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ABSTRACT

Ains.W e present the rst large, unbiased sam ple of Lym an Break G alaxies (LBGs) at z 1.Farultraviolet-dropout (1530A)

galaxies in the Chandra D eep F ield South have been selected using GALE X data.This rst large sample in thez 1 universe
provides us w ith a high quality reference sam ple of LBG s.

M ethods.W e analyzed the sam ple from the UV to the IR ushgGALEX ,SPITZER,E SO and H ST data.

Resuks. The m orphology (cbtained from GOOD S data) of 75 % of our LBG s is consistent w ith a disk. The vast m aprity of
LBGswih an IR detection are also Lum Inous Infrared G alaxies (LIRG s).A s a class, the galaxies not detected at 24 m are
an order of m agnitude fainter relative to the UV com pared w ith those detected individually, suggesting that therem ay be two
types of behavior w ithin the sam ple. For the IR -bright galaxies, there is an apparent upper lim it for the UV dust attenuation

and this upper lin it is anti-correlated w ith the observed UV lum inosity. P revious estin ates of dust attenuations based on the
ultraviolet slope are com pared to new onesbased on the FIR /UV ratio (for LBG s detected at 24 m ), which isusually a m ore
reliable estin ator. D epending on the calbration we use to estim ate the total IR lum inosity, -based attenuations Aryv are
larger by 02 to 0.6 m ag. than the ones estin ated from FIR /UV ratio. F nally, for IR -bright LBG s, m edian estin ated -based
SFR s are 2-3 tim es Jarger than the total SFRsestimated as SFRror = SFRyv + SFR1zx while IR -based SFR s provide valies
below SFRror by 15 -20 $ . W e use a stacking m ethod to statistically constrain the 24 m  ux of LBG s non individually
detected. T he results suggest that these LBG s do not contain large am ounts of dust.

Key words. cosm ology : observations { galaxies : starburst { ultraviolt : galaxies { nfrared :galaxies { galaxies : extinction

1. Introduction

- Lym an B reak G alaxies (LBG s) are them ost num erous ob—
Send o print mequests to: D . Burgarella ‘cts observed at high redshift (z > 2 3) in the rest—fram e
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ultraviclet UV ). T he discovery of a large population of
LBG s begihning wih the work of M adau et al. (1996),
followed by the spectral con m ation of their redshifts,
provided the astronom icalcomm unity w ith the rst large
sam ple of con m ed high redshift galaxies (Steidelet al.
1996; Lowenthalet al. 1997). T he spectra ofbright LBG s
(eg.B58 by Pettini et al. 2000; Teplitz et al. 2000) are
ram arkably sin ilar to those of local starbursts, Indicat—
Ing that these ob fcts are form ing stars at a high rate.
The observed colors of LBG s are redder than expected
for dust-free star-form ing ob gcts. T his reddening suggests
that som e dust ispresent In this population. H ow ever, the
am ount of dust In LBGs (Baker et al. 2001; Chapm an
et al. 2000), and therefore the reddening-corrrected star
form ation rate (SFR€), is poorly known.M eurer et al.
(1999), Adeberger & Steidel (2000) and subsequent pa—
pers tried to estin ate the am ount ofdust attenuation from
the method (Calzettiet al. 1994).H owever, i hasbeen
show n recently that this approach only provides rough es—
tin ates of the totalUV attenuation in localgalaxies (eg.
Buatetal.2005;Burgarella et al.2005; Sedbert et al. 2005,
G oMdader et al. 2002 and Bell 2002).

High redshift LBGs are m ainly undetected at sub-
m illim eter (sub-mm ) wavelengths, where the em ission of
galaxies is dom inated by the dust heated by young stars
K ennicutt 1998).0nly the m ost extinguished LBG s are
detected by SCUBA (Chapm an et al. 2000, Ivison et al.
2005) and we have no idea of the dust attenuation for a
representative sam ple. Very recently, Huang et al. (2005)
observed a population of LBGs at 2 < z < 3 detected
wih SP IT Z E R .Unfrtunately, due to the very high red—
shift, the SPITZER=M IP S observations were not deep
enough to detect the them ally reradiated em ission from
very many LBGs at z 3 and the SPITZER=IRAC
data, although deep enough to detect m any LBG s, only
probe the rest-frame NIR (ie.no inform ation about the
dust enshrouded star form ation can be nferred).Them or—
phology of LBG s is also a m atter of debate: early works
(eg. Giavalisco et al. 1996) suggested that LBG s could
be ellipsoidal, and therefore perhaps the progeniors ofel
lipticals or of the bulges of spiral galaxies. T he problem
is that we can hardly detect low surface brightness areas
at high redshift because of the cosm ologicaldin m ing.For
instance, Burgarella et al. (2001) suggest that only com —
pact star form ing regions could be easily detected In deep
H ST observations.

