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ABSTRACT
Wepresent amethod that derives the dust temperatures and infrared (IR) luminosities of high-redshift galaxies assuming radiation
equilibrium in a simple dust and stellar distribution geometry.Using public data from theAtacamaLargeMillimeter/submillimeter
Array (ALMA) archive, we studied dust temperatures assuming a clumpy interstellar medium (ISM) model for high-redshift
galaxies, then tested the consistency of our results with those obtained using other methods. We find that a dust distribution
model assuming a clumpiness of log 𝜉clp = −1.02±0.41 may accurately represent the ISM of high-redshift star-forming galaxies.
By assuming a value of 𝜉clp, our method enables the derivation of dust temperatures and IR luminosities of high-redshift galaxies
from dust continuum fluxes and emission sizes obtained from single-band ALMA observations. to demonstrate the method
proposed herein, we determined the dust temperature (𝑇d = 95+13−17 K) of a 𝑧 ∼ 8.3 star-forming galaxy, MACS0416-Y1. Because
the method only requires a single-band dust observation to derive a dust temperature, it is more easily accessible than multi-band
observations or high-redshift emission line searches and can be applied to large samples of galaxies in future studies using high
resolution interferometers such as ALMA.
Key words: galaxies:high-redshift – galaxies:ISM – submillimetre:ISM

1 INTRODUCTION

Investigating star-formation activity in the high-redshift Universe is
a key to understanding the origins and evolution of galaxies. Over
the past decades, deep and wide field near-infrared (NIR) surveys
have provided large samples of data for high-redshift star-forming
galaxies. These surveys have significantly advanced our knowledge
about the history of star-formation activity in the Universe, showing
the star-formation rate density of the Universe rapidly increases from
very high redshift to 𝑧 ∼ 3, reaches a plateau at 𝑧 ∼ 3 − 2, then
decreases slowly over ∼ 10 billion years, until 𝑧 = 0 (see Madau &
Dickinson 2014 for a review).
The Atacama LargeMillimeter/submillimeter Array (ALMA) sys-

tem has revolutionized our understanding of dust-obscured star-
formation activity at high redshift by virtue of its unprecedented
sensitivity and angular resolution. ALMA’s follow-up observations
of rest-frameUV luminous galaxies have revealed that a large fraction
of star-formation activities are dust-obscured, even at high redshift
(e.g., Fudamoto et al. 2020b; Gruppioni et al. 2020; Khusanova et al.
2021; Zavala et al. 2021; Schouws et al. 2022). In addition, ALMA
has identified the existence of heavily dust-obscured galaxies that
are extremely faint; their detection is challenging even when us-
ing extremely sensitive rest-frame UV emission observations (e.g.,
Wang et al. 2019; Fudamoto et al. 2021). These studies have demon-
strated the importance of observational constraints on dust-obscured

★ E-mail: y.fudamoto@aoni.waseda.jp

star-formation activities as tools to provide a comprehensive under-
standing of galaxy growth at high redshift (see Hodge & da Cunha
2020, for a review).
However, several studies have noted that estimated infrared lu-

minosities (𝐿IR) and, hence, dust-obscured star-formation activities
from ALMA observations have large systematic uncertainties (e.g.,
Fudamoto et al. 2020a; Faisst et al. 2020; Sommovigo et al. 2021; Fer-
rara et al. 2022). The major uncertainty comes from the fact that typ-
ical ALMA observations provide a very sparse sampling of the rest-
frame far-infrared (FIR) spectral energy distributions (SED). From
the limited wavelength coverage of observations, one thus needs to
extrapolate the sparsely sampled FIR SED assuming a specific dust
temperature to estimate the total 𝐿IR, considering a wavelength range
of 𝜆 = 8 − 1000 𝜇m.
Recent efforts to study FIR SEDs of high-redshift galaxies through

stacking FIR data over wide wavelength ranges (e.g., Schreiber et al.
2018; Béthermin et al. 2020) have revealed that the average dust
temperatures of high-redshift galaxies are much higher than those of
local galaxies. Alternatively, although the required observations are
very time-consuming, several studies have used small samples of dust
temperature measurements combining multi-band ALMA observa-
tions to cover a relatively wide wavelength range in the rest-frame
FIR (Faisst et al. 2020; Bakx et al. 2021; Algera et al. 2023). In addi-
tion to direct observational constraints on FIR SEDs, a combination
of theoretical models and observed data enabled the prediction of
dust temperatures for high-redshift galaxies (e.g., Sommovigo et al.
2021; Ferrara et al. 2022).
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2 Y. Fudamoto et al.

