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W e determ ine the abundanceofi0-band drop-outsin the recently-released HST/ACS

Hubble Ultra Deep Field (UDF).Since the m ajority ofthese sources are likely to

be z � 6 galaxieswhose 
ux decrem entbetween the F775W i0-band and F850LP z0-

band arisesfrom Lym an-alphaabsorption,thenum berofdetected candidatesprovides

a valuable upper lim it to the unextincted star form ation rate at this redshift.W e

dem onstrate that the increased depth ofUDF enables us to reach an 8� lim iting

m agnitude ofz0
A B

= 28:5 (equivalent to 1:5h� 2
70

M � yr
� 1 atz = 6:1,or 0:1L�

U V
for

the z � 3 U -drop population),perm itting us to address earlier am biguities arising

from the unobserved form ofthe lum inosity function.W e identify 54 galaxies (and

only one star) at z0
A B

< 28:5 with (i0� z0)A B > 1:3 over the deepest 11arcm in2

portion oftheUDF �eld.Thecharacteristiclum inosity (L�)isconsistentwith values

observed atz � 3.The faintend slope (�)islesswellconstrained,butisconsistent

with only m odest evolution.The m ain change appears to be in the num ber density

(��).Speci�cally,and regardlessofpossible contam ination from coolstarsand lower

redshift sources,the UDF data support our previous result that the star form ation

rateatz � 6 wasapproxim ately � 6 lessthan atz � 3 (Stanway,Bunker& M cM ahon

2003).Thisdecliningcom ovingstarform ation rate(0:005h70 M � yr
� 1 M pc

� 3
atz � 6

atLU V > 0:1L� fora salpeterIM F)posesan interesting challenge form odelswhich

suggestthatLU V > 0:1L� starform ing galaxiesatz ’ 6 reionized the universe.The

short-fallin ionizing photonsm ightbealleviated by galaxiesfainterthan ourlim it,or

a radically di�erentIM F.Alternatively,the bulk ofreionization m ighthaveoccurred

atz � 6.

K ey w ords: galaxies:evolution {galaxies:form ation { galaxies:starburst{galaxies:

individual:SBM 03# 1 { galaxies:high redshift{ ultraviolet:galaxies

1 IN T R O D U C T IO N

Therehasbeen considerableprogressoverthepastdecadein

locating galaxiesand Q SO sathigh redshifts.Thesesources

haveenabled usto probetheUniverseatearly epochswhere

itsphysicalcharacteristicsare fundam entally di�erentfrom

those at the present epoch.O bservations ofthe m ost dis-

tant z > 6:2 Q SO s (Becker et al.2001, Fan et al.2002)

show near-com pleteabsorption atwavelengthsshortward of

Lym an-� (G unn & Peterson 1965), suggesting an optical

depth in this line that im plies a sm ooth neutralhydrogen

fraction which is increasing rapidly with redshift at this

epoch. Tem perature-polarization cross-correlations in the

cosm ic m icrowave background from W M AP indicate that

the Universe was com pletely neutralat redshifts ofz > 10

(K ogutetal.2003).

Although there is a growing consensus that cosm ic

reionization occurred in the redshiftinterval6 < z < 15,a

second key question isthenatureofthesourcesresponsible

forthislandm ark event.O pticaland X-ray studiesto z ’ 6

suggest the abundance ofactive galactic nuclei(AG N) at

early epochsisinsu�cientwhen accountistaken oftherel-

evantunresolved backgrounds(Bargeretal.2003).A m ore

prom ising source is star-form ing galaxies whose early an-

cestorsm ay be sm alland num erous.Along with the escape

fraction fortheionizing photonsfrom them assiveand short-

lived O B starsin such sources,a m ajorobservationalquest

http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0403223v3
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in thisrespectisadeterm ination oftheglobalstarform ation

rate atearly epochs.

In previouspapers,ourgroup hasextended theLym an-

break technique (Steidel,Pettini& Ham ilton 1995;Steidel

et al.1996) to address this question.Using the Advanced

Cam era forSurveys(ACS,Ford etal.2002)on the Hubble

Space Telescope (HST)with the sharp-sided SD SS F775W

(i0)and F850LP (z0)�lters,we located \i-drop" candidates

with z
0

A B < 25.6 at z ’ 6 for further study.In a series of

papers,we have shown thatthisselection technique can ef-

fectively locate z > 5:7 galaxiesusing ACS im agesfrom the

HST Treasury \G reat O bservatory O rigins D eep Survey"

(G O O D S;G iavalisco & D ickinson 2002). O n the basis of

G O O D S-South photom etric catalogues published by Stan-

way,Bunker& M cM ahon (2003,hereafterPaperI),spectro-

scopic follow-up using K eck/D EIM O S and G em ini/G M O S

�eld dem onstrated our ability to �nd high redshift galax-

ies (Bunker et al.2003,hereafter Paper II;Stanway et al.

2004a).To addresspotentialcosm icvarianceissues,weper-

form ed a sim ilaranalysisin theG O O D S-North �eld,which

yielded a consistentestim ate ofthe surface density ofz ’ 6

starform ing sources(Stanway etal.2004b,hereafterPaper

III).

Although our initialstudy (Papers I-III) revealed the

im portance ofascertaining the di�cultspectroscopic veri�-

cations,and highlighted theproblem ofcontam ination from

G alactic stars,we nonetheless determ ined that the abun-

dance ofcon�rm ed star form ing galaxies at z � 6 m ust be

lessthan thatexpected on thebasisofno evolution from the

well-studied z � 3� 4 Lym an break population (Steidelet

al.1999).W orkingattherobustly-detected brightend ofthe

lum inosity function,in PaperIweshowed thatthecom oving

starform ation density in galaxieswith z
0

A B
< 25:6 is� 6�

lessatz � 6 than atz � 3.O urz0
A B

< 25:6 
ux lim itcorre-

spondsto > 15h
�2

70 M � yr
�1

atz = 5:9,equivalentto L
�

U V

atz � 3.In PapersI{IIIwe restricted ouranalysisto lum i-

nous galaxies (where we take \lum inous" to m ean L > L�

for the rest-UV).O ther groups have claim ed less dram atic

evolution oreven no evolution in the volum e-averaged star

form ation rate,based on the sam e �elds (G iavalisco et al.

2004;D ickinson etal.2004)and sim ilarHST/ACS data sets

(Bouwensetal.2003;Yan,W indhorst& Cohen 2003),but

these groups work closer to the detection lim it ofthe im -

ages and introduce large com pleteness corrections for the

faint source counts. The m ajor uncertainty in converting

theabundanceofourspectroscopically-con�rm ed sam plein

theG O O D S �eldsinto az ’ 6com oving starform ation rate

istheform ofthelum inosity function forfaint,unobserved,

sources.As discussed in Paper III,ifthe faint end ofthe

lum inosity function atz ’ 6 wassteeperthan thatatlower

redshift,or if L
�
was signi�cantly fainter,a non-evolving

starform ation history could perhapsstillbe retrieved.

The public availability ofthe Hubble Ultra D eep Field

(UD F;Beckwith,Som erville & Stiavelli2003)enablesusto

addressthisoutstanding uncertainty.By pushing thecounts

and theinferred lum inosity function ofi
0
-band drop-outsat

z � 6 to a lim iting lower lum inosity equivalentto one well

below L
�

3 forthez � 3 population,itispossibleto re�nethe

integrated starform ation rateatz � 6.In thispaperweset

outto undertakethe�rstphotom etricanalysisofi
0
-dropsin

theUD F.O urprim ary goalisto understand theabundance

offainterobjectswith characteristicsequivalentto those of

z ’ 6 sources and address uncertainties in the globalstar

form ation rate atthisredshift.

