure 6. Left: Evolution of Ly LF from z = 0 to 6. The red filled circles are o= 2.2 Ly« LF of the EWgt60 sample, and the blue filled circles denote
the LF atz = 3.1 derived by Ouchi et al[ (20D8). The orange, magenta, ree, bigan, and green curves show the best-fit Schechter fusabithe Lyx LFs at

z = 0.3 (Cowie et al[2010)9.9 (Barger et al.2012R.2 (this work),3.1, 3.7, and5.7 (Ouchi et al2008), respectively. These Schechter funstare derived
with a fixed slope value oft = —1.8 that is the best-fit value of our= 2.2 Ly« LF. Right: Error contours of Schechter parametdt%ya and ¢>£ya. The
orange, magenta, red, blue, cyan, and green contours egptas error contours of the Schechter parameters=af.3, 0.9, 2.2, 3.1, 3.7, and5.7, respectively.
The inner and outer contours indicate 8% and90% confidence levels, respectively.

Table5
Best-fit Schechter Parameters andvllyuminosity Densities

Redshift L* * ply obsa Reference

Ly« Ly«

(10*2ergs!) (107* Mpc—3) (10%? erg s~ ! Mpc—3)

0.3 0.7115-32 1127248 0.05510519 Cowie et al. (2010)

+15.6 +0.18 +0.067
0.9 9.227 3%, 0.127 559 0.165" 5 950 Barger et al. (2012)
2.2 5.2971-07 6.32755% 593702 This work (Best estimate)
2.2 4.871082 3.377050 2171018 This work (EWgt60 sample)
3.1 8.4971-%2 3.90%557 4.7470-48 Ouchi et al. (2008)

+2.03 +1.42 +0.73 ;
3.7 9-167,157 3.317 598 4.367 5 65 Ouchi et al. (2008)
5.7 9.0973-57 4447502 5.811157 Ouchi et al. (2008)
6.6 6.697221 4171279 3.867155¢ Ouchi et al. (2010)

+25.0 +17.6 +2130
7.3 3.237 %3 2.82750 1127568 Konno et al. (2014)

Note. — Forz = 2.2 (Best estimate), the best-fit Schechter parameters arardeézl with the full
sample (Sectidn 31 4), while for the other cases, , andg;  , are derived with a fixed value of = —1.8,

which is consistent with the best-fit value for ourd.{F atz = 2.2. Note that EW limits for the selection
of LAEs atz = 0.3, 0.9, 2.2 (Best estimate)2.2 (EWgt60 sample)3.1, 3.7, 5.7, 6.6, and7.3 are EW)
= 15, 20, ~ 20 — 30, 60, ~ 60, ~ 40, ~ 30, ~ 10, and~ 0, respectively.

@ Lya luminosity densities obtained by integrating thealyF down tolog Ly, = 41.41 erg s1.