Recently, Inoue et al. (2020) (hereafter, I20) developed a simple
alternative analytical approach that enables the derivation of dust
temperatures and IR luminosities using single-band dust continuum
observations, dust emission sizes, and dust-to-stellar distribution ge-
ometry models. So far, the method is restricted to relatively few
examples (I20; Sugahara et al. 2021), but has been shown to ac-
curately constrain the dust temperature of high-redshift galaxies. In
this paper, we further examine the applicability of the method devel-
oped in I20, calibrate the model using public data from the ALMA
archive, and provide Python scripts to derive dust temperature using
single ALMA continuum measurements. The code used herein has
been made publicly available1 and is readily applicable for deriv-
ing dust temperatures and IR luminosities using upcoming ALMA
single-band continuum observations.
Herein, we define “dust temperature” as luminosity weighted,

galaxy-scale averaged temperatures derived from single-temperature
modified black body function fits to the observed FIR SEDs of galax-
ies (e.g., Casey 2012; Liang et al. 2019). Thus, we treat the simplified
dust properties of galaxies, as detailed observations that are not avail-
able in existing FIR observations of high-redshift galaxies, (such as
radial gradients of dust temperature, see e.g., Galliano et al. 2018,
for a review).
This paper is organized as follows: in §2 we describe the sam-

ples and observations used. In §3, we present the methodology ap-
plied. §4 shows results on the dust temperatures. In §5, we com-
pare dust temperatures derived using the present approach with
those derived using other methods. Finally, we present our conclu-
sions in §6. Throughout this paper, we assume a cosmology with
(Ω𝑚,ΩΛ, ℎ) = (0.3, 0.7, 0.7).

2 DATA

We used public data from the ALMA archive of nine normal star-
forming galaxies at 𝑧 ∼ 5.5 to 𝑧 ∼ 8.3 (see Table 1). We selected
high-redshift (𝑧 > 5) galaxy observations with relatively high resolu-
tion (< 1′′) ALMA observations showing significant dust continuum
detection in order to assure secure dust emission size measurements.
Such secure measurements are required as they comprise an essen-
tial parameter in the method developed herein (see §3). We used
galaxies with multiwavelength dust detections in order to calibrate
the dust emission model (i.e., HZ4, HZ6, HZ9, HZ10, A1689-zD1,
and B14-65666), and applied this model to predict the dust temper-
atures of galaxies with only single-wavelength continuum detection
(i.e., J2017-0208, J1211-0118, andMACS04160-Y1). We briefly de-
scribe the galaxies used in this study in the following:

• HZ4 (𝑧 = 5.544), HZ6 (𝑧 = 5.293), HZ9 (𝑧 = 5.541), and HZ10
(𝑧 = 5.293) have ALMA band-6 (𝜆rest ∼ 200 𝜇m), band-7 (𝜆rest ∼
160 𝜇m), and band-8 (𝜆rest ∼ 110 𝜇m) continuum detections. Deep
multi-band ALMA observations show that the studied galaxies are
characterized by robust dust temperature measurements (Pavesi et al.
2019; Faisst et al. 2020). Flux density measurements used are from
Faisst et al. (2020).