O n the other hand, cbservations in the sub-mm range
have revealed a population of F IR -bright galaxies that
m ight be sin ilar to local (U lra) Lum inous IR galaxies
(U)LIRGs) Blin et al. 1999) with 10ML < Lz =
L@ 1000 m)< 10L ®rLIRGsand10%L < Ly <
10"°L, ©rULIRG s.These ob Fcts are Ikely to dom inate
the Coamn ic Infrared Background (CIB; E baz & Cesarsky
2003) at high redshift. T he link between LBG sand LIRG s
is still an open question: are there two classes of ob fcts
or are they related? If they are two facets of the same

population, then we could, for instance, correct UV uxes

for the dust attenuation to recover the ull Star Fom ation
Density (eg.P erezGonzalzet al. 2005).

The usual way of detecting and dentifying LBG s is
through the so—called dropout technique, ie. the absence
of em ission In the bluest of a serdes of bands due to the
Lym an break feature m oving redwards w ith the redshift
(eg.Steidel & Ham ilton 1993, G iavalisco 2002) . H ow ever,
it is well known that selection e ects can have a very
strong in uence on the deduced characterics of an ob—
served galaxy sample (eg. Buat et al 2005; Burgarella
et al. 2005).Until now, there has been no way to detect
a general, unbiased sam pl of LBG s at low redshift (ie.
z  2),wih the sam e dropout m ethod very successfuilly
used at z 2 because we lacked an e cient cbserving
facility n the UV range. This was quite unfortunate be-
cause the sin ple fact that the galaxies are closer to us
m eans that we can access m uch m ore inform ation on the
m orphology, detect fainter LBGs in the UV and in the
IR, and therefore harvest larger samples. GALEX and
SP ITZER changed this situation and have allow ed us to
de ne a large samplk of LBGs at z 1 in the Chandra
Deep Field South CDFS).

In this study, we com bine the detection in the UV of
true (ie.wih a detected Lym an break) LBG s at z 1
with GALEX and at24 m with SPITZER/M IPS.These
data let us estim ate the totaldust em ission and therefore,
the dusttoUV ux ratio, which provides a good tracer
of the dust attenuation In the UV . W e also use high spa—
tialresolution Im agesto analyse theirm orphology.W e are
therefore able to perform a com plete analysis for the st
tine on a large LBG sam pl.

A cosmolgywithHo= 70km s 'Mpc !, y = 03
and = 0:7 isassum ed In this paper.

2.The Gahxy Sam pk

GALEX M artin et al. 2005) observed the CDFS eld
for 44668 sec D esp Im aging Survey = D IS) in both the
far ultraviokt FUV) and the near ultraviolt NUV).
The GALEX eld is centered at = 03h32m 30.7s,
= 27deg52’16.9" (J2000.0). The GALEX IR1.1 pipeline
identi ed 34610 ob ectsw ithin the 1 2% -diam eter eld of
view . The GALEX resolution (image full width at half
Maxinum = FW HM ) isabout 45 arcsec In FUV and 6
arcsec In NUV .

This eld has also been observed by SPIT ZER usihg
M IPS Ricke et al. 2004) in the guaranteed tim e observ—
ing program . The M IP S observations provide about 7 —8
sourcesaramin 2 at 24 m centeredona 145 0#4=
0:6 deg® eld of view.The SPITZER image FW HM is
about 6 arcsec and aln ost perfectly m atches that of
GALEX.