erg s ! have (a) bright counterpart(s) in X-ray, UV, and/or ra- of these faint AGNs, we derive faint AGN UV LFs. These
dio data, suggesting that these galaxies have AGNSs. If we refaint AGN UV LFs complement the bright AGN UV LFs ob-
move these galaxies from our sample, the shape of the Ey tained by cosmological large scale surveys such as Sloan Dig
is explained by the simple Schechter function with no hump ital Sky Survey (SDSS). To estimate the faint AGN UV LFs,
(see the black solid line and black filled circles in the lower we measuré-band magnitudes at the positions of the faint
panel of Figuré3). These results indicate that the briglst-e  AGNs. Here, we choose theband magnitudes for UV con-
hump is almost fully explained by AGNs that have magni- tinuum magnitude estimates, because we compare our results
tudes ofMyy > —25. These AGNs are significantly fainter ~ with the SDSS AGN study df Ross et dl. (2013) who isse
than QSOs, and regarded as faint AGNs. The magnificationband magnitudes to derive their AGN UV LF. All of our faint
bias would exist, but it is very weak. The major physical AGNs are detected at the 50 levels in ouri-band images.
mechanism of the bright-end hump is not the magnification Note that the5o limiting magnitudes of oui-band images
bias. correspond taMyy = —17.9, —18.6, —20.2, —19.7, and
. —18.5 mag for the faint AGNs at = 2.2 in the SXDS, COS-
5.2. Faint AGN UV LF MOS, CDFS, HDFN, and SSA22 fields, respectively. We cal-
In Sectiori 5.1, we discuss that the bright-end hump is madeculate the volume number densities of the faint AGNs in a
of faint AGNs (og L1y > 43.4 erg s'!), all of which have UV-continuum magnitude bin, dividing the number counts of
the counterpart(s) in the X-ray, UV, and radio data. Usireg th faint AGNs by our comoving survey volume=(1.32 x 10°
abundance and the UV continuum magnitudeg{; > —25) Mpc?). Figure[8 presents these UV LFs of our faint AGNs
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Figure7. Top: Evolution of Lya LDs and UV LDs as a function of redshift. The red circlezat 2.2 shows the Ly LD obtained by this study. The red
pentagon at = 0.3 and hexagon a = 0.9 are the Lyy LDs derived by Cowie ef all (2010) ahd Barger ét[al. (2012peetively. The red squareszat 3.1,
3.7,5.7, and6.6 denote the results 4l (2D08.2010), and the retbctz = 7.3 is the measurement given by Konno €t/al. (2014). The blue sisnb
and shaded area represent the evolution of the dust-uotemire)V LDs. The blue pentagonsat= 0 — 2 and squares a= 2 — 3 are the UV LDs obtained
by[Schiminovich ef al[{2005) and Reddy & Steidel (2009)peesively. The blue circles and pentagon show the UV LDsrgivg[Bouwens et al[ (20115) for
z=3.8,4.9,5.9, 6.8, and7.9, and Ellis ef al.[(2013) foz = 9.0, respectively. The orange symbols and shaded area arenteeasathe blue ones, but for the
dust-corrected UV LDs. The gray shaded area denotes thetievary tendency of the dust-corrected UV LDs scaled td_the LD at z ~ 3 for comparison.

Bottom: Evolution of Ly« escape fractionfCLs{a, as a function of redshift. The red filled symbols show the:lescape fractions derived from the observed Ly
LDs and dust-corrected UV LDs (Equation] 10). The red opentsysrepresent our Ly escape fraction values corrected for IGM absorption usiegélation
of [Madali (1995). The blue open symbols indicate the Bgcape fractions corrected for dust extinction in the cés® dy« resonance scattering (Equation
[14). The magenta solid line is the best-fit function for ourlgscape fraction evolution from= 0to 6 (fCLS{“ = 5.0 x 107% x (1 + 2)2:®), while the black
dashed line is the best-fit function derived by Hayes ef @8112. The magenta dotted line represents the extrapolafitime magenta solid line to > 6.

with black open circles that we call raw UV LFs. The errors UV continuum indices of AGNs, because our sample is too
of the raw UV LFs are the Poisson errors for small number small to make statistically useful subsamples with the -addi
statistics[(Gehréls 1986). tional parameter of the UV continuum indices. In Figlle 9,
Because AGNSs do not always haved.gmission that can  we plot the median values with the black filled diamonds. Be-
be identified by our narrowband observations, the raw UV LFs cause no PDFs of Ly EWs are presented [n_Dietrich ei al.
are incomplete. The raw UV LFs are regarded as the lower(2002), the errors of the black filled diamonds represent the
limits of the AGN UV LFs. To evaluate the incompleteness, measurement uncertainties of d\EWs. Figurd D shows a
we use the relation of .y EWs and UV-continuum mag- correlation, indicating that UV-continuum faint AGNs have
nitudes (the Baldwin effect) given by Dietrich el dl. (2002) large Ly EWs. The red and blue lines in Figure 9 repre-
Dietrich et al. (2002) obtain the median values ohlLEWSs sent our selection limits dbg L1y, > 43.4 erg s * (for the
at a given UV-continuum magnitude bin based on 744 AGNSs gpjects in the bright-end hump) and the EW 20 — 30A
atz ~ 0 — 5, where a negligibly small fraction 10%) of  (for our LAE sample), respectively. In Figure 9, we find that

damped Lyx systems and low quality data is removed from these selection limits (red and biue lines) are far below the
their AGN sample. Note that we do not take into account median values (black diamonds) &fyy < —22.5. Thus,