• J1211-0118 (𝑧 = 6.029) and J0217-0208 (𝑧 = 6.204) have
been characterized by multiwavelength ALMA observations using
band-6 (𝜆rest ∼ 200 𝜇m), band-7 (𝜆rest ∼ 160 𝜇m), and band-8
(𝜆rest ∼ 90 𝜇m) (Harikane et al. 2020). Although these galaxies have
multiwavelength FIR observations, dust temperatures are only poorly

1 https://github.com/yfudamoto/FIS22sed.git

constrained due to weak or non-detection in the band-8 continuum,
leaving a narrow wavelength coverage of dust continuum detections.
Thus, we treat these galaxies as having unconstrained dust temper-
atures. We used flux density measurements from Harikane et al.
(2020).

• A1689-zD1 (𝑧 = 7.13) is a strongly lensed galaxy with a mag-
nification factor of 𝜇 = 9.3 (Knudsen et al. 2017). It has been char-
acterized by ALMA observations using band-6 (𝜆rest ∼ 160 𝜇m),
band-7 (𝜆rest ∼ 100 𝜇m), band-8 (𝜆rest ∼ 90 𝜇m), and band-9
(𝜆rest ∼ 50 𝜇m). These multiwavelength observations indicate that
A1689-zD1 has one of the most robust dust temperature constraints
at 𝑧 > 7 (Watson et al. 2015; Knudsen et al. 2017; Bakx et al. 2021).
We used flux density measurements from Bakx et al. (2021), and size
measurements from I20.

• B14-65666 (𝑧 = 7.15; also known as Big Three Dragons) shows
two clumps in rest-UV and dust, suggesting an ongoing merger event
(Bowler et al. 2018; Hashimoto et al. 2019, 2022). B14-65666 has
been characterized by multiwavelength ALMA observations using
band-6 (𝜆rest ∼ 160 𝜇m), band-7 (𝜆rest ∼ 120 𝜇m), and band-8
(𝜆rest ∼ 90 𝜇m) and is treated as a dust temperature constrained
sample. For the analysis presented herein, we used flux density and
size measurements from Sugahara et al. (2021).

• MACS0416-Y1 (𝑧 = 8.3118) exhibits a significant dust contin-
uum detection in band-8 (𝜆rest ∼ 90 𝜇m; Tamura et al. 2019); how-
ever, observation of the sensitive follow-up band-5 (𝜆rest ∼ 160 𝜇m)
resulted in non-detection of the dust continuum. The strong lower
limits of the dust temperature show extremely high dust temperatures
of 𝑇d & 80K (Bakx et al. 2020). We therefore treat MACS0416-Y1
as a dust-temperature unconstrained sample. We used flux density
measurements from Bakx et al. (2021) and size measurements from
Tamura et al. (2019).

3 METHODS

3.1 ISM Geometry and Radiation Model: the Clumpy Sphere
Distribution

We used the dust emission model presented in I20, in which dust
absorption and emission assume radiative equilibrium. By incorpo-
rating ISM geometry models and the observed sizes of dust emission,
I20 successfully developed a simple analytical method by which dust
temperature and luminosity could be estimated. In their method,
assuming radiative equilibrium and dust geometry models, dust tem-
perature and mass (and thus dust emission luminosity) are not inde-
pendent variables, but exhibit a one-to-one connection.
I20 considered three different assumptions regarding ISM-to-

stellar distributions, i.e., the uniform shell, uniform sphere, and
clumpy sphere distributions. Herein, we used the clumpy sphere dis-
tributionmodel with an analytical multi-phasemedium (e.g., Neufeld
1991; Hobson & Padman 1993; Városi & Dwek 1999; Inoue 2005)
because it incorporates the complicated geometry of star-forming
galaxies at high redshift.
In the clumpy sphere distribution of I20, the ISM and thus the

dust, is assumed to reside both in clumps and in interclump media.
Clumps and radiation sources are independently and uniformly dis-
tributed in a sphere, while the interclump medium fills the rest of
the space. Clumps, the interclump medium, and radiation sources
are uniformly distributed and have homogeneous properties. A den-
sity contrast is allowed between clumps and the interclump medium.
To simplify the model, I20 further assumed a high-density contrast
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Estimating Dust SEDs of high-redshift galaxies 3