The structure ofthe paper is as follows.In Section 2

we describe the im aging data,the construction ofour cat-

alogues and our i
0
-drop selection.In Section 3 we discuss

the lum inosity function ofstar-form ing sources,likely con-

tam ination on the basis ofearlier spectroscopic work,and

estim atethedensity ofstarform ation atz � 6.O urconclu-

sions are presented in Section 4.Throughout we adopt the

standard \concordance" cosm ology of
 M = 0:3,
 � = 0:7,

and use h70 = H 0=70km s
�1

M pc
�1
.Allm agnitudesare on

the AB system (O ke& G unn 1983).

2 H ST IM A G IN G :O B SERVA T IO N S A N D

I-D R O P SELEC T IO N

2.1 H ST /A C S O bservations

TheHubbleUltra D eep Field (UD F)isa publicHST survey

m ade possible by Cycle 12 STScI D irector’s D iscretionary

Tim e program m e G O /D D -9978 executed over Septem ber

2003 { January 2004. For the present program , the HST

has im aged a single ACS W ide Field Cam era (W FC) tile

(11.5arcm in
2
)for400 orbitsin 4 broad-band �lters(F435W

B -band for56 orbits;F606W V -band for56 orbits;F775W

i
0
-band for144 orbits;F850LP z

0
-band for144 orbits).The

UD F �eld lieswithin theChandra D eep Field South (CD F-

S) with coordinates RA= 03h32m 39:s0, D ecl.= � 27�47029:001

(J2000).As the UD F represents the deepest set ofim ages

yettaken,signi�cantly deeperthan theI-band exposuresof

the Hubble D eep Fields (W illiam s et al.1996;1998),and

addsthe longer-wavelength z
0
-band,itisuniquely suited to

the goalsofourprogram .

The W FC on ACS has a �eld of202
00
� 202

00
,and a

pixelscale of0:05
00
.The UD F lieswithin thesurvey area of

G O O D S-South area (G iavalisco etal.2004),surveyed using

ACS with the sam e �ltersto shallowerdepth (3,2.5,2.5 & 5

orbitsin the B ,V ,i
0
& z

0
bands).The UD F wasobserved

attwo m ain orientationsdi�ering by 90 degrees,and within

each ofthese data was taken in 2 blocks rotated by 4deg

(orientations of310,314,40& 44deg).A 4-point dither box

spanning 0.3arcsec wasused,with half-pixelcentresto im -

provethesam pling.D uring each \visit",therewere3 larger

3arcsec dithersto span the W FC inter-chip gap.

For our analysis we use the reduced UD F data v1.0

m ade public by STScIon 09 M arch 2004.The pipeline re-

duction involved bias/dark currentsubtraction,
at-�elding,

and the com bination ofbackground-subtracted fram es re-

jecting cosm icray strikesand chip defects.Theresulting re-

duced im ages had been \drizzled" (Fruchter& Hook 2002)

using the \M ultiD rizzle" software (K oekem oer et al.2004)

on to a �ner pixel scale of 0:03
00
, to correct for geom et-

ric distortion and to im prove the sam pling of the point

spread function (PSF).The UD F data has been placed on

the sam e astrom etric system as the G O O D Sv1.0 im ages of

the UD F
1
.The photom etric zeropointsadopted were those

provided by STScI for the UD F v1.0 data release:25.673,

26.486,25.654 & 24.862 forthe B ,V ,i0 & z
0 �lters,where

m ag
A B

= zeropoint� 2:5log10(counts=s).W ehavecorrected

1 A vailable from ftp://archive.stsci.edu/pub/hlsp/goods/v1

ftp://archive.stsci.edu/pub/hlsp/goods/v1
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for the sm allam ount offoreground G alactic extinction to-

ward the CD FS using the CO BE/D IRBE & IRAS/ISSA

dustm apsofSchlegel,Finkbeiner& D avis(1998).Theopti-

calreddening isE (B � V )= 0:008,equivalentto extinctions

ofA F 775 = 0:017 & A F 850L P = 0:012.

2.2 C onstruction ofC atalogues

Candidateselection forallobjectsin the�eld wasperform ed

using version 2.3.2 ofthe SExtractor photom etry package

(Bertin & Arnouts 1996).As we are searching speci�cally

forobjectswhich areonly securely detected in z
0
,with m in-

im al
ux in the i
0
-band,�xed circular apertures 0:

00
5 in di-

am eterweretrained in thez0-im ageand theidenti�ed aper-

turesused to m easure the 
ux atthe sam e spatiallocation

in the i
0
-band im age by running SExtractor in two-im age

m ode.For object identi�cation,we adopted a lim it of at

least 5 contiguous pixels above a threshold of2� per pixel

(0:0005counts=pixel=s) on the data drizzled to a scale of

0:0003 pixel�1 .This cut enabled us to detect allsigni�cant

sources and a num ber of spurious detections close to the

noise lim it. As high redshift galaxies in the rest-UV are

known to be com pact (e.g.,Ferguson et al.2004,Brem er

et al.2004,Bouwens et al.2004),we corrected the aper-

ture m agnitudes to approxim ate totalm agnitudes through

a�xed aperturecorrection,determ ined from brightcom pact

sources:� 0:11m ag in i
0
-band and � 0:14m ag in z

0
-band,the

largerlattercorrection arising from them oreextended PSF

wingsofthe z
0
-band.

The m easured noise in the drizzled im ages underesti-

m ates the true noise as adjacent pixels are correlated.To

assess the true detection lim it and noise properties,we ex-

am ined the raw ACS/W FC im ages from the HST archive

and m easured the noise in statistically-independent pixels.

Forthe 144-orbitz
0
-band,we determ ine thatthe 8� detec-

tion lim itisz0
A B

= 28:5 forour0:005-diam eteraperture.This

isconsistentwith thenoisedecreasing as
p
tim efrom the5-

orbitG O O D Sv1.0 to the144-orbitUD F z
0
-band.W eadopt

thishigh S=N = 8 cutasourconservative sam ple lim it.W e

trim m ed theouterm ostedgeswherefewerfram esoverlapped

in ordertoexploitthedeepestUD F region,correspondingto

a survey area of11arcm in2.From theoutputofSExtractor

we created a sub-catalogue ofallrealobjectsbrighterthan

z
0

A B
< 28:5m ag (8� in a 0:

00
5-diam eter aperture),ofwhich

63 appearto be prom ising i0-band dropouts(see x2.3)with

(i
0
� z

0
)A B > 1:3.