~
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the faint AGN UV LFs atMyy < —22.5 can be determined 5.3. Ly« Escape Fraction Evolution and

~

with reasonable completeness corrections. Because the Ly the Physical Origins
EW PDFs are not given in_Dietrich etlal. (2002), one cannot |, gection[Zp, we compare the evolution of theaLgnd

simply estimate the incompleteness. However, all of the me- ;y/ | Ds and conclude that the evolutions of dkyand UV
dian values aMyy S —22.5 are placed above the selection | pq are different. To understand the physical origins of the

limits. The maximum correction factor is 2 in the most di ; g ;
- ifferences between kyand UV LD evolutions, we investi-

ibuion. This & becaiee about a alfof the AGNe et mex. Jate evolution of Ly escape fractionsL*. The Lya escape
X fraction evolution is investigated by previous studieg(e.

imum could fall below our selection limits, which can keep = es et all 2011; Blanc etlal. 2011). In this study, we re-
;:dlggrvghure% I";‘]St mgr&gsaﬂose 0<btiu2r12g bweD(l:eOtrrlr(éCtet alvisit the Ly« escape fraction evolution, because there are sig-
) UV ~ ) nificant progresses on the estimates ofvllyDs from recent

the raw UV LFs for the incompleteness with the maximum Subaru, VLT, and HETDEX pilot surveys (e.q.. Cassata et al.

correction factor, and plot the maximally-corrected UV LFs [Ciardullo et 2 :
with the open squares in Figure 8. Because the real UV LF from 'HST UDF12 %W@tﬂ;&%ﬁ%;gs

should be placed between the raw UV LFs and the maximally
corrected UV LFs, we define the best-estimate UV LFs by the Bouwens et al. 2015).
average of the raw and maximally-corrected UV LFs with the

The Ly« escape fraction is defined by

conservative error bars that completely cover theuncer- Lya _ pobslya / int.Uv (10)
tainties of these two UV LFs. The red circles in Figle 8 rep- ese SFRD - /FSFRD >
resent the best-estimate UV LFs. In Figuke 8 , we also presentyhere p2bs:* is the star formation rate densities (SFRDs)

the AGN UV LFs atz ~ 2.2 derived with the SDSS DR9 data _ estimated from the observed &yLDs. The variable of

(the blue circles{ Ross etlal. 2013) and the 2dF-SDSS LRG int.uv represents SFRDs calculated from the intrinsic UV

and QSO survey data (the green circles; Croomlét al.]2009) /SFRD P -

There is a magnitude-range overlap of our, Rosslet al.’s, an hDS thatt %ret_UVfLDs Zc();rrNelcteq for ?_usttextlnlc_:gon. I\(ljobevthat
’s AGN UV LF estimates atfy ~ —24.8. The S commibuiion rom uminosiies 1o kyLDs an

L ) ..LDs are negligibly small due to the low AGN abundance, and
number densities from our, Ross etal.'s, and Croomletal.sy, . \ve regard these byand UV photons are produced by
studies agree very well within the uncertainties at the layger

magnitude, indicating that our AGN UV LF estimates are re- star formation.