Redshifts rom GOODS (Vanzella et al 2005) and
VVDS (Le F evre et al. 2004) are availabl at the cen-—
ter of the GALEX eld. Part of the GALEX CDFS

eld was observed by COMBO 17 W olf et al 2004)
over 05 05 deg®. We made use of COMBO 17 red-
shifts for ob cts w ith r < 24:5. In this range, the quality
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z=(0+ z) ramainswithin , < 0:03 for 53 $ of the ob—-
Ects. F nally, we obtained photom etry from the European
Southem O bservatory In aging Survey €IS) nU,B,V,
R and I.

W ebuilt a sam ple of LBG sas follow s.From the sources

w ith redshifts, we selected ob fcts in the rest-fram e FUV
(ie.n the cbserved NUV ) that we crosscorrelated (r= 1
arcsec) rstwith the ground-based opticalE IS data, then
(r= 4 arcsecs) with theM IPS 24 m data.In the resulting
catalogue, we dow n-selected to ob ects that COM BO 17
puts In the "GALAXY" class. Then, we extracted the
sources with redshift 0:9 Z 13. Since we wish to
study Lym an break galaxies, we om itted ob fcts w thout
observed NUV and U ux :we kept only obfcts down
to GALEX NUV magniudes= 24.5 corresponding to the
GALEX 80% oom plteness kevel and the U-band lin iting
magniude at U=251.W e did not use a colorcolor se—
lection as perform ed by Steidel & Ham itton (1993).Since
we are studying galaxies w th known redshifts, the extra
color is not needed to screen out interlopers. T he selec-
tion on the x-axis (ie.G R color) m ight biasthe sam ple
toward low -reddening LBG s that we w ish to avoid so we
can achieve a m ore general understanding of the sam pl.
In fact,we nd thatthem embersofour sam ple allw ithin
the tradiional colorcolor LBG range, or very close to i,
asdiscussed in Section 35.Forgalxiesatz 1,GALEX
FUV corresoonds to a rest-fram e wavelength of 765
A and GALEX NUV correspondsto 1155 A . The ob-
served FUV andNUV  Iersare therefore in the sam e rest—
fram ewavelength rangesasU and G ltersused to dentify
Lym an breaks at high redshift (eg. G iavalisco 2002 for a
review ) . The observed FUV-NUV color thus gives a clear
indication ofthe Lym an break .W e picked the ob ctsw ith
the strongest indication ofa break :FUV NUV > 2;
the nalsample contains 297 LBG s. O f this Iist, 49 ob-
Bcts (165 %) have ameasured ux above the 80 % com —
plkteness Im it ofthe SPITZER 24 m data (€g9.P erez—
Gonzalz et al 2005) and thus at a high enough ratio of
signalto noise to be treated Individually.Fig.1 show stwo
exam ples of these LBG s at severalw avelengths including
the two GALE X bands, the B and R E IS bands and the
24 m SPITZER=M IP S band.M any additional galax—
ies were detected by SP ITZER but at a weaker level;
below we w ill describe how we used a stacking technique
to probe their properties. O ur sam ple 0f 297 UV —selected
LBGs In the redshift range 09 z 13 oconstitutes
the database that we will study in this work (except for
Sect.35). Thecommon GALEX —-SPITZER=M IPS -
COMBO 17 eldofview (mainly lin ted by COM BO 17)
isabout 025 deg?, which translatesto 1180 LBG sdeg 2
and 200 LBGsdeg ? for which we have dividual IR
detections.

3.Lym an Break Galhxiesatz 1

Our LBG s provide the rst opportuniy to study an un-
biased sam ple of LBG s system atically at z  1.W e ana-
Iyzethe UV and IR lum inosities ofthese galaxies, m easure

35

- —=LIR/upp. Lim.
= = |IR/det
——LUV/upp. Lim.
e | |JV//diet

LIRGs

O 0¥ o 6962 0 Y Xl 0 Y K e B 0 Yk
R RN VN N Y

log(Lyy and L)

Fig.2.The distribbution in observed lum inosity presented
here correspondsto UV lum inosities in blue (solid) and IR
um inosities in red (dashed). Heavy lines are drawn from
the population of LBG sw ith detected counterparts in the
24 m MIPS Inage and thin lines to upper lim its only.
N ote that the cut at low Lz is not sharp because the
83 Jy lim i used here is not the detection lm it but the
80 % ocom pleteness lin it. UV lum inosities cover the sam e
range for the two sam ples and reach uncorrected UV lum i
nosities of LogLyy = 11 (@AnL ). This upper lim i is con—
sistent w ith A deberger & Steidelrange forLBGsatz 3
but seem s nconsistent w ith the Balm erbreak sam ple at
z 1. Two areas are shaded. Starting from the kft, the

rst corresponds to the range covered by UV Lum inous
G alaxies (open right ended) and the second one corre—
soonds to Lum inous IR G alaxies.A few U ltra Lum inous
IR G alaxies are also detected.

theirm orphologies and their star form ation as revealed by
the UV and IR data and nally discuss the im plications
they have for studies centered on higher redshifts.

