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ABSTRACT
We present a study on stellar properties of Lyman-alpha (Ly𝛼) emitters at 5 < 𝑧 < 8.2. We use 247 photometrically-selected,
lensed, high-redshift, low luminosity galaxy candidates with spectroscopic follow-up. Of these, 38 are confirmed spectroscop-
ically to be between 5 < 𝑧 < 8.2 via detection of Ly𝛼. For each galaxy and candidate, we estimate stellar mass, star formation
rate, specific star formation rate, and mass-weighted age with spectral energy distribution fitting. We also measure the UV 𝛽

slope and luminosity using values from photometry. We find no strong correlation between Ly𝛼 equivalent width and any of
these properties, as well as no significant difference between the physical properties of Ly𝛼 emitters and candidates without Ly𝛼
detected. This lack of expected trends may be explained by a combination of the evolving opacity of the IGM at these redshifts
as well as the unique phase space probed by our lensed sample. Via tests on other galaxy samples which show varying strengths
of correlations, we conclude that if there exist any relationships between Ly𝛼 EW and physical properties in the underlying
population of faint galaxies, they are weak correlations. We also present the results of a spectroscopic search for CIII] emission
in confirmed Ly𝛼 emitters at 𝑧 ∼ 7, finding no CIII] detections, but putting constraints on strong AGN activity and extreme
nebular emission.
Key words: galaxies: evolution – galaxies: high-redshift – dark ages, reionization, first stars

1 INTRODUCTION

There are still many open questions about the Epoch of Reionization
(EoR) surrounding the responsible sources and the detailed mecha-
nisms of how it occurred. Observations of high redshift (𝑧 > 6) galax-
ies are critical to answer many of these questions. Through extensive
observational studies over the past decades, galaxies have been iden-
tified as likely playing a dominant role in reionization relative to other
sources such as quasars (e.g. Bouwens et al. 2015; Finkelstein et al.
2019a; Robertson 2021; Yeh et al. 2023; Fan et al. 2023; Robertson
et al. 2023). However, it still remains unclear whether massive and
bright galaxies emitted the majority of ionizing photons coming from
galaxies (e.g. Robertson et al. 2015; Naidu et al. 2020; Lin et al. 2023)
or the ionizing budget was dominated by fainter, yet more numerous
galaxies (e.g. Finkelstein et al. 2019b; Mascia et al. 2023a).

Determining the characteristics of galaxies in the EoR through
observations is crucial to constraining the relative contribution to
reionization of bright and faint galaxies. With substantial samples
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of EoR galaxies, we can estimate physical properties and correlate
those with some measure of how efficient the galaxies are at ionizing.
There are a few metrics which dictate the ionizing capabilities of these
early galaxies: the star formation rate, ionizing efficiency, and the rate
of Lyman continuum (LyC) escape from these galaxies, 𝑓esc. Some
studies attempt to place constraints on the ionizing photon production
rates of early galaxies, which becomes increasingly difficult with
higher redshifts (e.g., Shivaei et al. 2018; Nakajima et al. 2018a;
Prieto-Lyon et al. 2022; Saldana-Lopez et al. 2023). Similarly, the
rate of LyC escape from these galaxies is not directly attainable due
to the opacity of the intergalactic medium (IGM) at these redshifts.
Indirect estimations and correlations with measurable properties are
possible, however. Surveys of galaxies at lower redshifts reveal a
correlation between the strength of Lyman-alpha emission (Ly𝛼,
1216 Å) and 𝑓esc (Pahl et al. 2021; Flury et al. 2022; Begley et al.
2022; Saldana-Lopez et al. 2023; Choustikov et al. 2024). Therefore,
we use Ly𝛼 emission as a proxy for ionizing photon production in
order to begin to characterize a typical galaxy that had a dominant
role in reionizing the IGM. However, we note that some studies
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2 Bolan et al.

have not found any strong correlations between Ly𝛼 escape and LyC
escape (Fletcher et al. 2019; Izotov et al. 2020; Ji et al. 2020).

Ly𝛼 is a powerful probe of galaxies in the EoR as it is intrinsically
the strongest line in the UV. However, Ly𝛼 photons are scattered by
neutral hydrogen, making the line a probe of the ionization state of
the IGM as well as properties of the sources that emitted them (e.g.
Verhamme et al. 2006; Treu et al. 2012; Dĳkstra 2014). Analyzing
the physical properties of Ly𝛼 emitters (LAEs) during the EoR,
how they correlate with Ly𝛼 strength, and how they differ from the
general population of galaxies for which Ly𝛼 emission is not detected,
provides a pathway to revealing the mechanisms behind the galaxies
that likely powered reionization. If there is evidence of enhanced Ly𝛼
emission from galaxies with certain physical properties, it may be
possible to distinguish which ones dominated the output of ionizing
photons during reionization.

The search for LAEs at 𝑧 > 6 is possible due to the creation of
ionized regions around these galaxies by the emission of ionizing
photons from within the galaxies. Due to the resonant nature of the
Ly𝛼 emission line, these photons are typically only detectable in
galaxies with ionized regions carved out around them, favoring the
detection of LAEs in overdense regions where large ionized bubbles
can be created (Mesinger & Furlanetto 2008; Endsley et al. 2021;
Trapp et al. 2023). Because of this effect, LAEs from the EoR are
excellent tracers of ionized regions in an evolving IGM.

In the past few decades, there have been increasingly more high
redshift LAEs detected. With the Hubble Space Telescope (𝐻𝑆𝑇)
and 𝑆𝑝𝑖𝑡𝑧𝑒𝑟 space telescope, space-based photometry has unveiled
many candidates high-redshift Lyman Break Galaxies (LBGs) based
on multiband observations (e.g. Stark et al. 2010; Huang et al. 2016a).
Follow-up spectroscopy of these candidates has yielded samples of
confirmed LAEs. Since the successful launch and deployment of the
James Webb Space Telescope (𝐽𝑊𝑆𝑇), many more LAEs at 𝑧 > 6
are being identified (e.g. Jung et al. 2023; Witstok et al. 2023; Scholtz
et al. 2023; Jones et al. 2023; Saxena et al. 2023a,b; Tang et al. 2023;
Maseda et al. 2023; Iani et al. 2023; Bunker et al. 2023). However,
while high redshift galaxies are being unveiled back to the first few
hundred million years after the Big Bang, large samples of galaxies
during the heart and tail-end of the EoR remain extremely useful to
help characterize the drivers of reionization, especially as it is difficult
to detect low equivalent width LAEs using the NIRSpec prism. Until
there are substantial samples of EoR galaxies with spectroscopy from
𝐽𝑊𝑆𝑇 between 5 < 𝑧 < 8, we can gain valuable insights from the
collections of galaxies with ground based spectroscopic observations
available now.

In this work, we use a sample of 247 lensed 𝑧 ∼ 5−8.2 LBG candi-
dates from Fuller et al. (2020) and Hoag et al. (2019), 38 of them with
Ly𝛼 detected in emission. This is the largest faint (𝐿 ∼ 0.1𝐿∗ where
𝐿∗ is the characteristic luminosity) sample at this redshift, assem-
bled from hundreds of orbits on HST, Spitzer, and an over six-year
long campaign on the Keck DEep Imaging Multi-Object Spectro-
graph (DEIMOS; Faber et al. 2003) and Multi-Object Spectrometer
For Infra-Red Exploration (MOSFIRE; McLean et al. 2010). We esti-
mate and compute various physical properties of the LBG candidates
and spectroscopically confirmed LAEs: UV 𝛽 slope, UV luminosity,
stellar mass, star formation rate (SFR), specific star formation rate
(sSFR), and mass-weighted age. In order to determine if there are sig-
nificant physical differences in populations of LAEs vs nonLAEs1,
we compare these properties of both samples in bulk. For the LAEs,

1 Throughout the paper, this term will refer to LBG candidates with suffi-
ciently constraining spectroscopic limits to rule out Ly𝛼 in emission at a level

we look at the strength of the Ly𝛼 emission, via both equivalent width
(EW) and line luminosity, versus each estimated physical property
to see if there are statistically significant trends that may help predict
both the presence and strength of Ly𝛼 in these galaxies. Past surveys
of LAEs and LBGs with this sample size typically probe luminosites
of the order 𝐿∗ and do not extend higher than 𝑧 ∼ 6 (e.g. Pentericci
et al. 2009; Stark et al. 2010; Oyarzún et al. 2017; Santos et al. 2020).
Due to gravitational lensing, our sample extends down to luminosites
of 0.001𝐿∗, making this work unique in its characterization of faint
EoR galaxies.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we discuss the
data and observations which comprise this sample. In Section 3,
we present the methodology of the galaxy property estimation and
measurement process used in this study. Section 4 describes the
analysis of potential correlations between Ly𝛼 emission strength
and physical properties of galaxies with spectroscopic confirmation
of Ly𝛼. Section 5 covers a comparison of LAEs and the nonLAE
sample. In Section 6, we present a study of spectral properties in a
subsample of LAEs at 𝑧 ∼ 7. In Section 7, we present and discuss our
results, and conclusions can be found in Section 8. Whenever needed,
we use ΛCDM cosmology with Ω𝑚 = 0.3,ΩΛ = 0.7, 𝐻0 = 70. All
magnitudes are given in the AB system (Oke & Gunn 1983), and all
EWs are presented in the rest frame with a positive value indicating
emission.

2 DATA AND OBSERVATIONS

The sample used in this study is comprised of 247 Lyman Break
galaxies candidates selected using the dropout method with photom-
etry from 𝐻𝑆𝑇 and 𝑆𝑝𝑖𝑡𝑧𝑒𝑟 . Each candidate is followed up with a
spectroscopic search for Ly𝛼, 64 of them on Keck/MOSFIRE, and
198 on Keck/DEIMOS, with 15 of these observed with both instru-
ments.