liable. We also confirm that the AGN UV LF in our study is we ”i%sfgfam LDs shown in Figurél7 (Sectidnd.2), and

also consistent with that [n Jiang et al. (2006). derive pgpipy - In the estimation of star-formation rates
We fit a double power-law function to the AGN UV LFs (SFRS) from the Ly luminosities, we apply
of ours,[Ross et al! (2013), and Croom €t al. (2009). The 1y _ -1 42
double power-law function for the AGN number density, SFR (Mg yr™7) = Liya (ergs™)/(1.1x 107, (11)
pacn(Muyy), is defined by that is the combination of the ddluminosity-SFR relation
(Kennicutf 1998) and the case B approximat(on (Brockleihurs

pacn(Muv) 1971). Forpspny values, we use the dust-extinction cor-
Phan rected SFRDs derived by Bouwens et Ial..(2015). The SFRDs
I Y P R y— Ao i Doy —Iiowy:  are estimated from the UV LDs that are integrated values of
100-4leacn+1) (Muv=Mign) 4 100-4(Bacn+1)(Muv “G(g)) UV LFs down to0.03L;;y ,_5 (Section 4.2). The SFRs are es-
timated from UV luminosities with the equatidn (Madau €t al.

where ¢} o and M3y are the characteristic number den- 1998),

sity and magnitude of AGNs, respectively. The parameters of SFR (M yr=') = Lyy (erg s Hz71)/(8 x 10%7), (12)
aaan andSacgn determine the faint- and bright-end slopes .

of the AGN UV LFs. We obtain the best-fit parameters of where Lyy is the UV luminosity measured at 15@0 The
Phen = 1.8+£0.2 x 107% Mpc™3, M,y = —26.2 £ 0.1, dust extinction values are evaluated from the UV-continuum
aagNy = —1.2+0.1, andBagy = —3.3 £ 0.1, and present  slope measurements with the relation of Meurer et al. (1999)
the best-fit function with the red line in Figuré 8. Our result The UV LDs corresponding to these SFRDs are presented in
suggest that the faint-end slope gn is moderately flat at  Figure[7. Note that the Salpeter IMF is assumed in Equations
Myy ~ —23 - —25. m) andlZIlZ).

Ross et dl.[(2013) and Croom et al. (2009) show the faint- From these SFRDs, we estimatenLgscape fractions with
end slopes a ~ 2.2 areaacy = —1.3707 and—1.4+ 0.2, Equation[(ID). The bottom panel of Figlile 7 presents the Ly
respectively, that are consistent with our result. Becauseescape fractions at~ 0 — 8. We fit a power-law function of
relatively steep faint-end slopesi{an ~ —1.5 - —1.8 x (1+2)" to these Ly escape fraction estimateszat- 0—6,
are obtained forz = 4 — 6.5 AGNs (lkedaet gl 1: wheren is the power law index. We obtain the best-fit func-
[Giallongo et all 2015), our moderately flat faint-end slope a tion of ¥ = 5.0 x 10=% x (1 + 2)?-®. The best-fit function
z ~ 2.2 would suggest that the faint-end slope steepens to-is shown in the bottom panel of Figtire 7. The best-fit function
ward highz. Figure[8 displays the two models of a pure lu- indicates a large increase of &yescape fractions from~ 0
minosity evolution (PLE) model and a luminosity evolution to 6 by two orders of magnitude, although the data points of
and density evolution (LEDE) model that are introduced by z > 6 depart from the best-fit function. This trend is simi-

l. 3). Comparing these two models, we find thatlar to the one claimed by Haves et al. (2011). We compare
the LEDE model explains our AGN UV LFs better than the the results of Hayes etlal. (2011) with this study in the butto
PLE model. This comparison suggests that the AGN UV LF panel of Figurél7. Although the general evolutionary trend
evolution involves both luminosities and densities. is the same ih_ Hayes eflal.’s and our results, there is an off-
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Figure9. Lya EWp as a function of UV-continuum magnitude of AGN.
The black diamonds represent the median values of the azbéya EW,

at a given UV-continuum magnitude, and the black dashedi$ire best-
fit linear function obtained bly_Dietrich etlal. (2002). Theagrbars of the
black diamonds indicate the measurement uncertaintidedfyoe EWs. The
red solid line shows a locus of the luminosity farg L1y, = 43.4 erg
s~ 1, which is a selection criterion for our faint AGNs. The bluastied
line denotes the EWthreshold for selection of our = 2.2 LAEs (i.e.,
~ 20 — 30A).