Table 1. Summary of Galaxy Properties

Name redshift UV luminosity FWHMmajor FWHMminor Ref.
×1011 L� kpc kpc

HZ4 5.544 1.8 ± 0.2 5.4 ± 1.2 4.8 ± 1.2 1,2,3
HZ6 5.293 2.1 ± 0.1 6.1 ± 1.2 4.3 ± 1.2 1,2,3
HZ9 5.541 0.9 ± 0.1 1.8 ± 0.6 1.8 ± 0.6 1,2,3
HZ10 5.293 2.2 ± 0.3 5.5 ± 0.6 1.4 ± 0.2 1,2,3

A1689_zD1∗ 7.13 0.21 ± 0.02 8.9 ± 0.5 2.6 ± 0.5 4,5
B14-65666 7.152 2.0 ± 0.2 3.6 ± 1.0 1.0 ± 0.5 6,7,8
J0217-0208 6.2037 4.4 ± 0.2 2.8 ± 1.1 1.7 ± 1.1 9,10
J1211-0118 6.0293 4.6 ± 0.3 1.3 ± 0.2 0.4 ± 0.2 9,10

MACS0416-Y1∗ 8.3118 4.1 ± 0.1 1.7 ± 0.4 0.5 ± 0.2 11

∗A16889_zD1 and MACS0416-Y1 are gravitationally magnified with magnification factors
of 𝜇 = 9.3 and 𝜇 = 1.43, respectively. Demagnified properties are listed in this table.
References: 1: Capak et al. (2015), 2: Faisst et al. (2020), 3: Pavesi et al. (2019), 4: Watson
et al. (2015), 5: Bakx et al. (2021), 6: Bowler et al. (2018),7: Hashimoto et al. (2022), 8:
Sugahara et al. (2021), 9: Matsuoka et al. (2018), 10: Harikane et al. (2020), 11: Tamura
et al. (2019).

case, neglecting opacity in the interclump medium, and denoting an
extremely tenuous interclump medium. In such a case, we can de-
scribe the opacity of each clump as 𝜏cl ≈ 𝜏hom 𝜉clp, where 𝜏hom is the
opacity when dust in the system is distributed homogeneously. Here
𝜉clp is a dimensionless, free parameter controlling the clumpiness of
the system, termed the clumpiness parameter.
Under the assumption, I20 describes an ISM and dust geometry

model, leaving clumpiness (𝜉clp) as a free parameter. In return, as-
suming 𝜉clp and measuring the size of the source, the dust geometry
can be fully determined such that the radiative equilibrium assump-
tion enables dust SED, and thus temperature and luminosity, to be
derived.
Practical use of the I20 model assuming radiative equilibrium and

clumpy sphere geometry requires that assumes a 𝜉cl and uses mea-
surements of rest-frame UV luminosity, redshift, FIR emission size,
and FIR flux as observation-based inputs. These measurements are
available from moderately high angular resolution ALMA observa-
tions, even with single-band dust continuum observations. Therefore,
assuming a reasonable value of 𝜉cl, the method is readily applica-
ble and requires only a relatively small amount of observation time
compared with observations obtaining multiple data points across a
wide wavelength range.

3.2 Size Measurement

Although most of the essential physical parameters for the sample
used are available from existing literature (see references in Table
1), dust continuum emission sizes are sometimes unavailable (HZ4,
HZ6, HZ9, HZ10, J2017-0208, and J1211-0118). We therefore per-
formed FIR size measurements using significant dust continuum
data.
In particular, we performed visibility-based size measurements us-

ing the taskuv_fit in the software packageGILDAS2. After creating
continuum visibility by masking emission lines, we used a single 2D

2 GILDAS is an interferometry data reduction and analysis software devel-
oped by Institut de Radioastronomie Millimétrique (IRAM) and is available
fromhttps://www.iram.fr/IRAMFR/GILDAS/. To convert ALMA mea-
surement sets to GILDAS/MAPPING uv-tables, we followed the approach
described at https://www.iram.fr/IRAMFR/ARC/documents/filler/
casa-gildas.pdf