To quantify possible incom pleteness in this catalogue,

we adopted two approaches.First we exam ined the recov-

ery rate ofarti�cialgalaxies created with a range oftotal

m agnitudesand sizes.W eused deVaucouleursr
1=4

and ex-

ponentialdisk pro�les,convolved with the ACS/W FC PSF

derived from unsaturated starsin theUD F im ages.Secondly

we created fainterrealisationsofthebrightesti
0
-dropoutin

the UD F con�rm ed to be athigh redshift(SBM 03# 1 with

z
0

A B = 25:4,con�rm ed spectroscopically to be at z = 5:83

by Stanway etal.2004b;D ickinson etal.2004).By excising

a sm allregion around thisi0-dropout,scaling thesub-im age

to a fainter m agnitude,and adding it back into the UD F

data atrandom locations,we assessed the recoverability as

a function ofbrightness.For such objects we recover 98%

ofthe sim ulated sources to z
0

A B = 28:5,the rem ainder be-

ing m ainly lost via source confusion through overlapping
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Figure 1.The com pleteness (norm alized to unity) for arti� cial
galaxies added to the U D F z

0-band im age,as a function oftotal
m agnitude and half-light radius; we re-ran SExtractor on this
im age to assess the fraction ofarti� cialgalaxies recovered.The
com pleteness is> 97% forR h < 0:002 and z

0

A B
< 28:5.

objects. From these analyses, we determ ine that, for un-

resolved sources (rh = 0:0005),we are com plete at our 8�

lim it ofz
0

A B = 28:5,and are 97% com plete at this m agni-

tude for rh = 0:
00
2 (Figure 1).For objects with larger half-

lightradiiwewillunderestim atethez0-band 
ux dueto our

0:
00
5-diam eter photom etric aperture.However,this e�ect is

sm allforoursam ple ofcom pactsources(Table 1 listsboth

the 0:005-diam eter m agnitudes with an aperture correction

which we adopt,and the SExtractor \M AG AUTO " esti-

m ate ofthe totalm agnitude using a curve-of-growth:these

are broadly consistent).

Atthe relatively brightcut ofz
0

A B
< 25:6 used in Pa-

perIfrom theG O O D Sv0.5individualepochs,theUD F data

is98% com plete forsourcesasextended asrh = 0:5arcsec.

Interestingly,wedetectnoextended (low surfacebrightness)

i
0-drops to this m agnitude lim it in addition to SBM 03# 1

(Papers I,III) in the deeper UD F data.This supports our

assertion (Paper I) that the i
0
-drop population is predom -

inantly com pact and there cannot be a large com pleteness

correction arising from extended objects(c.f.Lanzetta etal.

2002).The ACS im aging is ofcourse picking out H II star

form ing regions,and these UV-bright knots ofstar form a-

tion aretypically < 1kpc(< 0:
00
2 atz � 6)even within large

galaxiesatlow redshift.

2.3 z � 6 C andidate Selection

In order to select z � 6 galaxies,we use the Lym an break

techniquepioneered atz � 3 using ground-based telescopes

by Steideland co-workers and using HST by M adau et al.

(1996).Atz � 3� 4 the techniqueinvolvesthe use ofthree

�lters:onebelow theLym an lim it(�rest = 912�A),onein the

Lym an forest region and a third longward ofthe Lym an-
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� line (�rest = 1216�A).At z � 6,we can e�ciently use

only two �lters,since the integrated optical depth of the

Lym an-� forestis� 1 (seeFigure2)renderingtheshortest-

wavelength �lterbelow theLym an lim itredundant.Thekey

issue is to work at a su�ciently-high signal-to-noise ratio

that i
0
-band drop-outs can be safely identi�ed through de-

tection in asingleredderband (i.e.,SD SS-z0).Thisapproach

hasbeen dem onstrated to bee�ectiveby theSD SS collabo-

ration in the detection ofz � 6 quasars using the i
0
-and

z
0-bands alone (Fan et al. 2001). The sharp sides of the

SD SS �lters assist in the clean selection using the photo-

m etricredshifttechnique.In Figures3& 4 weillustratehow

a colour cutof(i0� z
0)A B > 1:5 (used in Papers I-III)can

be e�ective in selecting sources with z > 5:7.Here we re-

lax thiscutto (i
0
� z

0
)A B > 1:3 to recoverm ostgalaxiesat

redshifts z > 5:6,but at the expense ofpotentially larger

contam ination by z � 1� 2 ellipticals.Near-infrared colours

from theNICM O S im aging oftheUD F should identify these

Extrem ely Red O bjects (ERO s),and we consider this in a

com panion paper(Stanway,M cM ahon & Bunker2004c).

Six ofthe 63 candidate i
0
-dropouts in our z

0

A B < 28:5

UD F catalogue were identi�ed visually as di�erent regions

ofthe sam e extended source,and where these were within

ouraperturediam eterof0:
00
5 theduplicateswereelim inated

from the�nalselection.O nespuriousi
0
-drop arosefrom the

di�raction spikes ofbright stars due to the m ore extended

PSF in thez
0
-band com pared with thatin thei

0
-band.O nly

one ofthe i
0
-dropouts is unresolved (Figure 5).This is the

brightestatz0
A B

= 25:3 (# 11337 in Table1),detected in the

V -band im age and rem oved from ourcatalogue ofpotential

z � 6 objects as a probable star.At the edge ofthe UD F

fram e (and outside the central11arcm in
2
region oflowest

noise where we do ourm ain analysis)there isa second un-

resolved i
0
-drop with z

0

A B = 25:2,�rstidenti�ed in PaperI

(SBM 03# 5),where we argued thatthe near-IR coloursare

likely to be stellar.Itis interesting thatthe levelofstellar

contam ination in the UD F i
0
-drops is only 2% ,com pared

with aboutone in three atthe brightend (z
0

A B
< 25:6,Pa-

persI& III).Thism ay bebecauseweareseeingthrough the

G alactic disk at these faint m agnitudes to a regim e where

there are no starsatthese faintlim iting m agnitudes.

From our original list of 63 i
0
-drops, 6 duplications

were rem oved, along with one di�raction spike artifact.

The rem aining objects satisfying our (i
0
� z

0
)A B > 1:3 &

z
0

A B
< 28:5selection criteriaaredetailed in Table1,ofwhich

54 aregood candidatez � 6 galaxies,along with theproba-

blestar# 11337,and anotherobjected (# 46574)detected in

V -band.Thesurfacedensity ofi
0
-dropsasa function oflim -

iting m agnitude is shown in Figure 7.None ofthe i0-drops

(with theexception oftheG alacticstar)aredetected in the

B -band im ageoftheUD F,to a 3� lim itofB A B > 29:2 in a

0:005-diam eter aperture,as would be expected for the z � 6

interpretation where the B -band �lter covers wavelengths

below the 912�A Lym an lim it.

3 SELEC T IO N EFFEC T S A N D T H E

LU M IN O SIT Y FU N C T IO N O F STA R

FO R M IN G G A LA X IES A T Z � 6
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Figure 2. The ACS-i0 and -z0 bandpasses overplotted on the
spectrum ofa generic z = 6 galaxy (solid line),illustrating the
utility ofourtwo-� lter technique forlocating z � 6 sources.

3.1 Estim ate ofStar Form ation R ate from the

R est-U V

W ewillbaseourm easurem entofthestarform ation ratefor

each candidate on therest-fram e UV continuum ,redshifted

into thez
0
-band atz � 6 and m easured from thecountsin a

0:005-diam eteraperture(with an aperture correction to total

m agnitudes,Section 2.2).In theabsenceofdustobscuration,

therelation between the
ux density in therest-UV around

� 1500�A and the star form ation rate (SFR in M � yr�1 )

isgiven by LU V = 8� 10
27
SFR ergss

�1
Hz

�1
from M adau,

Pozzetti & D ickinson (1998) for a Salpeter (1955) stellar

initialm ass function (IM F) with 0:1M � < M
�
< 125M � .

This is com parable to the relation derived from the m od-

els ofLeitherer & Heckm an (1995) and K ennicutt (1998).

However,if a Scalo (1986) IM F is used,the inferred star

form ation rateswillbea factorof� 2:5 higherfora sim ilar

m assrange.