set between these two results. This offset is explained éy th
differences of the Ly and UV luminosity limits for deriving

the Lya and UV LDs from Lyx and UV LFs, respectively.
In fact, we obtain Ly escape fractions consistent with those
of [Hayes et dlI.[(2011), if we calculate thed.escape frac-
tions with the Lyv and UV luminosity limits same as those of
Hayes et dl 1). In other words, the choice ofland UV
luminosity limits moderately change the dwescape fraction
estimates, but the two-orders of magnitude evolution af Ly
escape fractions is significantly larger than these changes
should be noted that, if we calculaféy® with our Lya LF
and the Sobral et al.’s & LFs, we obtainfly® = 0.013
that is consistent with our original estimate with the UV LFs
(flye = 0.011). Thus, there are no significant systematics in
fLye estimates for the choices of UV andhHLFs. Recently,
Matthee et dl.[(2016) obtain th€2* value atz = 2.2 from

the Lya/Ha flux measurements of their 17aHmitters. They
obtain a median value ofl¥~ = 0.016 & 0.005 that is also
consistent with ours.

At z > 6, there exist the departures of thedgscape frac-
tion estimates from the best-fit function (the bottom pariel o
Figure[T). Moreover, the departure becomes larger toward
highz There is a decrease of kyescape fractions from
Z ~ 6 to 8 by a factor of~ 2. Because the redshift range
of z > 6 corresponds to the epoch of reionization (EoR), this
decrease of Ly escape fractions at=> 6 is explained by the
increase of Ly scattering of H in the IGM at the EoR. In
other words, it is likely that the physical origin of thgy«
decrease a 2 6 is cosmic reionization. This result is in the
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different form of the previous results that claim the sigmat wherepg‘g‘;;’g’w is the dust-uncorrected UV SFRDs (Section
of cosmic reionization based on thedyuminosity function  [4.2) calculated with Equatiof_(IL.2). The valuelafy is the
decrease at > 6 (e.g. ' ' iefal. extinction coefficient at 1508, which is derived with the
2010; Kashikawa et al. 20111; Shibuya et al. 2012; Jiang et al.Calzetti’s extinction law[(Calzetti et HI. 2000y = 10.3.
2013;/Konno et &l. 2014) and the dyemitting galaxy frac- ~ We thus obtair?(B — V'), values ovez ~ 0 — 6. From these
tion d;ecrease at > 6 (g.g. Pentericci et 1; Ono et al. E(B - V), values, we estimatﬁi‘sﬁust with

Here, we discuss the physical mechanism of the large, two flye 1 =0-4xki216 X B(B=V)gas (14)
orders of magnitude increase ' from z ~ 0 to 6. Note escdust -
that fL¥o is defined as the ratio of the byLD to the UV wherek216 is the extinction coefficient at 1226 k1216 =
LD of star-forming galaxies. Since these LDs are mainly con- 12.0, estimated with the Calzetti etlal.’s law. Here we adopt
tributed by continuum faint galaxies withiyy > —19, ma-  E(B —V)gas = E(B — V), /0.44 (Calzetti et all. 2000). The
jority of which show Ly in emission mm, we blue open symbols in Figuié 7 present thexlgscape frac-

£

regard LAEs as a dominant population of higlstar-forming  tion values corrected for dust extinctiofil2,* /=%, in
galaxies in the following discussion. the case of no resonance scattering. The dust-correcied Ly