Gaussian source model for data fitting. The free parameters of the
fittings are source positions, major/minor axis FWHMs, position an-
gles, and source fluxes. Size measurements are summarized in Table
1.
We further evaluated whether the measured FWHMs from fitting

visibility data are consistent with those from fitting image plane
data. To measure FWHM in the image plane, we created images
using the NATURAL weighting scheme and cleaned these down to
three times RMSs, where RMSs are calculated using dirty images.
2D Gaussian fitting using CASA task IMFIT was performed on the
cleaned images, showing that the measured sizes match well with
those measured from visibility data. For the following analysis, we
used FIR sizes obtained from visibility data.
Geometric means were calculated for the best fit major and minor

axis FWHMs and used as the radii of the dust continua: 𝑟dust =√
𝑎 𝑏/2, where 𝑎 is the major axis FWHM and 𝑏 is the FWHM of the
minor axis. This simplification is required because the I20 method
assumes only spherical dust emission geometry. Further studies using
more complex dust geometry are beyond the scope of this study.

3.3 Fitting

For ease of operation, we devised two customized routines using
Python: (1) a routine to the estimate dust geometry parameter (𝜉clp),
dust temperature, dust mass, and IR luminosity using multiwave-
length FIR continuum measurements (see §4.1), and (2) a routine to
estimate the dust temperature, dust mass, and IR luminosity assum-
ing a fixed dust geometry parameter 𝜉cl, using single-wavelength FIR
continuum measurements (see §4.2). All codes and their associated
documentation are publicly available (see URL in the §1).
For the fitting, we used minimize from the Python package
scipy.optimize to perform chi-square minimization. Uncertain-
ties in dust temperature, dust mass (IR luminosity), and the clumpi-
ness parameter were estimated using the Monte-Carlo technique by
fluctuating the measurements (i.e., UV luminosity, IR size, fluxes
of galaxies) 1000 times and assuming Gaussian distributions with
measured one sigma errors. The resulting output distributions were
used to estimate the median, 16th, and 84th percentiles, which are
treated as the final estimated values and uncertainties, respectively.
Dust emission is assumed to be optically thin modified black body

radiation, as is typical used for high-redshift galaxies (Casey 2012),
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Figure 1. Derived clumpiness parameters (𝜉clp) plotted against dust temperatures (left panel) and IR luminosities (right panel) using the clumpy media dust
geometry. Error bars show 1 𝜎 uncertainty estimated using the Monte-Carlo technique. Our results indicate an average value of log 𝜉clp = −1.0 ± 0.4 (dashed
gray line), which we applied to the single-wavelength observation sample. The dotted line in the left panel shows a linear fit to the tentative relation between
log 𝜉clp and dust temperature.

Table 2. Summary of the Fitting Results

Name Dust Temperature Dust Mass IR Luminosity log 𝜉cl
K log (𝑀d/M�) log (𝐿d/L�)

HZ4 59+18−16 7.1+0.3−0.2 12.2+0.5−0.5 −1.37+0.82−2.33
HZ6 26+6−4 8.4+0.4−0.4 11.4+0.2−0.1 −0.19+0.12−0.17
HZ9 41+5−4 7.9+0.1−0.1 12.1+0.2−0.1 −1.14+0.13−0.16
HZ10 36+2−2 8.5+0.1−0.1 12.3+0.1−0.1 −1.02+0.06−0.07

A1689-zD1 38+3−3 7.2+0.1−0.1 11.3+0.1−0.1 −0.92+0.14−0.23
B14-65666 41+23−13 7.4+0.8−0.5 11.7+0.7−0.3 −0.44+0.34−0.62

fixed 𝜉clp sample∗

J0217-0208 74+12−11 6.6+0.2−0.1 12.4+0.3−0.3 –

J1211-0118 59+6−8 7.3+0.2−0.1 12.4+0.2−0.1 –

MACS0416-Y1 95+13−16 6.1+0.2−0.2 12.4+0.2−0.3 –

∗: We used log 𝜉clp = −1.02 ± 0.41 for fixed 𝜉clp objects.

with fixed dust emissivity index (𝛽 = 2). The following fiducial
dust properties were selected based on a compilation of theoretical,
empirical models, and experimental measurements (see Appendix of
I20): mass absorption coefficient (𝜅UV = 5.0 × 104 cm2/g) and dust
emissivity (𝜅0 = 30 cm2/g at 100 𝜇m).