Recognising the lim itations ofour earlier studies (Pa-

pers I-III) which by necessity focussed on the brighter i0-

drops,we now attem ptto recoverthe z � 6 rest-fram e UV

lum inosity function from the observed num bercountsofi
0
-

dropsto faintm agnitudesin theUD F.Although ourcolour

cutselectsgalaxieswith redshiftsin therange5:6 < z < 7:0,

an increasing fraction ofthe z
0
-band 
ux is attenuated by

theredshifted Lym an-� forest.Athigherredshiftsweprobe

increasingly shortward of�rest = 1500�A (where the lum i-

nosity function is calculated) so the k-corrections becom e

signi�cantbeyond z � 6:5.

Figure 6 dem onstrates this bias and shows the lim it-

ing star form ation rate as a function ofredshift calculated

by accounting for the �lter transm issions and the blanket-

ting e�ect of the intervening Lym an-� forest. By intro-

ducing the sm allk-correction to �rest = 1500�A from the

observed rest-wavelengths longward ofLym an-� redshifted
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Table 1.i0-band dropoutsin the U D F.Thetwo starsareabove the line{ allothersarespatially resolved.O urID and the corresponding
m atch from the U D F catalogues released by STScI are listed.W here two close i0-drops lie within our 0:005-diam eter aperture,the 
 ux
only counted once in the star form ation total{ those ID s and star form ation rates in parentheses are not counted.The star form ation
ratesassum e the i0-dropslie atz = 6:0,the expected m edian redshiftofoursam ple.The z0

A B
(total) isthe SExtractor \M AG AU TO ".

O ur ID STScI R A & D eclination z
0

A B
i
0

A B
(i0� z

0)A B R h z
0

A B
SFR z= 6

U V

ID (J2000) (0:005-diam eter aperture) 0:005-aper arcsec (total) h
�2

70
M � yr�1

[(2140)? | 03 32 38.80 � 27 49 53.6 25.22 � 0.02 27.91 � 0.04 2.69 � 0.05 0.06 25.17 � 0.02 (star)]
(11337) 443 03 32 38.02 � 27 49 08.4 25.29 � 0.02 26.79 � 0.04 1.50 � 0.05 0.05 25.43 � 0.02 (star)

201041 2225 03 32 40.01 � 27 48 15.0 25.35 � 0.02 26.99 � 0.03 1.64 � 0.04 0.08 25.29 � 0.02 19.5[z = 5:83]
429292 8033 03 32 36.46 � 27 46 41.4 26.56 � 0.03 29.05 � 0.14 2.49 � 0.15 0.14 26.55 � 0.04 6.75
41628 8961 03 32 34.09 � 27 46 47.2 26.65 � 0.04 28.81 � 0.12 2.15 � 0.12 0.09 26.70 � 0.04 6.18

(46574)3 7730 03 32 38.28 � 27 46 17.2 26.71 � 0.04 29.38 � 0.18 2.67 � 0.18 0.09 26.74 � 0.04 (5.87)
24019 3398 03 32 32.61 � 27 47 54.0 26.80 � 0.04 28.22 � 0.08 1.42 � 0.09 0.18 26.73 � 0.04 5.42
52880 9857 03 32 39.07 � 27 45 38.8 27.00 � 0.05 28.47 � 0.09 1.47 � 0.10 0.09 27.10 � 0.05 4.50
23516 3325 03 32 34.55 � 27 47 56.0 27.04 � 0.05 28.57 � 0.10 1.53 � 0.11 0.11 27.05 � 0.05 4.35
10188 322 03 32 41.18 � 27 49 14.8 27.10 � 0.05 29.15 � 0.16 2.04 � 0.16 0.20 27.06 � 0.05 4.10
21422 2690 03 32 33.78 � 27 48 07.6 27.23 � 0.05 28.99 � 0.14 1.76 � 0.15 0.10 27.37 � 0.05 3.64
25578D | 03 32 47.85 � 27 47 46.4 27.30 � 0.06 29.96 � 0.31 2.66 � 0.31 0.18 27.28 � 0.06 3.41
25941 4050 03 32 33.43 � 27 47 44.9 27.32 � 0.06 29.30 � 0.18 1.99 � 0.19 0.11 27.38 � 0.06 3.35
26091D 4110 03 32 41.57 � 27 47 44.2 27.38 � 0.06 29.74 � 0.25 2.35 � 0.26 0.14 27.21 � 0.07 3.16
24458 3630 03 32 38.28 � 27 47 51.3 27.51 � 0.07 29.11 � 0.15 1.60 � 0.17 0.18 27.67 � 0.08 2.80
21262 2624 03 32 31.30 � 27 48 08.3 27.52 � 0.07 28.96 � 0.13 1.44 � 0.15 0.20 27.49 � 0.08 2.78
13494 30591 03 32 37.28 � 27 48 54.6 27.56 � 0.07 30.62 � 0.55 3.06 � 0.55 0.12 27.48 � 0.08 2.69
24228 3450 03 32 34.28 � 27 47 52.3 27.63 � 0.07 29.10 � 0.15 1.47 � 0.17 0.17 27.39 � 0.08 2.52
16258 1400 03 32 36.45 � 27 48 34.3 27.64 � 0.07 29.07 � 0.15 1.42 � 0.16 0.18 27.25 � 0.07 2.49
42414 9202 03 32 33.21 � 27 46 43.3 27.65 � 0.07 29.10 � 0.15 1.45 � 0.17 0.16 27.54 � 0.08 2.46
271735 4377 03 32 29.46 � 27 47 40.4 27.73 � 0.08 29.87 � 0.28 2.13 � 0.29 0.13 27.74 � 0.09 2.28
49117D | 03 32 38.96 � 27 46 00.5 27.74 � 0.08 29.77 � 0.26 2.03 � 0.27 0.17 27.36 � 0.07 2.28
49701 36749 03 32 36.97 � 27 45 57.6 27.78 � 0.08 30.79 � 0.64 3.02 � 0.64 0.19 27.90 � 0.09 2.20
24123 | 03 32 34.29 � 27 47 52.8 27.82 � 0.08 29.89 � 0.29 2.07 � 0.30 0.15 27.65 � 0.09 2.11
27270 33003 03 32 35.06 � 27 47 40.2 27.83 � 0.08 30.69 � 0.58 2.87 � 0.59 0.11 27.99 � 0.09 2.10
23972 3503 03 32 34.30 � 27 47 53.6 27.84 � 0.09 29.38 � 0.19 1.54 � 0.21 0.17 27.77 � 0.10 2.07
14751 1086 03 32 40.91 � 27 48 44.7 27.87 � 0.09 29.27 � 0.17 1.40 � 0.19 0.09 27.92 � 0.09 2.02
44154 35945 03 32 37.46 � 27 46 32.8 27.87 � 0.09 > 30.4 (3�) > 2.5 (3�) 0.16 27.87 � 0.10 2.01
35084 34321 03 32 44.70 � 27 47 11.6 27.92 � 0.09 29.86 � 0.28 1.94 � 0.30 0.14 27.90 � 0.09 1.93
42205 8904 03 32 33.55 � 27 46 44.1 27.93 � 0.09 29.51 � 0.21 1.57 � 0.23 0.11 27.91 � 0.09 1.90
46503 7814 03 32 38.55 � 27 46 17.5 27.94 � 0.09 29.43 � 0.20 1.50 � 0.22 0.12 28.07 � 0.09 1.89
19953 2225 03 32 40.04 � 27 48 14.6 27.97 � 0.09 29.50 � 0.21 1.54 � 0.23 0.17 27.68 � 0.10 1.85
52086 36786 03 32 39.45 � 27 45 43.4 27.97 � 0.09 30.83 � 0.66 2.86 � 0.66 0.11 28.04 � 0.10 1.84
44194 35945 03 32 37.48 � 27 46 32.5 28.01 � 0.10 30.61 � 0.54 2.60 � 0.55 0.18 27.46 � 0.09 1.77
21111D 2631 03 32 42.60 � 27 48 08.9 28.02 � 0.10 29.69 � 0.24 1.67 � 0.26 0.15 28.08 � 0.10 1.76
462234 35506 03 32 39.87 � 27 46 19.1 28.03 � 0.10 32.18 � 2.23 4.15 � 2.23 0.14 28.10 � 0.11 1.74
22138 32007 03 32 42.80 � 27 48 03.2 28.03 � 0.10 > 30.4 (3�) > 2.3 (3�) 0.14 28.14 � 0.10 1.73