The data used in this analysis come from two sets of observations: a
sample of galaxy candidates between 𝑧 ∼ 5−7 (Fuller et al. 2020), and
another set between 𝑧 ∼ 7−8.2 (Hoag et al. 2019). The candidates are
detected behind massive lensing clusters. Each target LBG has photo-
metric measurements from some combination of the following: 𝐻𝑆𝑇

Advanced Camera for Surveys (ACS; Ford et al. 1998) and Wide Field
Camera (WFC3; Kimble et al. 2008) filters: F435W, F475W, F555W,
F606W, F625W, F775W, F850LP, F814W, F105W, F110W, F125W,
F140W, and F160W. Five of the clusters are from Hubble Frontier
Fields (HFF, Lotz et al. 2017): A2744, MACS0416, MACS0717,
MACS1149, and A370. Four clusters come from the Cluster Lensing
and Supernova Survey with Hubble (CLASH, Postman et al. 2012),
MACS0744, MACS1423, MACS2129, and RXJ1347, and the last,
MACS2214, has HST imaging from the Spitzer UltRa Faint SUrvey
Program (SURFSUP, Bradač et al. 2014). In addition to HST imag-
ing from these programs, each cluster has Spitzer observations from
SURFSUP and the Spitzer HFF programs from the 3.6𝜇m and 4.5𝜇m
channels on the Infrared Array Camera (IRAC; Fazio et al. 2004). A
summary of the cluster fields in this sample is given in Table 1.

The original photometric sample from which the smaller spectro-
scopic sample was chosen was selected by the Lyman Break tech-
nique, as mentioned above. To choose the candidates included in
this work, we use constraints on the photometric redshift and prob-
ability of redshift distribution, or 𝑃(𝑧). These 𝑃(𝑧)s are determined

of EW(Ly𝛼)<25Å, which is the Ly𝛼 strength we use to delineate LAEs from
nonemitters in this work.
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using Easy and Accurate Redshifts from Yale (EA𝑧Y; Brammer et al.
2008). This process is described in detail in Huang et al. (2016b) and
Strait et al. (2020). Briefly, the code performs 𝜒2 minimization over
a grid of redshifts and computes the 𝑃(𝑧) distribution assuming a flat
prior due to the candidates being lensed. The sample of candidate
LAEs to be followed up spectroscopically was selected following the
methods of Hoag et al. (2019) and Fuller et al. (2020).

2.1 Photometry

The photometric measurements for the candidates in the cluster fields
of A2744, A370, MACS0416, MACS0717, and MACS1149 are from
the ASTRODEEP team (Castellano et al. 2016; Di Criscienzo et al.
2017; Bradač et al. 2019). For the remaining clusters, we use an iden-
tical method to that employed by the ASTRODEEP team for photo-
metric measurements. Briefly, point-spread function (PSF) matched
HST images were created, in which all of the HST images had their
PSF degraded to match that of the F160W images. The F160W image
was used as the detection band for all fields. In order to improve the
detection of faint objects, intracluster light (ICL) was subtracted for
targets in each cluster field except for MACS0744 and MACS2214.
In these two fields, the ICl subtraction was not performed because
the high-redshift objects in these clusters were not heavily contami-
nated by the ICL. HST photometry was then measured using Source
Extractor (SExtractor; Bertin & Arnouts 1996) in dual-image mode
with F160W as the detection image. Photometry for 𝑆𝑝𝑖𝑡𝑧𝑒𝑟 images
was extracted using T-PHOT (Merlin et al. 2015). Further details on
this process can be found in Huang et al. (2016a) and Fuller et al.
(2020).

2.2 Spectroscopy

Out of 247 LBGs, 38 are confirmed LAEs, presented in Fuller et al.
(2020); Hoag et al. (2019). To select the final sample used in this
work, an inclusive cut of at least 1% of the total integrated probability
density of the redshift, 𝑃(𝑧), lying in the redshift range where Ly𝛼
could be detected on the given instrument with the given setup is
used. All analyses done using LBG candidates in this paper are
weighted according to amount of the 𝑃(𝑧) distribution which lies in
this range for a given instrument. This process is described further in
section 3.3. The spectroscopic observations were made between 2013
and 2017. The average 3𝜎 observed flux limit for the nonemitters
is ∼ 2 × 10−18 erg/s/cm2, providing deep constraints on Ly𝛼 EW
for those targets which did not have detected emission lines. More
details on the observations specifics and conditions can be found in
Hoag et al. (2019) and Fuller et al. (2020).

As the targets in this survey are gravitationally lensed, determina-
tion of magnification, or 𝜇, values were determined for each candidate
which we observe. The lens models used are described by Bradač
et al. (2005, 2009), with details on models for each individual cluster
described in Section 3.2 of Hoag et al. (2019). Magnification values
for each LBG are determined using the photometric redshift, posi-
tion, and the generated best-fit magnification map (e.g. Hoag et al.
2016; Finney et al. 2018). Over the entire sample, magnification
values span three orders of magnitude, from ∼ 1 to ∼ 200.

3 METHODS

There are six physical properties beyond Ly𝛼 emission which we
focus on for this study; two are determined directly from the photom-
etry without the use of models other than those used to determine

the photometric redshift (𝑧phot): UV 𝛽-slope and UV luminosity.
The remaining four properties are estimated using spectral energy
density (SED) fitting: stellar mass, star formation rate, specific star
formation rate, and mass-weighted age. For each of these properties,
we look at differences between LAEs and nonLAEs, as well as how
these properties correlate with Ly𝛼 strength for those targets with
spectroscopic detections.

3.1 Ly𝛼 EW

For the 38 galaxies with Ly𝛼 detections in the sample, we use the
EW values, or relative strength of the Ly𝛼 emission line compared
to the continuum of the galaxy. What constitutes a detection, as well
as the calculation of Ly𝛼 EW values, are described by Hoag et al.
(2019) and Fuller et al. (2020). While we do not detect emission in
the majority of our sample, we are still able to constrain the upper
1𝜎 limit on Ly𝛼 EW via

EW𝑙𝑖𝑚 =
𝑓lim (𝜆)

𝑓cont (1 + 𝑧) (1)

where the continuum flux density, 𝑓cont, is defined as

𝑓cont = 10−0.4(𝑚AB+48.6)𝑐/𝜆2 erg/s/cm2/Å (2)

computed using continuum flux redward of the expected Ly𝛼 line,
using the following HST bands for 𝑚AB. For galaxies observed by
DEIMOS at 5 < 𝑧 < 7, we typically use the apparent magnitude in the
F105W band, which corresponds to an average rest-frame wavelength
of 𝜆 ∼ 1500 Å. If there is no F105W data available, F125W (rest-
frame 𝜆 ∼ 1800 Å) is used, and, in a few cases, where there is neither
an F105W nor F125W magnitude, F140W (rest-frame 𝜆 ∼ 2000 Å)
is used. For those observed with MOSFIRE between 7 < 𝑧 < 8.2,
we use the F160W band. The quantity 𝑓lim is the flux density value
of the 1𝜎 noise spectrum at the expected spectral location of the
emission line. We note that gravitational lensing is achromatic, and
therefore EW is invariant with respect to magnification value.

3.2 UV Property Calculations

Two UV properties of the galaxies in our sample can be calculated
via photometric fluxes: the UV 𝛽 slope and UV luminosity. The UV
continuum slope of a galaxy’s spectrum, or its 𝛽 slope, characterizes
its flux redward of Ly𝛼 emission with the relation 𝑓𝜆 ∝ 𝜆𝛽 . The
steepness of the 𝛽 slope can give insight into stellar populations and
the degree of dust reddening in a galaxy (Buat et al. 2012; Yamanaka
& Yamada 2019; Calabrò et al. 2021; Chisholm et al. 2022). We com-
pute the 𝛽 slope for each LBG candidate that has the requisite data
as set by the following. We require at least two magnitude measure-
ments in filters redward of the expected Ly𝛼 emission. All 𝛽 slopes
are calculated in the observed frame using linear regression fitting
of the uncertainty-weighted magnitude values against the effective
wavelength of the filter from Scikit-Learn (Pedregosa et al. 2018).

The intrinsic UV luminosity, or 𝑀uv, is calculated via

𝑀uv ≈ 𝑀fuv = 𝑚𝐹160𝑊 + 2.5 log10 (𝜇)−
5(log10 (𝑑𝐿) − 1) + 2.5 log10 (1 + 𝑧) + 0.12 (3)

where 𝑚𝐹160𝑊 is the apparent magnitude in the F160W band, 𝜇
is the median magnification value recovered from lens modelling,
𝑑𝐿 is luminosity distance in parsecs, 𝑧 is the redshift, and 0.12 is a
K-correction to correct to rest frame 1600Å (see Fuller et al. 2020
for details).

MNRAS 000, 1–13 (2023)
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Summary of Observations

Cluster Name Short Name 𝛼𝐽2000 (deg) 𝛿𝐽2000 (deg) 𝑧cluster # of candidates # of Ly𝛼
detections

HST Imaging
(Spitzer Imaging)

Abell 2744 A2744 3.5975000 −30.39056 0.308 25 1 HFF
Abell 370 A370 39.968000 −1.576666 0.375 28 3 HFF

MACSJ0416.1−2403 MACS0416 64.039167 −24.06778 0.420 21 3 HFF/CLASH
MACSJ0717.5+0745 MACS0717 109.38167 37.755000 0.548 10 5 HFF/CLASH (SURFSUP)
MACSJ0744.8+3927 MACS0744 116.215833 39.459167 0.686 24 3 CLASH (SURFSUP)
MACSJ1149.5+2223 MACS1149 177.392917 22.395000 0.544 27 2 HFF/CLASH (SURFSUP)
MACSJ1423.8+2404 MACS1423 215.951250 24.079722 0.545 28 6 CLASH (SURFSUP)
MACSJ2129.4−0741 MACS2129 322.359208 −7.690611 0.568 30 5 CLASH (SURFSUP)
MACSJ2214.9−1359 MACS2214 333.739208 −14.00300 0.500 11 1 SURFSUP

RXJ1347.5−1145 RXJ1347 206.87750 −11.75278 0.451 43 9 CLASH (SURFSUP)

Table 1. Summary of observations for 10 lensing clusters used in this work.
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Figure 1. Spectral 𝑧 values as a function of absolute UV magnitude for all
confirmed LAEs in the sample. The color indicates the Ly𝛼 EW value. The
gray vertical line indicates the characteristic UV magnitude value per redshift
bin from Bouwens et al. (2022), showing that our sample is mostly fainter
than the characteristic brightness.