The_re are four possible physical m_echanlsms for the Iargeescape fractions are nearly unityzat- 6, while these frac-
fLyeincrease fromy ~ 0 to 6: evolutions of stellar popu-  tions significantly drop fromz ~ 4t0 z ~ 0. At z ~ 0,
lation, outflow, dust extinction, and byscattering of Hin  the dust-corrected Ly escape fraction is about an order of
the galaxy’s ISM. It should be noted that the IGM absorption magnitude smaller than unity. There is a clear redshift de-
of Lya becomes strong from ~ 0 to 6, and that the evo-  pendence. We find that the large fraction ofiLgscape frac-
lution of IGM absorption suppress¢&’ (see below for the  tion evolution can be partly explained by dust extinctiothwi
quantitative arguments), which cannot be a physical mech-no resonance scattering, but that there still remains tige la
anism for thef.¥“ increase towards high- For the pos-  discrepancy at < 4. Thus, the largefLy evolution re-
sibility of stellar population evolution, the estimatestbé quires the evolution of Ly scattering of H in the galaxy’s
fLye would increase, if more ionizing photons for a given I1SM from z ~ 0 to 6 that enhances the dust attenuation.
SFR are produced in galaxies that have very massive star®ue to the resonance nature of thenlline, an increase of
found in the early stage of star-formation. However, the-ave the H density provides longer path lengths that strengthen
age/median stellar ages of LAEs for a constant star-foonati the effects of the ISM scattering with a small amount of
history are10 — 300 Myr atz = 2 — 6 (c.g.,[Gawiser etal.  dust. Indeed, several studies suggest that the higdeH-
[2006; Pirzkal et [. 2007; Lai etlal. 2008; Ono efal. 2010a,b; sity of star-forming galaxies largely scatter d.yphotons
[Guaita et al. 2011), which are comparable with those-at) (Shapley et él. 2003; Pentericci etlal. 2007; Verhammelet al.
(e.g.,[Cowie et al. 2011; Hayes etal. 2014). Because theré2008; Atek et al. 2009; Pardy etlal. 2014).
are no systematic differences in stellar ages by redshidt, t Here, we estimate theltolumn density/NVy,, of ISM that
difference of stellar population does not explain the large  needs to explain the largé® increase fronz ~ 0 to 6 with
crease off¥®. For the possibility of outflow, it is likely  the non-resonant extinction values obtained by the observa
that gas outflow of galaxies help &yphotons escape from tional data. We use the 3D byMonte-Carlo radiative transfer
the ISM, because the byresonance wavelength of the ISM code, MCLya of Verhamme etlal. (2006) and Schaerer|et al.
is redshifted by the bulk gas motion of outflow. If there is a (2011). The MCLya code computes thed yadiative trans-
systematic difference in outflow velocities, thfg¥~ values  fer in an expanding homogeneous shell of ISMatd dust
change. Because the typical outflow velocities of LAEs are that surrounds a central bysource. The dust extinction ef-
50—200 km s~! that show no systematic change over the red- fects are self-consistently calculated for the resonaineeof
shift range ok ~ 0—6 (Hashimoto et dl. 2013; Wofford etlal. Lya. The MCLya code has four physical parameters to de-
2013; Erb et dl. 2014; Shibuya ef al. 2D14; Stark &t al. R015;scribe the physical properties of the sheN,, the nebular
Rivera-Thorsen et al. 2018) the galaxy outflow would not ~ dust extinctionE(B — V)., the radial expansion velocity
be a major reason of the larg&¥® increase. For the possibil-  Uexp. @nd the Doppler parametkthat includes both thermal
ity of dust extinction evolution, itis thought that the anmoof ~ @nd turbulent gas motions within the shell. At each redshift
dust in galaxies decreases framv 0 to 6, and that galaxies ~ Shown in Figurél7, we derive the best-estimaig value, us-
with small dust extinction have large:y> values. Because N9 th?E(B — V)gas Values obtained above. We get 12.8
the dust attenuation of Lyis enhanced by the resonance scat- Km s~ that is a fiducial value, although tiigparameter neg-
tering of Hi in the galaxy’s ISM that depends on the ¢en-  igibly changes our results. Fat.,, we adopt the average
sity, we first obtain crude estimates of dust extinctioneffe ~ outflow velocity of galaxies az ~ 0 — 6, vexp = 150 km
with no resonance scattering. We estimate the luminosity av s_* (Jones et al. 2012; Hashimoto et/al. 2013; Shibuyalet al.
eraged stellar extinctiod;(B — V)., from the dust-corrected 12014 Stark et al. 2015; Rivera-Thorsen et al. 2015). Bexaus
and uncorrected UV LDs by the equation, the outflow velocity measurements, available to date, have
large uncertainties, we allow the moderately large range of
outflow velocities,ve,, = 50 — 200 km s~1, that includes
most of outflow velocity measurements for the lewand
high- LAEs and LBGs so far obtained (Jones et al. 2012;
6 These outflow velocity measurements are obtained for U\fwonm Hashimoto et al. 2013: Shibu; /a etlal, 204 Stark Bt al.[2015;