(46234)4 | 03 32 39.86 � 27 46 19.1 28.05 � 0.10 30.61 � 0.54 2.56 � 0.55 0.12 28.30 � 0.12 (1.70)
14210 978 03 32 35.82 � 27 48 48.9 28.08 � 0.10 29.51 � 0.21 1.43 � 0.24 0.10 28.16 � 0.11 1.66
45467 35596 03 32 43.02 � 27 46 23.7 28.08 � 0.10 > 30.4 (3�) > 2.3 (3�) 0.11 28.25 � 0.10 1.66
12988D 30534 03 32 38.49 � 27 48 57.8 28.11 � 0.11 30.47 � 0.48 2.36 � 0.49 0.10 28.22 � 0.11 1.61
30359 33527 03 32 30.14 � 27 47 28.4 28.13 � 0.11 29.58 � 0.22 1.46 � 0.25 0.13 28.02 � 0.11 1.59
11370 482 03 32 40.06 � 27 49 07.5 28.13 � 0.11 30.45 � 0.47 2.32 � 0.48 0.06 28.27 � 0.08 1.59
24733 32521 03 32 36.62 � 27 47 50.0 28.15 � 0.11 30.92 � 0.71 2.76 � 0.72 0.13 28.34 � 0.12 1.55
37612 34715 03 32 32.36 � 27 47 02.8 28.18 � 0.11 29.98 � 0.31 1.80 � 0.33 0.13 28.15 � 0.11 1.52
41918 7829 03 32 44.70 � 27 46 45.5 28.18 � 0.11 29.81 � 0.27 1.63 � 0.29 0.08 28.36 � 0.10 1.52
21530 31874 03 32 35.08 � 27 48 06.8 28.21 � 0.12 30.24 � 0.39 2.03 � 0.41 0.12 28.35 � 0.12 1.47
42806 8033 03 32 36.49 � 27 46 41.4 28.21 � 0.12 30.76 � 0.62 2.55 � 0.63 0.11 28.12 � 0.11 1.47
270325 4377 03 32 29.45 � 27 47 40.6 28.22 � 0.12 29.55 � 0.22 1.34 � 0.25 0.06 28.70 � 0.12 1.46
52891 36697 03 32 37.23 � 27 45 38.4 28.25 � 0.12 32.21 � 2.28 3.96 � 2.28 0.16 28.34 � 0.11 1.43
17908 1834 03 32 34.00 � 27 48 25.0 28.25 � 0.12 29.66 � 0.24 1.41 � 0.27 0.15 28.22 � 0.13 1.42

(27029)5 4353 03 32 29.44 � 27 47 40.7 28.25 � 0.12 29.98 � 0.31 1.73 � 0.33 0.09 28.67 � 0.14 (1.42)
48989D 36570 03 32 41.43 � 27 46 01.2 28.26 � 0.12 > 30.4 (3�) > 2.1 (3�) 0.09 28.45 � 0.12 1.41
17487 | 03 32 44.14 � 27 48 27.1 28.30 � 0.12 30.10 � 0.35 1.81 � 0.37 0.07 28.51 � 0.11 1.36
18001 31309 03 32 34.14 � 27 48 24.4 28.40 � 0.13 30.46 � 0.48 2.06 � 0.49 0.14 28.59 � 0.14 1.23
35271 6325 03 32 38.79 � 27 47 10.9 28.44 � 0.14 29.77 � 0.26 1.33 � 0.30 0.10 28.60 � 0.13 1.19
22832 | 03 32 39.40 � 27 47 59.4 28.50 � 0.15 30.46 � 0.47 1.96 � 0.50 0.14 28.60 � 0.13 1.13

D double.? starSBM 03# 5 (Paper I),outside centralU D F.1 SBM 03# 1 (Paper I);SiD 002 (D ickinson etal.2004).2 SiD 025 (D ickinson
et al.2004).3 46574 has a close neighbour visible in the v-band (i.e.low redshift.) 4 46234 isclose to 46223.5 27029 isclose to 27032.
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Figure 3. M odel colour-redshift tracks for galaxies with non-
evolving stellarpopulations(from Colem an,W u & W eedm an 1980
tem plate spectra). The contam inating ‘hum p’ in the (i0 � z

0)
colour at z � 1 � 2 arises when the Balm er break and/or the
4000�A break redshiftsbeyond the i0-� lter.

into the z
0
-band we can correct for this e�ect.W e consid-

ered a spectralslope of� = � 2:0 (where f� / �
�
) appro-

priate for an unobscured starburst (
at in f�),and also a

redder slope of� = � 1:1 which appropriate for m ean red-

dening ofthe z � 3 Lym an break galaxies given by M eurer

et al.(1997).A m ore recent determ ination for this popu-

lation by Adelberger & Steidel(2000) gives � = � 1:5,in

the m iddle ofthe range.At our 8� lim iting m agnitude of

z
0

A B
= 28:5,we deduce we can detect unobscured star for-

m ation ratesaslow as1:0[1:1]h
�2

70 M � yr
�1

at5:6 < z < 5:8

and 1:5[1:7]h
�2

70
M � yr

�1
at z < 6:1 for spectral slope

� = � 2:0[� 1:1](Figure 6).

Recognising thatcontam ination by interloperswillonly

reduce the value,we now com pare the com oving star for-

m ation rate deduced for z � 6 galaxies based on our can-

didate i
0
-dropout source counts with predictions based on

a range ofrest-fram e UV lum inosity functions.For conve-

nience we assum e that there is no evolution over the sam -

pled redshift range,5:6 < z < 6:5,spanned by the UD F

data (equivalentto a range between 0:8� 1:0h
�1

70
G yrafter

the Big Bang). W e take as a starting point the lum inos-

ity function for the well-studied Lym an-break U -dropout

population,reported in Steidelet al.(1999),which has a

characteristic rest-UV lum inosity m
�

R = 24:48 (equivalent

to M
�

3 (1500�A) = � 21:1m ag or L
�

3 = 15h
�2

70
M � yr

�1
for

our cosm ology).The faint end slope ofthe Schechterfunc-

tion atz � 3 isrelatively steep (� = � 1:6) com pared with

� = � 1:0 to � 1:3 for lower-redshift galaxy sam ples (e.g.,

Lilly etal.1995;Efstathiou etal.1988;Blanton etal.2003 {

seeG abasch etal.2004 forrecentdeterm inationsat1500�A).

The characteristic com oving num ber density at z � 3 is

�
�

3 = 0:00138h
3
70 M pc

�3
m ag

�1
in ourcosm ology.