4 RESULTS

4.1 Clumpy Medium Model Fitting using Multiwavelength
ALMA observations

To calibrate the ISMgeometry of themodel, wemeasured the average
value of 𝜉clp for high-redshift galaxies, using the method presented
in I20, to galaxies with multiwavelength continuum detections in
our sample, specifically HZ4, HZ6, HZ9, HZ10, A1689_zD1, and
B14-65666. These galaxies feature at least three band continuum de-
tections at different wavelengths, covering the rest-frame wavelength

of 𝜆rest ∼ 100 𝜇m to ∼ 200 𝜇m. Thus, they provide an ideal sample
for calibrating the clumpiness parameter 𝜉clp of the ISM distribu-
tion geometry model. The input parameters are dust emission size,
measured flux, UV luminosity, and redshift, and the routine output
are dust temperature, dust mass, and ISM clumpiness (𝜉clp). IR lu-
minosities were calculated using dust mass and dust temperature.
Uncertainties were estimated using the Monte-Carlo technique by
fluctuating input parameters assuming Gaussian distributions. Our
results are listed in Table 2 as the free 𝜉clp sample (see Fig. A1 in the
Appendix for the best fit SEDs).
Our fitting accurately reproduced previously obtained dust tem-

peratures and IR luminosities because this and previous studies use
almost identical assumptions for dust emission (i.e., optically thin
modified blackbody emission). By assuming a clumpy ISM geom-
etry model and using dust emission sizes, we also constrained the
ISM clumpiness parameter (𝜉clp).
We found that the average value of log 𝜉clp = 1.02 ± 0.41 (Fig.

MNRAS 000, 1–7 (2022)
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1) when using an average of log 𝜉clp individual galaxies in which
the uncertainty shows the standard deviation of individual log 𝜉clp.
Although we found no clear dependence of 𝜉clp on the other proper-
ties of galaxies studied, we did identify a very tentative correlation
between 𝜉clp and dust temperature (dotted line in the left panel of
Fig. 1). We discuss this tentative correlation below in §5.1, and in
the following analysis, we use the typical clumpiness of the model
ISM geometry, assuming log 𝜉clp = 1.02 ± 0.41.
Systematic uncertainty in the fitting results may arise from our

choice of parameters for dust emission. In particular, we selected a
dust emissivity index of 𝛽 = 2. The dust emissivity index is generally
known to degenerate with dust temperatures derived by fitting to
modified black body functions (see, e.g., discussions in Faisst et al.
2020; I20), although the 𝛽 of each galaxies are poorly constrained
and are usually flexibly selected to consider different possible values
of 𝛽 (e.g., Hashimoto et al. 2019; Sugahara et al. 2021).We tested the
impact of varying 𝛽 in our fitting by considering different values of
𝛽 between 1.5 to 2.5. Indeed, although we found systematic changes
in the derived median dust temperature and 𝜉clp, these variations are
within the 1𝜎 uncertainty derived when fixing 𝛽 = 2.0 (i.e., typical
Δ𝑇d ∼ 5K and Δlog 𝜉d ∼ 0.1). Therefore, the use of a different dust
emissivity index does not change our conclusions; rather, it gives
minor systematic uncertainty in the derived values. At larger values
of 𝛽, the dust temperature becomes lower. Since the 𝛽 values of
individual galaxies are poorly constrained, we used the same fixed 𝛽
(i.e., 2) throughout the calculations.