3.1.U kravibkt and hftared Lum hosities

We nd a large range of observed (ie. un-corrected for
dust attenuation) FUV lum inosities ( £ In restframe
FUV) with 93 LogLyy L ] 110. The Iowest u—
m nosity is set by the lim iting m agnitude in the U-band
at U = 25:1.Below the break, the lim iting m agnitude
amounts to FUV = 260. A lthough fainter ob gcts are
detected In the NUV down to NUV = 259), we use
a lin ting m agnitude of NUV = 2435 to com pute safer
FUV N UV colorsand therefore perform a safer Lym an
Break selection.The average value is< LogLyy L 1>=
102 03 forthe sam plew ith individualIR detections, and
< LogLyy L. 1>= 101 023 for the rest ofthe sampl.
Total IR lum inosities (L1g ) are estim ated llow ing
the procedure described in P erezGonzalz et al. (2005).
Brie y, restframe 12 m uxes are calculated by com —
paring the observed m id-IR SED s (including IRAC and
MIPS uxes) of each Individual galaxy wih m odels of
dust em ission (eg. Chary & Ebaz 2001 or Dak et al
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Fig.l.Two galaxies from our LBG sam ple are shown here, from left to right n GALEX FUV and NUV, then E IS
B,HST GOODSB,EIS I, HST GOODS Iand nally SPITZER=M IPS 24 m band.For the two galaxies, the

leflm ost in age (plue fram e) is below the Lym an break at z
4 arcsec? . The corresponding GOODS eld (green frame) is plotted I the large (35

In ages is 4

1 and the galaxy is not visble. The size 0fGOOD S
35 arcsed)

E IS inages.a) a LBG classi ed as a disk-dom inated galaxy; the m ore com pact ob fct is at z = 0546 from VVDS,
it appears reddish and should not contrbute in ultraviokt and in far nfrared; b) a LBG classi ed as a m erger /

Interacting galaxy.

2002). This procedure is m eant to cope w ith the strong
K -corrections observed in the m id-IR due to the em is—
sion from arom aticm olecules.W e use the form ulations of
Takeuchiet al. 2005) and Chary & E baz (2001) for con—
version from 12 m ux densiy to Lz . In addition to the
intrinsic di erences due to the two calbrations (the for-
mer provides L1z lower by 02 dex), the conversion from
Li, m toLir can introduce errorsup to a factor of2 for
Individual nom al galaxies and 4 for galaxies with SED
variations over the full IRA S sam ple range (Takeuchiet
al. 2005; D alk et al. 2005). The e ects of these errors are
greatly reduced in this work because we discuss average
properties, not those of ndividual galaxies; in this case,
the uncertainties are likely to be com m ensuratew ith those
in the overall conversions to Lz (ie. still 02 dex).
T here are also uncertainties n the lum inosiy values due
to the distance (sihce we use photom etric redshifts w ith

z=(z+ 1) 0:03), but they are lss than 10% forLyy
and Ly .

Tt isdi cul to com pare our sam ple to previously pub-—
lished ones since none was available in this redshift range
before GALE X . However, Adeberger & Steidel (2000)
have discussed a Baln erbreak sample at z 1.The dis-
tribbutions n Lyy and Lig for our sam ple are shown in
Fig. 2. The lower Im it is set by the wux lim its but the
upper lim it of our LBG sam ple is about the sam e as the
z > 3 one n Adeberger & Steidel's (2000). H ow ever, the
upper lim it of our sam pl is higher by a factor of 4
(@ssum ing H ¢ = 70) than Adeberger & Steidel’s (2000)
sam pl.