Figure 1 shows the spectroscopically confirmed redshifts as a func-
tion of 𝑀uv, color coded by Ly𝛼 EW for each of the confirmed LAEs.
For more details on the full sample, including plots of the reduced
spectra and Ly𝛼 detections, signal to noise values, and quality flags,
we refer the reader to Fuller et al. (2020) and Hoag et al. (2019).

3.3 Estimating Galaxy Properties

3.4 Monte Carlo Processes and Weighting Scheme

The determination of all of these physical properties relies on the
input of a redshift value for the galaxy in question; parameters esti-
mated from SED fitting, 𝑀uv, 𝛽 slope, and Ly𝛼 EW limit all have
dependence on 𝑧. To determine these values for LBGs which do not
have a confirmed spectroscopic redshift, we use an MC sampling
method in order to properly treat the uncertainty in redshift. Figure 2
provides a schematic diagram of the MC processes and how they

Figure 2. Schematic diagram explaining the process used to determine
weights used in the analysis, incorporating both the fraction of the 𝑃 (𝑧)
distribution which lies within the Ly𝛼 detection range and the fraction of EW
limit calculations which are ≤ 25Å at the 3𝜎 level. This method allows us to
take into account the uncertainties in redshift for nonLAEs.

are used to determine appropriate weights for properties of none-
mitters when comparing their properties to LAEs. We give detailed
descriptions of these processes below.

In comparing properties of LAEs against those of nonLAEs, we
create a weighting system which takes into account the uncertainty
in redshift and how that propagates to uncertainties in SED-derived
properties and Ly𝛼 EW measurements. For physical properties, we
sample over the part of the 𝑃(𝑧) distribution which is in the range
of possible Ly𝛼 detection. For DEIMOS targets, the Ly𝛼 line is

MNRAS 000, 1–13 (2023)
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potentially visible for targets between 5 < 𝑧 < 7, and for those
with spectroscopy from MOSFIRE, between 7 < 𝑧 < 8.2. After
sampling a distribution of 𝑧 values from each target’s 𝑃(𝑧), we run
the SED fit at the sampled redshifts and produce distributions of
physical properties for each of the nonemitters. When we compare
these properties for LAEs against nonemitters, we include the full
distribution of output parameters for each galaxy, with each value
weighted as described below.

As the flux limits from our detections are wavelength dependent,
the redshift also affects the determination of Ly𝛼 EW from the ex-
pected spectral location of the emission line. We once again sample
redshifts from the 𝑃(𝑧) in the desired redshift range. We then sample
from the distribution of Ly𝛼-ISM velocity offsets (Δ𝑣) from Cassata
et al. (2020), as Ly𝛼 emission is often spectrally offset from the sys-
temic redshift of a galaxy. For a chosen redshift, we determine the
spectral location of Ly𝛼, apply the offset sampled from the Ly𝛼 Δ𝑣

distribution, and choose the value in the flux density spectrum at that
wavelength. We then calculate the 1𝜎 Ly𝛼 EW upper limit using
Eq. 1 and multiply it by 3 to obtain 3𝜎 upper limits.

When comparing properties of LAEs and nonLAEs, we use the
fiducial cutoff of EWLy𝛼 < 25Å to determine non-LAEs (e.g. Mason
et al. 2018; Pentericci et al. 2018). Once we obtain a distribution of
output parameters from the SED fitting as well as one of measured
Ly𝛼 EW limits for each nonemitter, we create a weight for each one
based on how likely they are to be in the the desired redshift range
and have an EW limit < 25Å. The nonemitter sample is weighted by
the product of the fraction of EW determinations runs for which Ly𝛼
EW is < 25 Å and the fraction of total integrated 𝑃(𝑧) which is in the
desired range for the given spectroscopic instrument. As each none-
mitter has a distribution of 100 values for the properties estimated
from SED fitting, each of those values receives a weight of 1/100th of
that of the total weight for the galaxy. When comparing properties of
LAEs and nonLAEs, we use the fiducial cutoff of EWLy𝛼 < 25Å to
determine non-LAEs (e.g. Mason et al. 2018; Pentericci et al. 2018).
Once we obtain a distribution of output parameters from the SED
fitting as well as one of measured Ly𝛼 EW limits for each nonemitter,
we create a weight for each one based on how likely they are to be
in the the desired redshift range and have an EW limit < 25Å. The
nonemitter sample is weighted by the product of the fraction of EW
determinations runs for which Ly𝛼 EW is < 25 Å and the fraction
of total integrated 𝑃(𝑧) which is in the desired range for the given
spectroscopic instrument. As each nonemitter has a distribution of
100 values for the properties estimated from SED fitting, each of
those values receives a weight of 1/100th of that of the total weight
for the galaxy. As an example, if a candidate observed with DEIMOS
has 40% of its 𝑃(𝑧) distribution within 5 < 𝑧 < 7 and 80% of the
Ly𝛼 EW limit calculations below a 3𝜎 limit of 25Å then each in-
dividual realization of that galaxy’s properties would have a weight
of 0.4 ∗ 0.8/100 = 0.0032, and that galaxy’s total contribution to the
distribution would have a weight of 0.32.

4 LY𝛼 EW VS PHYSICAL PROPERTIES

For the 38 galaxies which have spectroscopic Ly𝛼 detections, we
use the EW values calculated by Hoag et al. (2019) and Fuller et al.
(2020) and see if there are trends between a galaxy’s Ly𝛼 EW and
the following physical properties: stellar mass, SFR, sSFR, mass-
weighted age, UV 𝛽 slope, and 𝑀uv. We also perform the same
analysis with delensed Ly𝛼 line luminosity rather than EW and re-
cover the same results for all properties except 𝑀uv, an exception we
discuss in Section 4.1.

There have been many studies looking at these correlations at
2 ≤ 𝑧 ≤ 7 (e.g., Pentericci et al. 2009; Kornei et al. 2010; Nilsson
et al. 2011; Hathi et al. 2016; Oyarzún et al. 2017; Du et al. 2018;
Marchi et al. 2019; Santos et al. 2020; Pucha et al. 2022; McCarron
et al. 2022; Reddy et al. 2022; Napolitano et al. 2023; Ortiz et al.
2023; Saldana-Lopez et al. 2023; Jones et al. 2023). The outcomes
of these studies are varied and show a range of different, sometimes
conflicting, trends, depending on the property being studied. In the
following sections, we present the results of our work and discuss
how they compare to others. We perform Spearman rank tests to
quantify any correlations between each of these properties and the
Ly𝛼 EW. One outcome parameter of the test is a 𝜌 value which
ranges from -1 to 1 and quantifies the strength of the correlation,
with -1 and 1 designating monotonic anticorrelation and correlation,
respectively. The p-value gives a measure of the significance of the
correlation, with a value less than 0.005 indicating a correlation at
≥ 3𝜎 significance. Figure 3 shows the Ly𝛼 EW vs each of these
physical properties along with the results from the corresponding
correlation test. Below we present the results of our study; discussions
on how they vary from other surveys and potential reasons why can
be found in Section 7.

4.1 UV Properties

We first look at Ly𝛼 EW vs 𝛽 slope (see bottom right panel of
Figure 3), finding no significant relationship. From previous studies
and galactic physics, we may expect that larger Ly𝛼 EW would
correlate with more negative (bluer) 𝛽 slopes. As 𝛽 provides insight
into dust attenuation (although with some nuances − see Álvarez
Márquez et al. 2016 and references therein), galaxies with more
negative slopes may be expected to have higher EW values, as dust
extinction plays a key role in hindering Ly𝛼 escape from galaxies
(Blanc et al. 2011; Hagen et al. 2014). However, we do not find any
statistically significant relationship between 𝛽 slope and Ly𝛼 EW (𝜌
= -0.134, p-value = 0.419).