4.2 Applying the Clumpy Medium Model using
Single-Wavelength ALMA observations

By assuming the ISM clumpiness obtained in the previous step,
we applied our dust emission model to galaxies with only single-
band dust continuum detection (i.e., J2017-0208, J1211-0118, and
MACS0416-Y1) to estimate their dust temperatures and IR luminosi-
ties.
We used the average parameter, log 𝜉clp = 1.02 ± 0.41, estimated

in the first step. We used the same input and output parameters
shown in §4.1, but used only input single-band continuum fluxes.
Uncertainties were estimated using the Monte-Carlo technique by
fluctuating input parameters assuming Gaussian distributions. Based
on this estimation, we obtained reasonable dust temperatures in the
range of 51−83K. Results are listed as the fixed 𝜉clp sample in Table
2. We compare our estimated dust temperature with previous results
in §5.2.

5 DISCUSSION

5.1 Uncertainty of Fixing Dust Geometry

Using high-redshift galaxies and assuming ISM geometry, we esti-
mated the dust temperatures and IR luminosities of galaxies even
when only single dust emission observations were available (see
§4.2). However, this approach is possible only when we fix ISM
clumpiness (𝜉clp); furthermore, we need to estimate the uncertainty
introduced by fixing this parameter.
To do this, we again used galaxies with multiple dust contin-

uum measurements (i.e., HZ4, HZ6, HZ9, HZ10, A1689_zD1,
and B14-65666). We compared their dust temperatures derived
by fitting multiple wavelength data, and those derived assuming
log 𝜉clp = −1.02 ± 0.41 using only single dust continuum measure-

MACS0416-Y1

Figure 2. Comparison of dust temperatures derived using different methods.
Blue squares enable comparison between dust temperatures measured using
the free 𝜉clp multi-band observations (abscissa) and those derived using the
fixed 𝜉clp method assuming log 𝜉clp = −1.02 ± 0.41 (ordinate). The distri-
bution of the differences between dust temperatures obtained using different
methods are shownwith a gray dashed line and a hatched area (Δ𝑇 = 6±11K).
Yellow circles enable comparison between dust temperatures predicted from
existing literature (Sommovigo et al. 2021; Bakx et al. 2021; abscissa) and
those derived using the fixed 𝜉clp method assuming log 𝜉clp = −1.02 ± 0.41
(ordinate). Both methods show consistent dust temperature, at odds of large
dispersion suggesting that our method is generally applicable to dust temper-
ature derivation.

ments. For single-band dust temperature estimations, we used the
dust continuummeasurements with the highest signal to noise ratios.
The results of this treatment are shown in Fig. 2. We found that the

dust temperatures derived using bothmethods generally show one-to-
one correspondence; however, there is a relatively large scatter with
an average distribution of Δ𝑇d = 6±11K that is calculated by taking
the average and standard deviation of 𝑇d (fixed 𝜉clp) − 𝑇d (free 𝜉clp)
(shaded area in Fig. 2). This scatter may reflect variations in the
dust geometry of individual galaxies (Fig. 1 and Tab. 2). Although
the comparison shows a relatively large uncertainty, and although a
possible systematic overestimation of 𝑇d was identified when fixing
𝜉clp, the general agreement of dust temperature suggests that the
method works effectively for high-redshift galaxies, especially in the
average sense. Further examination of 𝜉clp is required using a larger
galaxy samples with multiwavelength dust continuum observations
and dust emission size measurements in order to study the clumpy
ISM geometry model.
Although we simply fixed log 𝜉clp to be constant, we also found a

tentative correlation between 𝜉clp and dust temperature (left panel of
Fig. 1). This correlation mostly reflects the low dust temperature and
high 𝜉clp of HZ6. Other galaxies show characteristics consistent with
the constant 𝜉clp within an uncertainty of 1𝜎. Thus, due to the lack
of statistically significant samples to confirm this relationship, we
only tentatively propose this correlation. Nevertheless, we derived
this tentative relationship between dust temperatures and log 𝜉clp
using orthogonal linear regression (the python scipy.odr package)
including the uncertainties inherent to both axes. We found that
Td = 0.070 (±0.017) log 𝜉clp+1.58 (±0.61); this relationship entails
that galaxies with high dust temperatures have very low 𝜉clp, i.e., ISM

MNRAS 000, 1–7 (2022)
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geometries similar to that of a homogeneous distribution without any
clumps. In contrast, low dust temperature galaxies have high 𝜉clp and
thus more clumpy ISM. confirming these tentative relationships will
require larger samples of galaxies.