W e adopt two approaches to determ ining the galaxy

20 22 24 26 28 30
z’ (AB)

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

i’-
z’

 (
A

B
)

Figure 4.Colour-m agnitudediagram forthe U D F data with the
lim itz0

A B
< 28:5 and (i0� z

0)A B = 1:3 colourcutshown (dashed
lines).A s discussed in the text,such a catalogue could be con-
tam inated by coolstars,ERO s and wrongly identi� ed extended
objects and di� raction spikes but nonetheless provides a secure
upper lim itto the abundance ofz� 6 star form ing galaxies.Cir-
clesand arrows(lowerlim its)indicateouri0-drop candidatez � 6
galaxies.Thesolid circleisthespectroscopically-con� rm ed galaxy
SBM 03# 1 (Stanway etal.2004b;D ickinson etal.2004),and the
asterisk is the only unresolved i

0-drop in our U D F sam ple,the
probable star# 11337.

num berdensity and starform ation density atz � 6:the�rst

m ethod (Section3.1.1) isthe one used in PapersI& III,an

application ofthe\e�ectivevolum e"technique(Steideletal.

1999).The second m ethod (Section3.1.3)involved com par-

ingthem easured surfacedensity ofi
0
-dropoutz � 6galaxies

with thatpredicted on the assum ption they have the sam e

characteristicsasthe U -dropoutpopulation atz � 3.

3.1.1 E�ective Survey Volum e

W ehavefollowed theapproach ofSteideletal.in calculating

the e�ectoflum inosity biason oursam ple ofz � 6 LBG s.

W e account for the k-correction:as redshift increases,the

z
0
-band sam ples light in the rest-fram e of the galaxies at

wavelengthsthatare increasingly farto the blue of1500�A,

where the LBG s’lum inosity function wascalculated.Addi-

tionally,at redshifts z > 6,Lym an-� absorption from the

forestentersthez
0
-band and m akesgalaxiesfainterstill,as

there is incom plete coverage ofthe �lter by the continuum

longward ofLym an-�.Accounting forthese lum inosity and

redshiftbiases,wecom putean e�ectivesurvey volum eusing

Ve� (m )=

Z

dzp(m ;z)
dV

dz

where p(m ;z) is the probability of detecting a galaxy at

redshift z and apparent z
0
m agnitude m ,and dz

dV

dz
is the

com ovingvolum eperunitsolid anglein aslicedz atredshift



StarForm ation atz� 6 in the UDF 7

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Rh / arcsec

30

28

26

24

22

20

z’
 (

A
B

)

Figure 5. The distribution of angular sizes (half-light radius,
R h,in arcseconds) for objects in our z0-band selected catalogue.
O uri0-drop candidate z � 6 are m arked asopen circles,with the
con� rm ed z = 5:8 galaxy SBM 03# 1 a solid circle.The i

0-drops
appear to be com pact but resolved (the stellar locus at 0:0005 is
clearly visible).The asterisk denotes the only unresolved i

0-drop
in our U D F sam ple,the probable star # 11337.

z.W e integrate over the m agnitude range we are sensitive

to,and overtheredshiftrange5:6 < z < 7:0 from ourcolour

selection,and calculatethatfora spectralslopeof� = � 2:0

(i.e.,
atin f�)thee�ectivecom oving volum eis40 percent

the totalvolum e in the range 5:6 < z < 7:0 (i.e.,the sam e

as5:6 < z < 6:1).Forour11arcm in2 survey area (excluding

the edge regions ofthe UD F where fewer fram es overlap)

thisisa com oving volum e of2:6� 10
4
h
�3

70
M pc

3
.

Hence we calculate a volum e-averaged com oving

star form ation density at z � 6 of (0:005 �

0:001)h70 M � yr�1 M pc�3 for the � 50 i
0-dropout galax-

ies with z
0
(AB ) < 28:5 (LU V > 0:1L

�

3).This is plotted

on the M adau-Lilly diagram (Figure 11).D ata from other

groups are shown on this �gure,where we have corrected

all the datasets to the sam e lim iting star form ation rate

of1:5h
�2

70
M � yr

�1
(i.e.,typically integrating theirclaim ed

lum inosity functions down to � 0:1L�3) to provide a fair

com parison of evolution. Integrating the lum inosity func-

tion down to � 0:1L� ,as here,represents m ost ofthe to-

tallum inosity density for faint end slopes � > � 1:6 (com -

pared with integrating to zero lum inosity). If we assum e

that the Schechter function holds for the unobserved faint

galaxies with L < 0:1L�3, then the observed population

with L > 0:1L
�

3 represents (87.5% ,78.9% ,56.4% ,32.4% ,

17.4% ) ofthe totalstar form ation rate for faint-end slopes

� = (� 1:1;� 1:3;� 1:6;� 1:8;� 1:9).
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Figure 6.Lim iting star form ation rate as a function ofredshift
for the U D F catalogue with z

0

A B
< 28:5m ag (8�).Star form a-

tion rates are inferred from the rest-fram e 1500�A 
 ux (M adau,
Pozzetti& D ickinson 1998)taking accountofk-corrections,� lter
transm ission and blanketting by Lym an-� absorption.The solid
lineassum esa spectralslope� = � 2:0 (wheref� / �

� )appropri-
ateforan unobscured starburst,and thedotted linehas� = � 1:1
(corresponding to m ean reddening ofz � 3 Lym an break galax-
ies given in M eurer et al.1997). The lim it as a fraction of L�

3

(L�[1500�A ]at z � 3,equivalent to SFR �

U V
= 15h�2

70
M � yr�1

from Steidelet al.1999) is shown on the right axis.O ur colour
selection should rem ovem ostz < 5:6 galaxies(solid verticalline),
and our average i0-drop redshift for z0 < 28:5 should be z � 6:0
(verticaldot-dash line):we are sensitive asfaintat0:1L�

3
atthis

redshift.

3.1.2 Colour Selection:spectralslope and forest

blanketting

W e m odelthe e�ectofthe break below the Lym an-� em is-

sion linedueto blanketting by theforest,where thecontin-

uum break D A (O ke & K orycansky 1982)isde�ned as

D A =

�

1�
f�(1050� 1170�A)obs

f�(1050� 1170�A)pred

�

: (1)

W e assum ed 
ux decrem entsofDA = 0:9� 1:0,consistent

with that observed in the z > 5:8 SD SS Q SO s (Fan et al.

2001).W e �nd thatlowering DA reduces the com pleteness

in thelowestredshiftbin 5:6 < z < 5:8fora(i
0
� z

0
)A B > 1:5

colour cut.A (i
0
� z

0
)A B > 1:3 cut im proves the selection

som ewhatbutatthe risk ofhighercontam ination from red

objectsatz � 1� 2:weconsiderthisin Stanway,M cM ahon

& Bunker(2004c).

W e �nd that altering the spectral slope � of the i
0-

drop spectralenergy distribution (f� / �
��
)overtherange

� 1:1 > � > � 2:0 changes the predicted num ber of i
0
-

dropoutsby only � 10% .
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3.1.3 Surface Density Predictions

First,we com pare ourobserved num berofi
0
-band dropout

galaxies with a sim ple no-evolution m odel,which assum es

the sam e lum inosity function for Lym an break galaxies at

z = 6 asatz = 3 (with a faint-end slope � = � 1:6,spectral

slope � = � 2:0 and Lym an-� forest decrem entDA = 1:0).

Thisno-evolution m odelwould predict169 galaxiessatisfy-

ing ouri
0

A B < 28:5 & (i
0
� z

0
)A B > 1:3 selection with a total

starform ation rateof866h
�2

70
M � yr

�1
.Thiscom pareswith

ourobserved num berof54 i0-drops(1/3rd thatpredicted),

which have a totalstar form ation rate of140h
�2

70 M � yr
�1

(1/6th ofthe no-evolution prediction).The predicted m e-

dian redshift of our i
0-drop sam ple for the no-evolution

m odel is z = 5:95, with the lum inosity-weighted average

�z = 6:05.