Next we explore how UV luminosity may relate to Ly𝛼 EW values.
Other studies at 2 < 𝑧 < 7 typically find that fainter galaxies tend to
have larger EW(Ly𝛼) (Stark et al. 2010; Jones et al. 2012; Oyarzún
et al. 2017; Du et al. 2018; Santos et al. 2020; Jones et al. 2023). The
most similar sample is the recent one from JADES with spectroscopy
from 𝐽𝑊𝑆𝑇 NIRspec presented by Jones et al. (2023), who find that
the apparent correlation between Ly𝛼 EW and 𝑀uv found in their
sample is not necessarily intrinsic, but may be due to a flux sensitivity
limit in the survey. It does not have low-luminosity galaxies with EW
values in the 10-100Å range, where our sample does include some
of these. The apparent anticorrelation may be expected, as brighter
galaxies typically have evolved to larger stellar masses, which is cor-
related with higher dust content, leading to the destruction of Ly𝛼
photons, and an older stellar population (e.g. Silva et al. 1998). Sim-
ilarly, other studies have found an increase in the escape fraction of
Ly𝛼 in galaxies with lower UV luminosities (Prieto-Lyon et al. 2022;
Saldana-Lopez et al. 2023; Mascia et al. 2023b). These may suggest
that UV fainter galaxies have stronger Ly𝛼 emission. However, our
results show no significant relationship between the two properties
for our sample (𝜌 = -0.024, p-value = 0.885 − see Figure 3). We also
compare the delensed Ly𝛼 line luminosity to the intrinsic UV lumi-
nosity and find strong and significant anticorrelation (𝜌 = −0.591,
p-value=9.22𝑒−5)., i.e. more intrinsically UV luminous galaxies ex-
hibit Ly𝛼 emission that is significantly stronger than their UV fainter
counterparts. Such a trend is expected in our data given the lack of
a significant relationship between EW(Ly𝛼)-𝑀uv among LAEs pre-
sented in this study. We note that the large upper limits on Ly𝛼 EW
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Figure 3. Ly𝛼 EW vs various stellar and UV properties: stellar mass (𝑀∗), SFR, sSFR, mass-weighted age, 𝑀uv, and UV 𝛽 slope. The Spearman correlation
coefficient (𝜌) and p-value are shown as insets for each corresponding property. We show upper limits from nonemitters which have at least 50% of their 𝑃 (𝑧)
within the Ly𝛼 detection range as faint, inverted grey triangles. We note that while these are plotted here, upper limit values do not enter into our correlation
tests. While there is some evidence of anticorrelation between Ly𝛼 EW and physical parameters, none of them are statistically significant.

for some of the nonLAEs can be attributed to a combination of faint
UV magnitudes, relatively low exposure times, and poor observing
conditions.

4.2 Stellar Properties

The properties considered in this section concern stellar populations
and are determined from SED fitting. We find no evidence of any sig-
nificant relationships between these SED-fit properties and EW(Ly𝛼)
in our sample, as can be seen in Figure 3. Along the same line of
reasoning as why UV fainter galaxies may have stronger Ly𝛼 EW,
previous studies have found stronger EW values in relatively lower
mass galaxies between 2 < 𝑧 < 6. Pentericci et al. (2007); Blanc
et al. (2011); Nilsson et al. (2011); Hagen et al. (2014); Oyarzún
et al. (2016, 2017); Du et al. (2018); Pucha et al. (2022) all report an
anticorrelation between EW and stellar mass to varying degrees of
significance. However, Kornei et al. (2010) and Hathi et al. (2016)
do not find any significant correlation between the two quantities in
their samples, although Kornei et al. (2010) observations are missing
near-IR photometry to accurately determine masses.

The relationships found in literature between star formation rates
and Ly𝛼 EW generally points toward less star-forming galaxies hav-
ing larger EW values. (e.g. Kornei et al. 2010; Hathi et al. 2016;
Oyarzún et al. 2017; Trainor et al. 2019; Ortiz et al. 2023). However,
Marchi et al. (2019) and Pucha et al. (2022) do not find any correla-
tion between EW and SFR in galaxies between 2.5 < 𝑧 < 4.5. Our

results align with the latter cases, as we find no significant evidence
that the two parameters are related. We also estimate specific star
formation rates and how Ly𝛼 EW depends on it, and do not find any
statistically significant relationship between sSFR and Ly𝛼 emission
strength (see Figure 3 upper middle and right panels).

The relationship between age and Ly𝛼 EW has perhaps the most
varied results in the literature. We find no relationship between mass-
weighted age and Ly𝛼 EW in our sample, but also note the large errors
on some age values, which can be seen in Figure 3. Some studies
spanning 2 < 𝑧 < 6 have found that higher EWs are found in older
galaxies (Kornei et al. 2010; Marchi et al. 2019; McCarron et al.
2022), some have found the opposite trend (Pentericci et al. 2007;
Santos et al. 2020; Reddy et al. 2022), and others find no correlation
(Pentericci et al. 2009). Ages are also highly dependent on the SFH
chosen during SED fitting. As mentioned earlier, we also estimate
the ages for this sample using a delayed-𝜏 SFH. While the ages
are consistently lower for a delayed-𝜏 SFH relative to those derived
using a constant SFH, there still remains no significant relationship
between Ly𝛼 EW and mass-weighted age. The previously discussed
properties are also affected by the choice of SFH in the SED fitting.
Overall, the stellar mass and SFR values increase when we use a
delayed SFH rather than constant with the median SFR value over
twice as high with the delayed SFH compared to constant. However,
as discussed in 3.3, we still find no significant correlations between
Ly𝛼 EW and any of the properties. We discuss possible physical and
statistical reasons behind the lack of significant correlations in our
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Figure 4. Distribution of intrinsic UV luminosity for LAEs vs nonemitters,
calculated on the peak of the photometric redshift distribution for nonemitters
if it falls within the Ly𝛼 detection range, and the center of the range if not.
Values for the nonemitter population are weighted by the product of the
fraction of 𝑃 (𝑧) within the range where Ly𝛼 could be detected and the
fraction of EW calculation MC iterations for which the 3𝜎 EW limit is
≤ 25Å.
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Figure 5. Distribution of UV 𝛽 slope for LAEs vs nonemitters. We note that
the LAE with a slope > 2 only had photometric data from two filters (F140W
and F160W) and both detections were at the edge of the observational limit
(𝑚ab ∼ 29 with large errors). Positive values for nonLAEs either have a
similar situation with only two photometric fluxes or could be the effect of
low-𝑧 interlopers which are downweighted but still enter the distribution.
Values for nonLAEs are weighted using the process described in Section 3.4.

sample in depth in Section 7. For all the properties, in addition to
the p-values showing insignificant relationships, the absolute value
of 𝜌 is small in all cases, such that even if there was a significant
correlation or anticorrelation, it would be weak.

5 COMPARING LAES AND NONEMITTERS

In order to gain insight into what may be driving the escape of Ly𝛼
photons in LAEs, we also compare the distributions of the six phys-

ical properties explored above for both LAEs and nonLAEs, using
the cutoff of Ly𝛼 EW ≥25Å to define the LAE sample. Galaxies
which have detected Ly𝛼 emission measured at < 25Å EW are also
placed into the nonemitter sample. While there are slight devia-
tions in the distributions, we do not find any significant differences
between any of the six properties of LAEs and nonemitters based
on the results of both two-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) tests
and Mann-Whitney U tests. Previous studies have found statistically
significant differences between the populations of LAEs and none-
mitters (e.g. Pentericci et al. 2007; Stark et al. 2010; Jones et al. 2012;
Napolitano et al. 2023). However, others such as Hathi et al. (2016)
generally do not. Very broadly, LAEs have been found in past works
to be generally lower mass, fainter, and have less dust and bluer 𝛽

slopes than nonLAEs, but there are some inconsistent results across
different surveys. Potential explanations for our lack of significant
differences are discussed further in Section 7.

We compare the 𝑀uv distributions of emitters and nonemitters.
As discussed earlier, candidates without spectroscopic confirmation
have some uncertainty in their 𝑀uv, dominated by the uncertainty
in 𝑧 and consequently 𝑑𝐿 . To mitigate this when comparing the
luminosities of LAEs and nonemitters, we perform a similar MC
sampling as described in Section 3.4. In KS tests comparing the 𝑀uv
distributions of LAEs and nonemitters in this iterative process, a
typical p-value is between 0.2 and 0.4, with none below 0.005, and
thus, we do not have sufficient evidence to reject the null hypothesis
that the two samples are drawn from the same .

In Figure 4, we show the distribution of 𝑀uv values for the LAEs
against those of the nonemitters, calculated from the peak 𝑧phot value
if it is within the desired redshift range, or the middle value of the
range if it is not. Each data point in the latter distribution is weighted
by the product of fraction of total 𝑃(𝑧) within the desired redshift
range and the fraction of Ly𝛼 EW determinations which are below
25Å, as described in section 3.4. The 𝑀uv distribution of LAEs
covers a broader range of luminosities, and also has a slightly lower
median, although the tests reveal no statistical difference. Lemaux
et al. (2021) use the 5 < 𝑧 < 7 galaxies as part of a larger sample
and compare the LAE fraction for the bright (𝐿 ∼ 0.67𝐿∗) and faint
(𝐿 ∼ 0.1𝐿∗) counterparts in and find a higher fraction of LAEs in the
faint bin. This may be explained by there being a higher percentage
of LAEs among faint galaxies.

We also find there to be no significant difference between the 𝛽

slopes of LAEs and nonemitters, although the median 𝛽 of LAEs
is slightly more negative than that of nonemitters. Both simulations
(Verhamme et al. 2008) and studies at lower redshifts (Hayes et al.
2011; Atek et al. 2014) suggest that dust inside of galaxies prevents
Ly𝛼 photon escape. We therefore initially expect that LAEs may
tend to have bluer UV slopes, indicating lower dust content. While
we find that the median 𝛽 slope value for LAEs is slightly bluer
than that of nonemitters, a KS test indicates no significant difference
between the two populations. Figure 5 shows the distribution of 𝛽

slopes for the LAE sample and the nonemitter sample, with the same
weighting scheme as used in Figure 4. We note that the positive 𝛽

slopes for LAEs come from galaxies with few photometric detections
with large errors. Those listed for nondetections could be possible
low-𝑧 interlopers. There is also a possibility of targets in the LAE
sample to be low-𝑧 interlopers as we have a single line detection, but
the chances of this are much lower.

For the SED-derived properties of stellar mass, SFR, sSFR, and
age, a KS test indicates no statistically significant difference between
any of these properties for LAEs vs nonemitters. The distributions
can be seen in Figure 6, where the nonLAE properties are weighted
using the same prescription as described previously. Between the

MNRAS 000, 1–13 (2023)



8 Bolan et al.

samples, when employing both a KS and Mann-Whitney test, we do
not find any significant difference. The resultant p-values all indicate
there is not much evidence that the two samples come from different
parent distributions.