lvera- )

int,UV _ 17104xE(B-V),xk uncorr,UV
Psrrp = 10 ( Jexhuv PSFRD (13)

bright galaxies, except for a few lensed galaxies. Becausetitflow ve- R T [ 2015
locities of LAEs are similar to those of LBGs (150-200 kmls e.g., :

(2013; Erb etlal. 2074- Shibuya &t al. ?014}cbhtinuum We obtain the best-estimalé,, values with the three fixed
faint galaxies would have the outflow velocity comparablethtat of UV- parameters for the MCLya code, calculating thexlgscape

bright galaxies. fractions that agrees with those of the observational esém
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For the observational estimates of thenLgscape fractions,
we use the Ly escape fraction that is corrected for the IGM

absorption,fLye / fve - (red open symbols in the bottom

esc /fesc,IGM
panel of Figur€l?), WherﬁLsif}GM is the Ly escape fraction

©

contributed only by the IGM HLy « absorption. We estimate
fr¥en with the formalism of Madau (1995), assuming no
effects of Lyw dumping wing absorption that is negligible in
the redshift range of = 0—6 after the cosmic reionization. In
Figure[I0, we show the best-estimafg, values for the aver-
age outflow velocity 0f.., = 150 km s~1. We fit a function

of Ny, = n*(z"/ exp(2))P exp(— exp(z)/Z*) /Z" to theseNy,
estimates at = 0 — 6, wherep, n*, andz* are free parame-
ters. We obtain the best-fit parameters:6f= 1.25 x 102!
cm2, p = 0.52, andz* = 329. In Figure[10, the black solid

curve represents the best-fit function, and the gray shaded

area exhibits théVy, range of the best-fit function that is al-
lowed in the outflow velocity range af.., = 50 — 200 km

s~!. Figure[I0 indicates thaVy, decreases from ~ 0 to

6, and the best-estimat¥y, values atz ~ 0, 2, and6 are

~ 7 x 10", ~ 3 x 10", and~ 1 x 10" cm~2, respectively.
Our Ny, estimates agree with the one obtained by the inde-
pendent approach

in FigureII(Di% %514) meas\Ng, of star-forming

galaxies az ~ 0.1 with the H imaging and spectroscopic
data of the 100m Green Bank Telescoet al.
(2015) also estimatéVy, with Ly« line profiles of galaxies
at z ~ 2 based on the high resolution spectra, and these
Ny, estimates are similar to those of our study. The agree-

ments between our results and these studies suggest that our

Ny, estimates are reasonably reliable. In Fidurk 10, we find
that the Ny, decrease with dust extinction of byresonant
scattering can explain the largé¥* increase az ~ 0 — 6,
even if we allow the uncertainty of the outflow velocity mea-
surements. The picture of th®y, decrease is consistent
with the increase of the ionization parameter towards high-
z suggested by Nakajima & Ouchi (2014). Because high-
galaxies with a high ionization parameter may have density-
bounded nebulae (see Figure 12 of Nakajima & Qlchi 2014),
a large fraction of neutral hydrogen in ISM is ionized, which
shows a smallNVy,. The Ny, decrease is also consistent
with the picture that the ionizing photon escape fraction in
creases towards high{e.g.,lInoue et al. 2006; Ouchi et al.
2009; Dijkstra et al. 2014; Nakajima & Outhi 2014). Our re-
sults suggest that the largéy“ increase is self-consistently
explained by the decreasifng;,, which weakens the ISM dust
attenuation through the kyresonance scattering. If we as-
sume the expanding shell models, the typida) decreases
from~ 7 x 10" (z~ 0)to~ 1 x 10" cm~2 (z~ 6).