Clearly,evolution in theUV lum inosity function ofLy-

m an break galaxies is required.To �t this,we constructed

a grid ofm odelsbased upon the z � 3 lum inosity function,

varying � between � 1:1 and � 1:9,and L
� between 0:3L�

3

and 2L
�

3.W eleavethenorm alization ofthelum inosity func-

tion,�
�
,asa free param eter,

W e m inim ize �2 forourgrid ofm odellum inosity func-

tions:ourbest�t(Figure8)iscom patiblewith no evolution

ofL
�
from z � 3,buta large decline in thecom oving space

density,� � (by abouta factor6 relativeto z � 3).Thefaint

end slope is less wellconstrained,although no evolution is

com patible with the results.Atthe faintestm agnitude bin,

there m odestly highercounts,perhapsindicating a slightly

steeper� ifthe resultsatthe faintestm agnitudesare to be

trusted (Figure 9).

3.1.4 Com parison with i
0
-drop num ber counts from other

groups

Recognizing thevery lim ited area oftheUD F and theprob-

lem sofcosm icvariance,itisnonethelessinteresting to com -

pare our m easured i
0
-drop num ber counts with previous

determ inations from shallower data sets.The surface den-

sity derived in Paper I to z
0

A B = 25:6 is consistent with

the present data { we detect only one resolved i
0
-dropout

thisbright:SBM 03# 1.NotethattheUD F pointing wasse-

lected to include thisobject.No otherspatially-resolved i
0
-

dropoutsaredetected toz
0

A B < 26:5,im plyingasurfaceden-

sity of0:1� 0:1arcm in
�2
.Thisisin contrastwith thedensity

of0:4arcm in�2 m easured by G iavalisco etal.(2004)to the

sam e z
0

A B < 26:5 lim it, and 0:5 � 0:2arcm in
�2

from the

com pleteness-corrected estim ate ofBouwens et al.(2003)
2
,

2 N ote added in proof:a recent paper by Bouwens et al.(2004),
based on num ber counts ofi0-dropsin the ACS parallelobserva-
tionsto the N ICM O S U D F � eld,signi� cantly revisestheirprevi-
ous estim ate ofthe num ber density ofz0

A B
< 26:5 i

0-drops from
0:5� 0:2 to 0:2� 0:1arcm in�2 (4 objectsin 21arcm in2,consistent
with our U D F work presented here).The conclusion ofBouwens
et al.(2003) {that the com oving star form ation at z � 6 is con-
sistentwith no evolution from z � 4{ isrevised in Bouwensetal.
(2004)to bea factorof3 decline from z = 3:8 to z � 6.U sing the
evolution in com oving num ber density of(1 + z)�2:8 suggested
by Bouwensetal.(2004),thisfallin starform ation rate atz = 6
isconsistent with our resultofa factor of6 decline from z = 3:0
to z � 6 from the G O O D S data in Stanway,Bunker& M cM ahon
(2003),con� rm ed in thispaper from the deeper U D F data.
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Figure 7.Cum ulative source counts per arcm in2 ofi0-dropouts
as a function of z0-band m agnitude. The new U D F data (over
a sm aller area of11arcm in2 for z0

A B
� 27:0) is com pared with

z
0

A B
� 25:6 single epoch G O O D Sv0.5 ACS/W FC im aging over

300arcm in2 (Papers I-III) and com bined 5 epoch G O O D Sv1.0
im agesto z

0

A B
< 27:0 (Stanway 2004).

and theeven highersurfacedensity of2.3arcm in
�2

(afterre-

m oving stellar contam ination) claim ed by Yan,W indhorst

& Cohen (2003),after correcting for a factor of4 error in

theiroriginal
ux calibration (see Yan & W indhorst2004).

Clearly,therearelargediscrepanciesfrom thevariousgroups

in the num berdensity m easured to the sam e lim iting m ag-

nitude ofz
0

A B < 26:5,with m easurem entsup to a factorof

20 higher than our UD F m easurem ent (Yan & W indhorst

2004).These discrepancies m ay be due to cosm ic variance,

ortoo m any spurioussourcesin thesam plesoftheseteam s,

duetoworkingclosetothesensitivity lim its.By usingahigh

signal-to-noise(S=N = 8)cut,weguard againstthelow-S=N

bias:where there are m any m ore objects with intrinsically

bluercolours that scatter up into our(i
0
� z

0
)A B > 1:3 se-

lection than there are reali-drops which scatter outofthe

colourselection through photom etric errors.

From Som erville etal.(2004)we estim ate thatthecos-

m icvariancefortheUD F is40% ,assum ing thez = 6 LBG s

are clustered in the sam e way as the z = 3 LBG s and as-

sum ing a volum e ofderived by scaling our UD F area with

our wider-area G O O D S data (with an e�ective volum e of

1:8 � 10
5
h
�3

70 M pc
3
for the 146arcm in

2
ofG O O D S-S,Pa-

per I).Indeed,the spatialdistribution of our i
0
-drops on

the sky does indicate som e clustering (Figure 10),and we

had already 
agged 6 ofour candidates as being \double"

sources (Table 1),with another 2 having near neighbours.

In theG LARE G M O S/G em inispectroscopy oftheG O O D S-

South i
0
-dropouts,Stanway etal.(2004a)havealready spec-

troscopically identi�ed an overdensity atz = 5:8.

3.2 Im plications for R eionization

The increased depth ofthe UD F enables us to resolve the

uncertaintiesassociated with the unobserved portion ofthe

lum inosity function (LF) for z � 6 sources. O ur best-�t

LF suggest little or no change in L
�
over 3 < z < 6,with

� less wellconstrained but consistent with m odest evolu-

tion,im plying them ajorevolution isa declinein spaceden-
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Figure 8.Cum ulative source counts per arcm in2 ofi0-dropouts
as a function ofz0-band m agnitude,with various norm alisations
ofthe characteristic num berdensity atz � 6,� �

6
(in term softhe

value at z � 3,� �

3
),assum ing L

�

6
= L

�

3
and the sam e � as the

z � 3 Lym an break population (� = � 1:6).O ur faintest point
from the G O O D S data (at z0

A B
= 26:5) is excluded from the � t

due to incom pleteness.
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Figure 9.Cum ulativesourcecountsperarcm in2 ofi0-dropoutas
a function ofz0-band m agnitude,with variousvaluesofthe faint
end slope (�) assum ing L

�

6
= L

�

3
and � �

6
= � �

3
=6.O ur faintest

point from the G O O D S data (at z0
A B

= 26:5) is excluded from
the � t due to incom pleteness.

sity (and globalstar form ation rate) by ’ � 6 at z � 6.

This sharp decline,which m ust represent a lower lim it to

the true decline given the likelihood ofcontam ination from

foreground sources,suggestsitm ay bedi�cultforlum inous

star-form ing z � 6 i-dropoutgalaxiesto bethem ain source

ofionizing photonsofthe Universe.