6 SPECTRAL PROPERTIES OF LAES AT 𝑍 ∼ 7

Ly𝛼 is typically the brightest UV line in EoR galaxies, making it
the first UV emission line that is typically targeted in an attempt to
confirm a redshift of such galaxies. However, it is not present in every
galaxy and also has a tendency to be scattered by neutral hydrogen,
leading to a redshift value that is offset from systemic. When Ly𝛼 is
detected in galaxies, it is likely to be spectrally offset due to outflows
and scattering. In a partially neutral IGM, Ly𝛼 is more likely to
escape if the galaxy is in an ionized bubble. Due to the redshifting
of Ly𝛼 from the systemic value, detecting an alternate, non-resonant
emission line can help to gain insights into the ISM state of galaxies
as well as determine the true redshift (e.g. Dĳkstra 2014; Yang et al.
2017; Guaita et al. 2017; Mason et al. 2018; Cassata et al. 2020).
We selected six spectroscopically confirmed LAEs at 𝑧 ∼ 7 to follow
up with Keck/MOSFIRE to look for CIII] 1907, 1909 Å emission,
whose properties are listed in Table 2. Five of the six are included
in all previous analyses, and the sixth, coined DP7, has a strong Ly𝛼
detection described by Pelliccia et al. (2021). DP7 is not included in
our sample as it was targeted separately in a different survey program,
the Reionization Lensing Cluster Survey (RELICS; Coe et al. 2019).
For all previous analyses, we treat the triply imaged LAE detected in
the field of the cluster MACS2129 as one target and do all SED fits
on the photometry of the brightest image, Image A. Three full nights
were awarded to the project, and we observed for an additional two
half nights for a total of 35 hours on sky.

The reduction of the data was done using the pipeline developed
by the MOSFIRE Deep Evolution Field (MOSDEF) survey (Kriek
et al. 2015). This process accounts for any potential instrumental
drift as well as any differential atmospheric diffraction by tracking
a star in one of the slits, ensuring that minimal signal is lost when
combining frames, which is especially pertinent for faint galaxies.
After recovering no obvious emission lines in a by-eye search from
the initial reductions, we stress test the frames to guarantee that
no signal was missed. These tests include varying the width of the
boxcar used in the 1D extraction, removing frames where there was
cirrus cloud coverage, and performing an automated integrated signal
to noise ratio search in addition to probing the reduced spectra by
eye. After testing each reduced galaxy meticulously, we confirm
that there is no CIII] emission detected from any of the targeted
galaxies. While there is always a possibility of emission lines being
obscured by atmospheric skylines when using ground-based near-
infrared spectra, the chances of both lines in the CIII] doublet being
obscured is low. However, we cannot rule out that this may have
happened.

We also perform a test for faint CIII] emission by stacking the
spectra of all six LAEs to see if there is any significant signal to
noise recovered. In this process, we use the Ly𝛼 Δ𝑣 distribution from
Cassata et al. (2020) as CIII] should trace the systemic velocity of
the galaxy (e.g. Talia et al. 2012, 2017). We sample an offset from
this distribution for each of the six LAEs, shift the spectrum by that
amount, and perform an inverse variance weighted stacking at that
location. Over all iterations, we recover no appreciable integrated
signal-to-noise at the expected location of CIII]. Figure 7 shows
the distribution of the stacked integrated signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)

across the spectral window where CIII] would be expected for 1000
iterations.

Even with no detected CIII], we can use the upper limits on the
relative strength of the individual lines as well as the stacked limit
to gain insights into these LAEs and rule out certain characteristics.
For each galaxy targeted, we compute the 1𝜎 upper limit on the rest-
frame EW of CIII] using the same process as described in section 3.3.
The 3𝜎 upper limits on the EW of CIII] are noted in Table 2 and
plotted in Figure 8. We calculate a stacked EW limit on CIII] of 8.6Å
at the 3𝜎 level for all of the galaxies together.

Typical CIII] EW values from the 𝑧 ∼ 2 − 3 universe are less
than 15Å with a median value around 7Å (Stark et al. 2014; Llerena
et al. 2022). Sources at higher redshifts however have detected CIII]
emission at higher EW values. Stark et al. (2015), Hutchison et al.
(2019), and Topping et al. (2021) classify CIII] emission lines at
𝑧 = 6.027, 𝑧 = 7.51, and 𝑧 = 7.945, and with EW values for the
combined doublet of 22.5± 7.1Å, 16.23± 2.32Å, and 20.3± 6.5Å,
respectively. Recent NIRSpec observations by Tang et al. (2023) find
CIII] emission in three galaxies at 7.8 < 𝑧 < 8.7 with EW val-
ues ranging from 10.9-16Å. At high redshifts, there is evidence of
stronger CIII] emission than in lower-𝑧 galaxies. In addition, obser-
vations from the lower redshift universe have shown a correlation
between Ly𝛼 EW and CIII] EW (Llerena et al. 2022). Considering
these, we may expect some high EW CIII] emitters in our 𝑧 ∼ 7
subsample, but we do not and constrain the 3𝜎 stacked EW limit to
8.6Å, a lower value than any of the high-𝑧 detected CIII] lines cited
above.

Photoionization modelling of confirmed strong CIII] emitters re-
veals certain properties that allow for the increased production of
doubly ionized carbon (e.g. Hutchison et al. 2019). Observations of
strong CIII] in lower redshift galaxies have found that such mea-
surements are found in galaxies with low metallicity, high ionization
parameters, and hard ionizing spectra (Erb et al. 2010; Steidel et al.
2016; Du et al. 2020; Tang et al. 2021). Hutchison et al. (2019) use
their detection as well as limits on other nebular emission lines to
determine that the galaxy in study has subsolar metallicity, a high
ionization parameter, and a young stellar population. Comparing to
models presented in Nakajima et al. (2018a,b), we cannot rule out
AGN activity, but galaxies with low CIII] EW limits, like some of
those in our subsample, are more likely to be star-forming galaxies
than have AGN activity, and also less likely to have extremely high
ionization parameters. This is perhaps surprising given that some of
the targeted sample has very strong observed Ly𝛼 and the similarity
of the strength of the Ly𝛼 emission relative to other EoR galaxies
that have strong observed CIII] emission.

7 DISCUSSION

Perhaps the most interesting results from this study are those pre-
sented in Sections 4 and 5: the lack of any significant correlations
or differences where they may be expected from previous studies.
We find no significant differences between any of the distributions
of properties of LAEs and LBG candidates without Ly𝛼 emission,
as well as no significant correlation between Ly𝛼 EW and physical
properties for those with spectroscopic detections. Out of the numer-
ous studies which look at the physical differences between LAEs and
nonemitters in order to pinpoint what about the emitters allows for the
escape of moderate to strong Ly𝛼 emission, many studies generally
find a consensus that LAEs are bluer, less massive, less star-forming,
and fainter. There is scatter within these results, however. Below we
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𝑧 ∼ 7 LAE Properties

Galaxy Name 𝛼𝐽2000 (deg) 𝛿𝐽2000 (deg) 𝑧Ly𝛼 EWLy𝛼 (Å) Ref𝑎 𝑡obs in H band (min) EWCIII] (Å, 3𝜎)

MACS0744-064 116.24648 39.46042 7.148 ± 0.001 58.3 ± 25 [1] 360 < 43.95
MACS1423.16 215.928929 24.072848 7.101 ± 0.001 189 ± 25 [2] 490 < 28.08
MACS2129-A 322.350936 −7.693322 6.846 ± 0.001 60 ± 11 [3] 318 < 20.20 (stacked)
MACS2129-B 322.353239 −7.697442 6.846 ± 0.001 47 ± 9 [3] 318 ...
MACS2129-C 322.353943 −7.681646 6.846 ± 0.001 170 ± 77 [3] 318 ...
RXJ1347-018 206.89124 −11.75261 7.161 ± 0.001 27.2 ± 7 [1] 354 < 27.38
RXJ1347.47 206.900859 −11.754209 6.771 ± 0.001 55.4 ± 10 [2] 354 < 22.91

DP7 152.6593385 −12.6556351 7.0281 ± 0.0003 237.12 ± 58 [4] 672 < 47.18

𝑎 References for Ly𝛼 detections: [1]Hoag et al. (2019), [2]Fuller et al. (2020), [3] Huang et al. (2016b), [4]Pelliccia et al. (2021).

Table 2. LAE Properties of 𝑧 ∼ 7 galaxies used in spectroscopic CIII] emission search

discuss both physical and statistical reasons which may explain our
results.

Our conclusions may be different than those of other surveys likely
due to two properties of our sample which set it apart from others:
high redshifts and faint UV luminosities. Most other studies which
perform similar analyses at faint luminosities are at redshifts of 𝑧 <
6. Galaxies in the early universe are more difficult to study and
characterize and may be fundamentally different than those at similar
stages of evolution at lower redshifts, largely due to their light being
at least partially obscured by the opacity of the IGM.