6. SUMMARY

We have conducted the deep and large-area
Subaru/Suprime-Cam imaging survey with the narrow-
band filter, NB387. We have observed five independent
blank fields of SXDS, COSMOS, CDFS, HDFN, and SSA22
whose total survey areais 1.43 deg?. We make the sample
consisting of 3,137 LAEs at = 2.2, which is the largest
LAE sample, to date, that is about an order of magnitude
larger than the typical LAE samples in previous studies.
The sample covers a very wide dyluminosity range of
log Lyo = 41.7 — 44.4 erg s'! that allows us to determine
bright and faint ends of the kyLFs. The major findings of
our study are summarized below.
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Figure 10. Redshift evolution of the Hcolumn density,Ny,, of LAES, as
derived from the 3D Ly Monte-Carlo radiative transfer code, MCLya. The
red filled circles show the best-estimatgy, values for the average outflow
velocity of vexp = 150 km s™1 (see text). The black solid curve is the
best-fit function for theséVy, values. The gray shaded area represents the
Ny, range of the best-fit function allowed for the outflow velgaiange of

al. (2014), which is presentetex, = 50 — 200 km s~1. The black open circle denotes the mesp,

value atz ~ 0.1 from the radio observations (Pardy et’al. 2014).

1. Using our large LAE sample, we derive thed y Fs
atz = 2.2 with small uncertainties including Poisson
statistics and cosmic variance errors (Figule 5). We
fit a Schechter function to our best-estimatexLiyF
atz = 2.2, and obtain the best-fit Schechter param-

eters ofLj , = 5297157 x 10*2 erg 57!, 97, =
6.32139% x 107 Mpc2, anda = —1.7570-¢5 with

no priori assumptions in the parameters. We find that
the faint-end slope of the kyLF atz = 2 is steep. The
faint-end slope is comparable to that of UV-continuum

LFs atz ~ 2 reported by Reddy & Steidel (2009) and
(2014).

. In our best-estimate ky LF atz = 2.2, we find a
bright-end hump atog L1y, > 43.4 erg s'!, where
the Lya LF significantly exceeds beyond the best-fit
Schechter function (Figulé 5). We investigate our LAES
making the bright-end hump with multiwavelength data
of X-ray, UV, and radio that are available in the SXDS
and COSMOS fields. We find that all of the LAEs at
log L1yo > 43.4erg s ! are detected in the X-ray, UV,
or radio band. This result indicates that this bright-end
hump is not originated from the gravitational lensing
magnification bias but AGNs.

. We identify a moderate but significant increase of the
Lya LF by a factor of< 2 fromz ~ 2 to 3. We extend
our investigation fronx = 2 —3toz = 0 — 8 and
present the overall evolutionary trends ofdL{/Fs: the
large increase of the kyLFs fromz ~ 0 to 3, no evolu-
tion of the Ly LFs atz ~ 3—6, and the decrease of the
Lya LFs atz ~ 6 and beyond. Calculating the kyLDs
by the integrations of these by Fs, we show that Ly
LDs increase nearly by two orders of magnitude from
z ~ 0 to 3, and that Lyv LDs decreases by a factor of
~ 2 fromz ~ 6 to 8 (see also Deharveng et al. 2008;
|Ouchi et all 2008; Konno et Al. 2014). This increase at
z ~ 0 to 3 is significantly faster than the one of UV
LDs, and the decrease at> 6 is more rapid than the
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one of UV LDs.

. Based on the LAEs with the detection(s) in the X-ray,
UV, or radio band, we derive the AGN UV-continuum
LF atz ~ 2 down to the faint magnitude limit of
Myy ~ —22.5. We find that our AGN UV LF cov-
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