W e attem ptto quantify thisby com paring with thees-

tim ate ofM adau,Haardt & Rees (1999) for the density of

starform ation required forreionization (theirequation 27):

_�SF R �
0:013M � yr

�1
M pc

�3

fesc

�
1+ z

6

�3
�


 b h
2
50

0:08

� 2 �
C

30

�

(2)

This relation is based on the sam e Salpeter Initial M ass

Function as we have used in deriving our volum e-averaged
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Figure 10.The spatialdistribution ofour U D F i
0-drops on the

sky (diam onds).Thelocation ofthecon� rm ed z = 5:8sourcefrom
PaperIism arked (# 1)asare two other sources justoutside the
U D F,spectroscopically identi� ed atz = 5:8� 5:9 by Stanway et
al.(2004a).

starform ation rate.C istheconcentration factorofneutral

hydrogen,C =



�
2
H I

�

h�H Ii
�2
.Sim ulations suggest C � 30

(G nedin & O striker1997).O urcom ovingstarform ation rate

of0:005h70 M � yr
�1

M pc
�3

from thei
0
-drop galaxieswede-

tect is a factor of > 2:5 lower than the original M adau,

Haardt & Rees (1999) requirem ent at z � 5.W e have up-

dated their equation 27 for the m ore recent concordance

cosm ology estim ate ofthe baryon density ofSpergelet al.

(2003),
 b = 0:0224h
�2

100 = 0:0457h
�2

70 ,and forthepredicted

m ean redshiftofoursam ple (z = 6:0):

_�SF R �
0:026M � yr

�1
M pc

�3

fesc

�
1+ z

7

�3
�


 b h
2
70

0:0457

� 2 �
C

30

�

(3)

The escape fraction ofionizing photons(fesc)forhigh-

redshiftgalaxiesishighly uncertain (e.g.,Steidel,Pettini&

Adelberger2001),buteven ifwetakefesc = 1(noabsorption

by H I)thisestim ate ofthe starform ation density required

isa factor of� 5 higherthan ourm easured star form ation

density of0:005h70 M � yr
�1

M pc
�3

at z � 6 from galax-

iesin theUD F with SFRs> 1:5h
�2

70
M � yr

�1
.Forfaintend

slopesof� � 1:8 ! � 1:3 galaxieswith L > 0:1L
�
account

for 32� 80% ofthe totallum inosity,so would fallshort of

the required density ofLym an continuum photonsrequired

to reionize theUniverse.Ifthefaint-end slope isassteep as

� � � 1:9 then there would justbe enough UV Lym an con-

tinuum photonsgenerated in starform ing galaxiesatz � 6

(assum ing a SalpeterIM F),buttherequried escapefraction

forcom plete reionization would stillhave to be im plausibly

high (fesc � 1,whereasallhigh-z m easurem entsto date in-

dicatefesc � 0:5:Fern�anadez-Soto,Lanzetta & Chen 2003;

Steidel,Adelberger& Pettini2001).

AG N arealso under-abundantattheseepochs(e.g.,D i-

jstra,Haim an & Loeb 2004).Ifstarform ing galaxiesatred-
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Figure 11. A n updated version of the ‘M adau-Lilly’ diagram
(M adau et al.1996;Lilly et al.1996) illustrating the evolution
ofthe com oving volum e-averaged star form ation rate.O ur work
from the U D F data is plotted a solid sym bol.O ther determ ina-
tions have been recalculated for our cosm ology and lim iting U V
lum inosity of 1:5h�2

70
M � yr�1 at z = 6:1 (equivalent to 0:1L�

3

at z � 3 from Steidelet al.1999),assum ing a slope of� = � 1:6
for z > 2 and � = � 1:3 for z < 2.D ata from the CFR S sur-
vey of Lilly et al.(1996) are shown as open circles;data from
Connolly et al.(1997) are squares;and the Lym an break galaxy
work ofSteidelet al.(1999) is plotted as crosses,ofFontana et
al.(2002) asinverted trianglesand thatby Iwata etal.(2003)as
an open diam ond.Pentagons are from Bouwens,Broadhurst &
Illingworth (2003).The uprighttrianglesare the G O O D S i

0-drop
resultsfrom G iavalisco etal.(2004).The three ACS estim ates of
Bouwens et al.(2003) are shown by sm allcrossed circles and in-
dicate three di� erent com pleteness corrections for one sam ple of
objects { the larger sym bolis the recent re-determ ination using
a new catalogue by this group from a deeper dataset (the U D F

 anking � elds { Bouwens et al.2004);we have recom puted the
com oving num berdensity from theBouwensetal.(2004)because
ofa discrepancy on thescaleoftheirplotofstarform ation history
(their Fig.4 in astro-ph/0403167v1& v2).

shifts close to z = 6 were responsible for the bulk ofreion-

ization,then a very di�erentinitialm assfunction would be

required,orthe calculations ofthe clum ping factor ofneu-

tralgas would have to be signi�cantly over-estim ated.Al-

ternatively anotherlow-lum inosity population (e.g.,form ing

globular clusters; Ricotti 2002) could be invoked to pro-

vide som e of the shortfall in ionizing photons. It is also

plausible that the bulk ofreionization occured at redshifts

wellbeyond z = 6:the W M AP polarization data indicate

zreion > 10 (K ogutet al.2003),and it is possible that the

G unn-Peterson troughsseen in z > 6:2 Q SO s(Beckeretal.

2001;Fan etal.2002)m ark thevery lastperiod ofa neutral

IG M .

4 C O N C LU SIO N S

W e sum m arize ourm ain conclusionsasfollows:

(i) W epresentan i
0
-dropoutcatalogueofz � 6 starform -

ing galaxy candidates in the Ultra D eep Field (UD F) to a

lim iting 
ux (8�)ofz
0

A B < 28:5.Thisrepresentsa substan-

tialadvance overthe depthsachieved in the G O O D S cata-

loguesand enablesus,forthe�rsttim e,toaddressquestions

concerning thecontribution ofthefaintend ofthelum inos-

ity function.

(ii) W e detect54 resolved sourceswith (i
0
� z

0
)A B > 1:3

in the deepest11arcm in
2
portion ofthe UD F and consider

thisto be an upperlim it to the abundance ofstarform ing

galaxiesatz � 6.

(iii) Using sim ulations based on lower redshift data,we

deduce that,regardless ofcontam ination by foreground in-

terlopers,the abundance ofi
0
-dropouts detected is signi�-

cantly less than predicted on the basis ofno evolution in

the com oving star form ation rate from z = 3 to z = 6 (in-

tegrating to thesam elum inosity level).TheUD F data sup-

portsourprevioussuggestions thatthe starform ation rate

atz � 6 wasabout� 6 lessthan atz � 3 (Stanway,Bunker

& M cM ahon 2003).

(iv) The inferred com oving star form ation rate of

0:005h70 M � yr�1 M pc�3 from L > 0:1L�

U V
galaxies at

z � 6 m ay poses a signi�cant challenge for m odels which

require that lum inous star form ing galaxies in the redshift

range 6< z < 10 are responsible forreionizing the Universe.

(v) Thecontam ination ofouri
0
-drop sam pleofcandidate

z � 6 galaxiesby coolG alactic starsappearsto bem inim al

at z0
A B

> 26,possibly because we are seeing beyond the

G alactic disk atthe faintm agnitudesprobed by the UD F.

N ote A dded in P roof

A recentpreprintby Yan & W indhorst(astro-ph/0407493)

independently repeats our selection of candidate z � 6

galaxiesin the Hubble Ultra D eep Field with (i0� z
0)A B >

1:3 (astro-ph/0403223 and this paper).The Yan & W ind-

horstcatalogue also pushesto fainterm agnitudesthan our

z
0

A B
< 28:5 lim it,where the com pleteness corrections be-

com e signi�cant.This subsequent independent analysis re-

covers alm ost allofour originali
0
-band drop-out galaxies,

and the catalogues agree at the 98% level(one discrepant

object out of 50). In astro-ph/0407562 (Bunker & Stan-

way 2004) we presenta m atched catalogue ofthese i-band

dropoutsin the Hubble Ultra D eep Field.
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