The environment in which these galaxies are formed and existing
is a key facet to consider. The IGM is at least partially neutral at
𝑧 ≳ 6, with lingering patches of neutral hydrogen possibly present
at lower redshifts (e.g. Stark et al. 2010; Mason et al. 2018; Bolan
et al. 2022), potentially affecting each galaxy in this study. As neutral
hydrogen absorbs the resonant Ly𝛼 line, the EW values we obtain
may be artificially lower than what has intrinsically escaped the
galaxy. Due to the patchiness of reionization (Furlanetto et al. 2006;
Treu et al. 2013; Sobacchi & Mesinger 2014), this effect may not
be homogeneous across all galaxies in differing fields of view. A
similar consideration is the evidence of overdensities of galaxies at
the same redshift within a small physical region, which have been
found at 𝑧 > 6 (Castellano et al. 2018; Larson et al. 2022; Jung
et al. 2022; Morishita et al. 2023; Hashimoto et al. 2023; Cooper
et al. 2023). Perhaps galaxies which reside within these overdense
regions have more of a chance of their Ly𝛼 photons escaping into
the IGM due to the expanse of the ionized bubbles in which they
reside. We look at the redshift distribution of LAEs within each

cluster to look for evidence of overdensities in our sample. Upon
further inspection of the colors and lens models, We find that there
may a lensed pair, with detections in the RXJ1347 field placing
two galaxies at redshifts of 5.194 and 5.195. We check all of the
correlation tests including just the brightest target in this possible
double image, and the results remain unchanged. We do not see
any strong evidence of possible protoclusters in our sample, but
their existence cannot be ruled out. As our study probes 10 lines
of sight, this effect is mitigated, but could still have some impacts.
The side effects of an evolving IGM and patchy overdensities may
cause our EW values to be affected sporadically, leading to the lack
of strong correlations between Ly𝛼 EW and physical properties. In
this case the relationships between physical quantities and Ly𝛼 EW
could be changed or even completely erased by modulation from
the environment. However, we note that Jones et al. (2023) and
Napolitano et al. (2023) both study galaxy samples that extend into
the EoR up to 𝑧 ∼ 8 and do find anticorrelation with Ly𝛼 EW and
UV luminosity and dust extinction, respectively, but these samples do
not extend quite as far into the faint luminosity regime. Additionally,
Jones et al. (2023) find that their anticorrelation may not be an
intrinsic property of the sample, but possibly due to flux sensitivity
limits.

We test if modulation by an opaque IGM is a significant factor
by looking at how the Ly𝛼 EW trends for emitters change when
only including galaxies at 𝑧 ≤ 6, when the Universe was likely
mostly ionized (e.g. Fan et al. 2006). We find that the significance of
the expected anticorrelation between EW and stellar mass and SFR
increases, to the ∼ 1.5𝜎 level. While this is still not strong enough
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Figure 8. Ly𝛼 vs CIII] EW value or upper limits for LAEs

to confidently claim a correlation, it is perhaps indicative that the
increasingly neutral IGM at redshifts above 𝑧 ∼ 6 may play a role in
our results.

In addition to the environment in which the galaxies are forming,
this sample is unique in that it is comprised of LBG candidates which
are characteristically faint (< 𝐿∗), observable due to magnification
from massive lensing clusters. The 𝑀uv distribution of our sample is
much fainter than that of any other surveys to which we compare; the
typical value of the intrinsic absolute UV magnitude of the galaxies
in our sample is ∼ −19, reaching down to 𝑀uv ∼ −14, whereas other
comparison surveys generally probe galaxies closer to 𝐿∗, at absolute
magnitudes of −22 ≲ 𝑀uv ≲ −18. We are exploring unchartered

phase spaces in this study, as there have been no surveys at these
redshifts with galaxies as faint as those in our sample. Saxena et al.
(2023a) also find a high-EW (∼ 300Å) LAE at 𝑧 = 7.3), at 𝑀uv ∼
−17, similar to galaxies in our sample, but also do not probe galaxies
fainter than this. As noted in McCarron et al. (2022), low-mass,
low-EW systems are notoriously hard to study, so often samples are
comprised of more rare bright LAEs, which may not be representative
of the typical galaxy population. While our survey is certainly not
insusceptible to Malmquist bias, gravitational lensing does allow for
some mitigation of its effects. We detect these types of galaxies that
are missed in field surveys (as due to lensing, we can achieve the
same EW sensitivity for a faint, lensed object as for a bright one
without lensing), but whose physical properties veer away from the
tight correlations that are presented in other works, as can be seen in
the bottom center panel of Figure 3.

Our lack of correlations among Ly𝛼 line strength of LAEs and
their physical properties may be not only due to the faint galaxies we
detect with low Ly𝛼 EW, but also the large scatter we see at the high
luminosity end of our sample. We see both our highest and lowest
Ly𝛼EW at bright luminosities. Our sample is characteritstically faint,
and we do not have a large number of galaxies brighter than 𝑀uv ∼
−21. Many other samples cover brighter UV luminosities; perhaps if
brighter targets were probed, we would recover the low EW values
seen in other surveys and see correlations or more difference between
the LAE and nonemitter populations. These results may suggest that
the fainter population of galaxies are inherently different from their
bright counterparts as they do not exhibit the same significant trends.

Lastly, we also consider our sample size. While we have spectro-
scopic data on 247 galaxies and LBG candidates, we have 38 which
are confirmed to be at 5 < 𝑧 < 8.2 from Ly𝛼 emission, and the
rest have photometric redshifts with varying degrees of certainty to
be within the range where we could detect Ly𝛼 emission. When we
weight each nomemitter using the scheme defined in section 3.4,
the size of the effective nonemitter sample is comparable to that of
the emitters. Perhaps the intrinsic scatter shrouds any correlations or
population differences with a relatively small sample size. We note
that the uncertainty in redshift for the nonemitters may affect these
results; however, those LBG candidates which are most likely to be
at the redshifts we are studying are the ones which make the most
contribution to the comparison between LAEs and nonLAEs.

We perform tests to see if significant correlations that are evident
in a large sample would be detectable with our sample size. First, we
take the data from the VIMOS Ultra Deep Survey (VUDS; Le Fèvre
et al. 2015; Tasca et al. 2017; Lemaux et al. 2022), a spectroscopic
survey of galaxies with 0.3 < 𝐿UV/𝐿∗ < 3 over the redshift range
2 < 𝑧 < 6, which has spectroscopic observations that are integrated
for long enough to reach the continuum, such that Ly𝛼 in emission is
not requirement for a redshift. These which show weak (𝜌 = −0.18)
anticorrelation between Ly𝛼 EW in emission and SFR at > 5𝜎
significance at 2 < 𝑧 < 6. From this data, we subsample a random
draw of 38 galaxies and compute the Spearman correlation statistic
and p-value between Ly𝛼 EW and SFR. Over all iterations of this
subsampling, only ∼ 3% show a > 3𝜎 significance. We note that we
are not directly comparing the results of this survey with ours as they
are at different redshift ranges, but simply using the sample to see
if weak correlations found in large samples would be evident in one
of our size. These results show that we may not recover a similarly
weak trend with our sample size.

We apply the same method to the data presented by JADES (Jones
et al. 2023), whose original sample combined with data from liter-
ature in the same redshift space show strong correlation (𝜌 = 0.65)
between Ly𝛼 EW and 𝑀uv at > 5𝜎 significance at a similar redshift
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range to ours, 3 < 𝑧 < 8. When we perform the subsampling, all
iterations result in strong correlations. All realizations return signif-
icances of > 2𝜎, and the vast majority show a > 3𝜎 significance.
These exercises show that if a strong correlation exists in the under-
lying population of galaxies, a sample of our size would likely show
that correlation. However, as we do not find any evidence of corre-
lation between Ly𝛼 EW and any of the physical properties studied,
we conclude that, if there does exist a trend among the underlying
population of galaxies we probe, it is weak at best.

Our lack of expected correlations or differences between LAEs and
nonemitters among sub-𝐿∗ galaxies is likely due to some combination
of environmental effects, specifically inhomogeneous IGM opacity,
and a fainter sample than is typically studied. It is unlikely to be
solely due to having a low sample size − if a strong correlation
exists among an underlying population, it would still likely show at
high significance in a small subsample. Our inclusion of low Ly𝛼
EW, low luminosity galaxies as well as bright, large EW galaxies
may reduce correlation strength in the properties we study, and also
contribute to the similar distributions among LAEs and nonLAEs.
The correlations between Ly𝛼 EW and physical properties such as
stellar mass, SFR, UV luminosity, and 𝛽 slope, appear to be weaker
among faint 𝑧 > 5 galaxies than some other samples suggest.

8 CONCLUSIONS

We have analyzed the stellar and UV properties of a sample of
247 faint, gravitationally lensed LAEs and LBG candidates between
5 < 𝑧 < 8.2 with both deep photometric and spectroscopic data.
We investigate how Ly𝛼 EW correlates with UV and stellar prop-
erties for galaxies with detected emission, and we also compare the
distributions of these properties for LAEs and the nonLAE sample.

• We do not find any significant correlations between Ly𝛼 EW
and any of the stellar or UV properties which we analyze in this work.

• We find no significant difference between the stellar and UV
properties of LAEs and nonemitters.

• Our lack of correlations indicate that if trends exist in this popu-
lation of faint EoR galaxies, they are weak. We detect low-EW, faint
galaxies which other surveys do not, and also have high scatter in
properties at the bright end of our sample. Our results could also
be modulated by suppressed Ly𝛼 emission due to a partially neu-
tral IGM at these redshifts. Any weak trends could be rendered less
significant by the uncorrelated opacity of the surrounding IGM.

• We do not find CIII] emission in a spectroscopic search of
six confirmed LAEs at 𝑧 ∼ 7 and calculate their EW upper limits,
some of which are constraining enough to rule out extreme nebular
emission properties and disfavor AGN as being the dominant source
powering emission.