5.2 Comparison with other methods

To compare the approach developed herein with existing other meth-
ods for deriving dust temperature, we used J0217-0208, J1211-0118,
and MACS0416-Y1 because these galaxies have uncertain tempera-
tures or limits of dust temperature only from direct multiwavelength
fitting (Harikane et al. 2020; Bakx et al. 2020). In particular, we
compared with the dust temperatures derived by Sommovigo et al.
(2021), who used [CII] 158 𝜇m emission line luminosity as an addi-
tional parameter for dust temperature and IR luminosity.
The resulting comparisons are shown in Fig. 2. Using the ap-

proach developed in this study, we found general agreements with
results from existing literature within the uncertainty expected by
fixing 𝜉clp. This comparison further strengthens the case that our
method provides realistic dust temperature estimations, even when
using single-wavelength ALMA observations. In particular, we suc-
cessfully estimated the dust temperature of MACS0416-Y1 for the
first time. In previous studies, MACS0416-Y1 was given only a lower
limit (Bakx et al. 2020) and upper limit (Sommovigo et al. 2021)
for its dust temperature. Our analysis of MACS0416-Y1 shows dust
temperatures consistent with both its upper and lower limit estimates
(Fig. 2).

5.3 Future Prospects

Although several caveats still exist in our method, it has several
advantage for application to high-redshift galaxy observations. In
particular, ourmethod requires onlymarginal resolution observations
of the dust continuum to estimate sizes and fluxes, and therefore
requires much shorter observational efforts than scanning emission
lines, which are sensitive to gas masses. In future work, we suggest
that the relationships between ISM clumpiness, dust emission size,
and the dust temperature of lower redshift galaxies (e.g., at 𝑧 < 4)
should be studied.
Our method can be applied to statistically large amounts of high-

redshift galaxies; these data will soon become available after the deep
and high resolution survey by the James Webb Space Telescope and
the expected follow-up observations by ALMA.

6 CONCLUSION

In this study,we developed a radiation equilibriummethod to estimate
dust temperatures in high-redshift galaxies, based on the method
presented by Inoue et al. (2020), and applied this method to existing
ALMA observations.
We first calibrated the ISM clumpiness parameter in the dust and

source distribution geometry model using galaxies with multiwave-
length dust continuummeasurements, finding an average clumpiness
parameter of log 𝜉clp = 1.02 ± 0.41.
We then applied the method to galaxies for which only a single-

band detection has been made. These single-band detections enabled
a robust determination of dust continuum emission size, but no con-
straints could be placed on dust temperature. Combining dust contin-
uum size measurements and a simple FIR radiation transfer model,
our method successfully measured dust temperatures using single
dust continuum detections.

In comparison with other methods, such as multiwavelength fit-
tings (e.g., Bakx et al. 2020) and the [CII] line-based method in-
troduced in Sommovigo et al. (2021), our method, fixing log 𝜉clp =
1.02±0.41 was found to accurately estimate the dust temperatures of
high-redshift galaxies; this was confirmed by demonstrating general
agreements with several established methods.
Further constraining and evaluating dust geometrymodels requires

relatively high resolution ALMA observations (i.e., beam sizes of
< 0.5′′) for high-redshift galaxies with multiwavelength dust contin-
uum measurements. These observations are particularly important
for evaluating and reducing systematic uncertainty introduced by as-
suming fixed 𝜉clp. Nevertheless, our method can readily estimate the
dust temperatures and IR luminosities of high-redshift galaxies for
which only have existing and future ALMA single-band dust contin-
uum measurement exist.
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Figure A1. Best fit FIR SEDs of galaxies for which multiwavelength observations have been acquired using the 𝜉clp-free clumpy ISM model (§4.1). Solid lines
denote median values and bands show the 16th to 84th percentiles of the resulting distributions. Outputs of the fittings are summarized in Tab. 2.
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