Continued observations of high-𝑧 galaxies with 𝐽𝑊𝑆𝑇 will allow
for large sample sizes of EoR galaxies with confirmed redshifts and
the necessary data to confidently estimate physical properties via
SED fitting, as well as accurate 𝛽 slopes from spectra. Even in the
era of 𝐽𝑊𝑆𝑇 , large samples of ground-based observations are im-
portant for detecting low EW Ly𝛼 lines at these redshifts, as it is
difficult even with the NIRSpec prism. Taking advantage of these
and future observations in the coming years will narrow down the
properties which drive Ly𝛼 and ionizing photon production and es-
cape in EoR galaxies, allowing for the characterization of the sources
which caused cosmic reionization.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We acknowledge support from the program HST-GO-16667, pro-
vided through a grant from the STScI under NASA contract NAS5-
26555. MB acknowledges support from the ERC Grant FIRST-
LIGHT and Slovenian national research agency ARRS through grants
N1-0238 and P1-0188. Based on spectrographic data obtained at the
W.M.Keck Observatory, which is operated as a scientific partner-
ship among the California Institute of Technology, the University
of California, and the National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion. The Observatory was made possible by the generous financial
support of the W.M. Keck Foundation. The authors wish to recog-
nize and acknowledge the very significant cultural role and reverence
that the summit of Maunakea has always had within the indigenous
Hawaiian community. We are most fortunate to have the opportu-
nity to conduct observations from this mountain. Also based on
observations made with the NASA/ESA Hubble Space Telescope,
obtained at the Space Telescope Science Institute, which is oper-
ated by the Association of Universities for Research in Astronomy,
Inc., under NASA contract NAS5-26555. And based on observations
made with the Spitzer Space Telescope, which is operated by the Jet
Propulsion Laboratory, California Institute of Technology under a
contract with NASA. Support for this work was also provided by
NASA/HST grant HST-GO-14096, and through an award issued by
JPL/Caltech. GCJ acknowledges funding from the "FirstGalaxies"
Advanced Grant from the European Research Council (ERC) under
the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation pro-
gramme (Grant agreement No. 789056). PB thanks Spencer Fuller,
Austin Hoag, and Charlotte Mason for their immense contributions
to this work, having designed and executed many of the observations,
data reduction, and preliminary analyses.

DATA AVAILABILITY

A table of all the LAEs and galaxy candidates used in this analysis,
along with all the physical properties examined, can be found on
CDS.

REFERENCES

Atek H., Kunth D., Schaerer D., Miguel Mas-Hesse J., Hayes M., Östlin G.,
Kneib J.-P., 2014, A&A, 561, A89

Begley R., et al., 2022, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society,
513, 3510

Bertin E., Arnouts S., 1996, Astron. Astrophys. Suppl. Ser., 117, 393
Blanc G. A., et al., 2011, ApJ, 736, 31
Bolan P., et al., 2022, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society,

517, 3263
Bouwens R. J., Illingworth G. D., Oesch P. A., Caruana J., Holwerda B., Smit

R., Wilkins S., 2015, The Astrophysical Journal, 811, 140
Bouwens R. J., Illingworth G., Ellis R. S., Oesch P., Stefanon M., 2022, ApJ,

940, 55
Bradač M., et al., 2005, A&A, 437, 49
Bradač M., et al., 2009, ApJ, 706, 1201
Bradač M., et al., 2014, The Astrophysical Journal, 785, 108
Bradač M., et al., 2019, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society,

489, 99
Brammer G. B., van Dokkum P. G., Coppi P., 2008, Astrophysical Journal,

686, 1503
Buat V., et al., 2012, Astronomy & Astrophysics, 545, A141
Bunker A. J., et al., 2023, JADES NIRSpec Spectroscopy of GN-z11:

Lyman-$\alpha$ emission and possible enhanced nitrogen abundance in
a $z=10.60$ luminous galaxy, http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.07256

MNRAS 000, 1–13 (2023)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201321519
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1067
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/aas:1996164
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/736/1/31
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac1963
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/811/2/140
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac86d1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20042234
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/706/2/1201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/785/2/108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz2119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/591786
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201219405
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.07256


12 Bolan et al.

Calabrò A., et al., 2021, Astronomy & Astrophysics, 646, A39
Cassata P., et al., 2020, A&A, 643, A6
Castellano M., et al., 2016, A&A, 590, A31
Castellano M., et al., 2018, ApJ, 863, L3
Chisholm J., et al., 2022, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society,

517, 5104
Choustikov N., et al., 2024, The Great Escape: Understanding the Connec-

tion Between Ly$\alpha$ Emission and LyC Escape in Simulated JWST
Analogues, http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.09557

Coe D., et al., 2019, ApJ, 884, 85
Cooper O. R., et al., 2023, The Web Epoch of Reionization Lyman-$\alpha$

Survey (WERLS) I. MOSFIRE Spectroscopy of $\mathbf{z \sim 7-8}$
Lyman-$\alpha$ Emitters, http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.06656

Di Criscienzo M., et al., 2017, A&A, 607, A30
Dĳkstra M., 2014, Publ. Astron. Soc. Aust., 31, e040
Du X., et al., 2018, ApJ, 860, 75
Du X., Shapley A. E., Tang M., Stark D. P., Martin C. L., Mobasher B.,

Topping M. W., Chevallard J., 2020, ApJ, 890, 65
Endsley R., Stark D. P., Charlot S., Chevallard J., Robertson B., Bouwens

R. J., Stefanon M., 2021, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical
Society, 502, 6044

Erb D. K., Pettini M., Shapley A. E., Steidel C. C., Law D. R., Reddy N. A.,
2010, ApJ, 719, 1168

Faber S. M., et al., 2003. Waikoloa, Hawai’i, United States,
p. 1657, doi:10.1117/12.460346, http://proceedings.
spiedigitallibrary.org/proceeding.aspx?doi=10.1117/
12.460346

Fan X., Carilli C. L., Keating B., 2006, Annual Review of Astronomy and
Astrophysics, 44, 415

Fan X., Bañados E., Simcoe R. A., 2023, Annu. Rev. Astron. Astrophys., 61,
373

Fazio G. G., et al., 2004, ASTROPHYS J SUPPL S, 154, 10
Finkelstein S. L., et al., 2019a, Unveiling the Phase Transition of the

Universe During the Reionization Epoch with Lyman-alpha, http:
//arxiv.org/abs/1903.04518

Finkelstein S. L., et al., 2019b, ApJ, 879, 36
Finney E. Q., et al., 2018, ApJ, 859, 58
Fletcher T. J., Tang M., Robertson B. E., Nakajima K., Ellis R. S., Stark D. P.,

Inoue A., 2019, ApJ, 878, 87
Flury S. R., et al., 2022, ApJ, 930, 126
Ford H., Bartko F., Bely P. Y., Broadhurst T., Burrows C. J., 1998, SPIE

Proceedings, 3356, 234
Fuller S., et al., 2020, ApJ, 896, 156
Furlanetto S. R., Zaldarriaga M., Hernquist L., 2006, Monthly Notices of the

Royal Astronomical Society, 365, 1012
Guaita L., et al., 2017, A&A, 606, A19
Hagen A., et al., 2014, ApJ, 786, 59
Hashimoto T., et al., 2023, RIOJA I. The core of the highest redshift galaxy

overdensity at $z= 7.88$ confirmed by NIRSpec/JWST, http://arxiv.
org/abs/2305.04741

Hathi N. P., et al., 2016, A&A, 588, A26
Hayes M., Schaerer D., Östlin G., Mas-Hesse J. M., Atek H., Kunth D., 2011,

ApJ, 730, 8
Hoag A., et al., 2016, ApJ, 831, 182
Hoag A., et al., 2019, ApJ, 878, 12
Huang K.-H., et al., 2016a, ApJ, 817, 11
Huang K.-H., et al., 2016b, ApJ, 823, L14
Hutchison T. A., et al., 2019, ApJ, 879, 70
Iani E., et al., 2023, MIDIS. JWST NIRCam and MIRI unveil the stellar

population properties of Ly$\alpha$-emitters and Lyman-Break galaxies
at z ~ 3-7, http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.08515

Izotov Y. I., Schaerer D., Worseck G., Verhamme A., Guseva N. G., Thuan
T. X., Orlitová I., Fricke K. J., 2020, Monthly Notices of the Royal
Astronomical Society, 491, 468

Ji Z., et al., 2020, ApJ, 888, 109
Jones T., Stark D. P., Ellis R. S., 2012, ApJ, 751, 51
Jones G. C., et al., 2023, JADES: The emergence and evolution of Ly-alpha

emission & constraints on the IGM neutral fraction, http://arxiv.
org/abs/2306.02471

Jung I., et al., 2022, New $z > 7$ Lyman-alpha Emitters in EGS: Evidence
of an Extended Ionized Structure at $z \sim 7.7$, http://arxiv.org/
abs/2212.09850

Jung I., et al., 2023, CEERS: Diversity of Lyman-Alpha Emitters during the
Epoch of Reionization, http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.05385

Kimble R. A., J. MacKenty O’Connell R. W., Townsend J. A., 2008, Proc.
SPIE, 7010

Kornei K. A., Shapley A. E., Erb D. K., Steidel C. C., Reddy N. A., Pettini
M., Bogosavljević M., 2010, ApJ, 711, 693

Kriek M., et al., 2015, ApJS, 218, 15
Larson R. L., et al., 2022, ApJ, 930, 104
Le Fèvre O., et al., 2015, A&A, 576, A79
Lemaux B. C., et al., 2021, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical

Society, 504, 3662
Lemaux B. C., et al., 2022, A&A, 662, A33
Lin Y.-H., et al., 2023, An Empirical reionization history model inferred from

star-forming galaxies at $z>8$, http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.04572
Llerena M., et al., 2022, A&A, 659, A16
Lotz J. M., et al., 2017, The Astrophysical Journal, 837, 97
Marchi F., et al., 2019, A&A, 631, A19
Mascia S., et al., 2023a, New insight on the nature of cosmic reionizers from

the CEERS survey, http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.02219
Mascia S., et al., 2023b, A&A, 672, A155
Maseda M. V., et al., 2023, JWST/NIRSpec Measurements of Extremely

Low Metallicities in High Equivalent Width Lyman-$\alpha$ Emitters,
http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.08511

Mason C. A., Treu T., Dĳkstra M., Mesinger A., Trenti M., Pentericci L.,
De Barros S., Vanzella E., 2018, ApJ, 856, 2

McCarron A. P., et al., 2022, ApJ, 936, 131
McLean I. S., et al., 2010. San Diego, California, USA, p.

77351E, doi:10.1117/12.856715, http://proceedings.
spiedigitallibrary.org/proceeding.aspx?doi=10.1117/
12.856715

Merlin E., et al., 2015, Astronomy & Astrophysics, 582, A15
Mesinger A., Furlanetto S. R., 2008, Monthly Notices RAS, 386, 1990
Morishita T., et al., 2023, ApJL, 947, L24
Naidu R. P., Tacchella S., Mason C. A., Bose S., Oesch P. A., Conroy C.,

2020, ApJ, 892, 109
Nakajima K., Fletcher T., Ellis R. S., Robertson B. E., Iwata I., 2018a, Monthly

Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 477, 2098
Nakajima K., et al., 2018b, A&A, 612, A94
Napolitano L., et al., 2023, Identifying Ly{\alpha} emitter candidates with

Random Forest: learning from galaxies in CANDELS survey, http:
//arxiv.org/abs/2307.11818

Nilsson K. K., Östlin G., Møller P., Möller-Nilsson O., Tapken C., Freudling
W., Fynbo J. P. U., 2011, A&A, 529, A9

Oke J. B., Gunn J. E., 1983, ApJ, 266, 713
Ortiz O. A. C., et al., 2023, Introducing the Texas Euclid Survey for Lyman

Alpha (TESLA) Survey: Initial Study Correlating Galaxy Properties to
Lyman-Alpha Emission, http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.03258

Oyarzún G. A., et al., 2016, ApJ, 821, L14
Oyarzún G. A., Blanc G. A., González V., Mateo M., Bailey J. I., 2017, ApJ,

843, 133
Pahl A. J., Shapley A., Steidel C. C., Chen Y., Reddy N. A., 2021, Monthly

Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 505, 2447
Pedregosa F., et al., 2018, arXiv:1201.0490 [cs]
Pelliccia D., et al., 2021, ApJL, 908, L30
Pentericci L., Grazian A., Fontana A., Salimbeni S., Santini P., De Santis C.,

Gallozzi S., Giallongo E., 2007, A&A, 471, 433
Pentericci L., Grazian A., Fontana A., Castellano M., Giallongo E., Salimbeni

S., Santini P., 2009, A&A, 494, 553
Pentericci L., et al., 2018, A&A, 619, A147
Postman M., et al., 2012, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series, 199,

25
Prieto-Lyon G., et al., 2022, The production of ionizing photons in UV-faint

z~3-7 galaxies, http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.12548

MNRAS 000, 1–13 (2023)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039244
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202037517
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201527514
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/aad59b
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stac2874
http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.09557
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab412b
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.06656
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201731172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/pasa.2014.33
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aabfcf
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab67b8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab432
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab432
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/719/2/1168
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/12.460346
http://proceedings.spiedigitallibrary.org/proceeding.aspx?doi=10.1117/12.460346
http://proceedings.spiedigitallibrary.org/proceeding.aspx?doi=10.1117/12.460346
http://proceedings.spiedigitallibrary.org/proceeding.aspx?doi=10.1117/12.460346
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.astro.44.051905.092514
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.astro.44.051905.092514
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-astro-052920-102455
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/422843
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.04518
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.04518
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab1ea8
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aabf97
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab2045
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac61e4
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab959f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2005.09785.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2005.09785.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201730603
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/786/1/59
http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.04741
http://arxiv.org/abs/2305.04741
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201526012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/730/1/8
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/831/2/182
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab1de7
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/817/1/11
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8205/823/1/L14
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab22a2
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.08515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz3041
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stz3041
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab5fdc
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/751/1/51
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.02471
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.02471
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.09850
http://arxiv.org/abs/2212.09850
http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.05385
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1117/12.789581
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1117/12.789581
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/711/2/693
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/218/2/15
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac5dbd
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201423829
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab924
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab924
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202039346
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.04572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202141651
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/837/1/97
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201935495
http://arxiv.org/abs/2309.02219
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/202345866
http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.08511
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aab0a7
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac8546
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/12.856715
http://proceedings.spiedigitallibrary.org/proceeding.aspx?doi=10.1117/12.856715
http://proceedings.spiedigitallibrary.org/proceeding.aspx?doi=10.1117/12.856715
http://proceedings.spiedigitallibrary.org/proceeding.aspx?doi=10.1117/12.856715
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201526471
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2008.13039.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/acb99e
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab7cc9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty750
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/sty750
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201731935
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.11818
http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.11818
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201015606
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/160817
http://arxiv.org/abs/2304.03258
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8205/821/1/L14
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa7552
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1374
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stab1374
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/abdf56
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20066933
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200810722
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201732465
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/199/2/25
http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.12548


Ly𝛼 and Physical Properties 13

Pucha R., Reddy N. A., Dey A., Juneau S., Lee K.-S., Prescott M. K. M.,
Shivaei I., Hong S., 2022, AJ, 164, 159

Reddy N. A., et al., 2022, ApJ, 926, 31
Robertson B. E., 2021, arXiv:2110.13160 [astro-ph]
Robertson B. E., Ellis R. S., Furlanetto S. R., Dunlop J. S., 2015, The Astro-

physical Journal, 802, L19
Robertson B. E., et al., 2023, Nat Astron, 7, 611
Saldana-Lopez A., et al., 2023, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical

Society, 522, 6295
Santos S., et al., 2020, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society,

493, 141
Saxena A., et al., 2023a, JADES: Discovery of extremely high equivalent

width Lyman-alpha emission from a faint galaxy within an ionized bubble
at z=7.3, http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.12805

Saxena A., et al., 2023b, JADES: The production and escape of ionizing
photons from faint Lyman-alpha emitters in the epoch of reionization,
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.04536

Scholtz J., et al., 2023, GN-z11: The environment of an AGN at $z=$10.603,
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.09142

Shivaei I., et al., 2018, ApJ, 855, 42
Silva L., Granato G. L., Bressan A., Danese L., 1998, ApJ, 509, 103
Sobacchi E., Mesinger A., 2014, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical

Society, 440, 1662
Stark D. P., Ellis R. S., Chiu K., Ouchi M., Bunker A., 2010, Monthly Notices

of the Royal Astronomical Society, 408, 1628
Stark D. P., et al., 2014, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society,

445, 3200
Stark D. P., et al., 2015, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society,

450, 1846
Steidel C. C., Strom A. L., Pettini M., Rudie G. C., Reddy N. A., Trainor

R. F., 2016, ApJ, 826, 159
Strait V., et al., 2020, ApJ, 888, 124
Talia M., et al., 2012, A&A, 539, A61
Talia M., et al., 2017, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society,

471, 4527
Tang M., Stark D. P., Chevallard J., Charlot S., Endsley R., Congiu E., 2021,

Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society, 501, 3238
Tang M., et al., 2023, JWST/NIRSpec Spectroscopy of $z=7-9$ Star Forming

Galaxies with CEERS: New Insight into Bright Ly$\alpha$ Emitters in
Ionized Bubbles, http://arxiv.org/abs/2301.07072

Tasca L. A. M., et al., 2017, A&A, 600, A110
Topping M. W., Shapley A. E., Stark D. P., Endsley R., Robertson B., Greene

J. E., Furlanetto S. R., Tang M., 2021, ApJL, 917, L36
Trainor R. F., Strom A. L., Steidel C. C., Rudie G. C., Chen Y., Theios R. L.,

2019, ApJ, 887, 85
Trapp A. C., Furlanetto S. R., Davies F. B., 2023, Monthly Notices of the

Royal Astronomical Society, 524, 5891
Treu T., Trenti M., Stiavelli M., Auger M. W., Bradley L. D., 2012, ApJ, 747,

27
Treu T., Schmidt K. B., Trenti M., Bradley L. D., Stiavelli M., 2013, ApJ,

775, L29
Verhamme A., Schaerer D., Maselli A., 2006, A&A, 460, 397
Verhamme A., Schaerer D., Atek H., Tapken C., 2008, A&A, 491, 89
Witstok J., et al., 2023, Inside the bubble: exploring the environments

of reionisation-era Lyman-{\alpha} emitting galaxies with JADES and
FRESCO, http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.04627

Yamanaka S., Yamada T., 2019, Publications of the Astronomical Society of
Japan, 71, 51

Yang H., et al., 2017, ApJ, 844, 171
Yeh J. Y.-C., et al., 2023, Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society,

520, 2757
Álvarez Márquez J., et al., 2016, A&A, 587, A122

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.

MNRAS 000, 1–13 (2023)

http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-3881/ac83a9
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ac3b4c
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/802/2/L19
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/802/2/L19
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41550-023-01921-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1283
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad1283
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa093
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.12805
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.04536
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.09142
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aaad62
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/306476
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu377
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu377
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.17227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.17227.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stu1618
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv688
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/826/2/159
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab5daf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201117683
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stx1788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/staa3454
http://arxiv.org/abs/2301.07072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201527963
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/2041-8213/ac1a79
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab4993
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad2228
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad2228
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/747/1/27
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/2041-8205/775/1/L29
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20065554
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:200809648
http://arxiv.org/abs/2306.04627
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/pasj/psz024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/pasj/psz024
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa7d4d
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stad210
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361/201527190

	Introduction
	Data and Observations
	Photometry
	Spectroscopy

	Methods
	Ly EW
	UV Property Calculations
	Estimating Galaxy Properties
	Monte Carlo Processes and Weighting Scheme

	Ly EW vs Physical Properties
	UV Properties
	Stellar Properties

	Comparing LAEs and Nonemitters
	Spectral Properties of LAEs at z  7
	Discussion
	Conclusions