Heckm an et al. 2005) de ned UV Lum nous G alaxies
UVLGs) as galxies with UV lum inosities above
LogLyv )= 103L .They found thatthesesUVLG sbear
sin ilarities to LBG s, especially a sub-sam ple of com pact
ones. In our sam ple, 222 % ofthe LBGsareUVLGs, 30.6
% ofthe LBGswih an IR counterpart are UVLG s. The
83 Jy detection lim i at 24 m approxin ately corresponds

to Log(Ltr ) 111 , that is, nearly all the IR -detected
LBGsarr LIRGs (959 %) and there are 2 ULIRGs (4.1
% ).An association between UVLG s and LIRG swas pro—
posed by Burgarella et al. (2005). W e con m here this
association and extend it to LBG s.

32.TheM ompholbgy

T he G reat O bservatories O rigins D eep Survey (GOOD S)
provides high resolution and high signalto-noise in ages
of som e of our LBG s, which can be used to study their
m orphology in the rest-frame B band. An advantage of
our low redshift sam ple of LBG s is that the in ages ex—
tend to low surface brightness and hence m orphologies
can be determ ined well. W e com pute the asym m etry and
concentration Fig. 3) as In Lauger et al. (2005a) from
the cb ectswithin the GOODS eld which have a signal-
tonoise ratio larger than S=N 1 per pixel and whose
coordinates are w thin 2 arcsecs from the GALEX detec—
tion.W e were able to obtain the m orphology for only 36
LBG S out of our 300 LBG s (about 1/4 of our GALEX
+ SPITZER + COMBO 17 eld iscovered by GOODS).
Fig. 3 Jeads us to two conclusions: i) allbut one LBG 1n
our sam ple are located on the disk side of the line sepa—
rating disk-dom inated and bulge-dom inated galaxies, and
i) part of them (2 %) are in the top part of the dia—
gram , ie.wih an A symm etry lJarger than 025 and could
be interpreted asm ergers. T his kind of quantitative anal
ysis is also applied to higher redshift LBG s, however, we
m ust be carefulin the interpretation because, even ifdisks
are present, i would be very di cul to detect them due
to the coam ologicaldinm ing (eg.Burgarella et al. 2001).
Indeed, in deep spectroscopic cbservations (€g.M ocorw ood
et al. 2000, Pettiniet al. 2001), the pro les of the optical
nebular lines suggest the presence of disks in som e LBG s.
A num ber of studies have been devoted to galaxy m or-
phology In the redshift range 06 z 12.Atz 077,
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m ost of the works seem to agree that about 60 — 70%
ofthe ob cts can be classi ed as disk-dom inated galaxies
m ainly spiralsand M agellanic irrequlars) and 10 -20% as
m ergers/ interacting galaxies. H ere gpirals are a sub-group
of disks which exhibit a m ore symm etric (spiral) struc—
ture than irregqular-like ob ects sin ilar to the M agellanic
clouds. T heir asym m etry is therefore lower. Lauger et al.
(2005b) found about 70 —80% ofdisk-dom inated galaxies
atz l.Zhengetal (2004) studied theH ST m orphology
ofa sampl of LIRG s and also found that a lJarge m a pr—
ity ( 85 %) ofthem are associated w ith disk-dom inated
galaxies. T his conclusion is reached w hether the selection
is In the rest—fram e ultraviolet W olfet al. 2005) or in the
Infrared Bellet al. 2005). H owever, som e dispersion due
to the coan ic variance m ight exist (C onselice, B Jackbume
& Papovich 2005).

T herefore, overall i appears that the m a prity of the
star form ation at 0:6 < z < 1 resides in disks and about
half of £ In spirals. The numbers that we draw for our
ILBG samplk at z 1 are globally consistent: we nd
that 22% ofthe LBG s are lkely m ergers eg.Fig. 1b),

75% are disks (eg. Fig. la) and only 3% ({e. 1
galaxy) is possbly a spheroid. In the cases where our
LBGscan also beclassi ed asLIRG S from their IR um i
nosity, ourm easured m orphologies are consistent w ith the
LIRG m orphology m easurem ents of Zheng et al. (2004).

33.U kmaviokt D ust Attenuations

Until now, i has been di cult to estim ate the valdiy
of dust attenuation estin ates for distant LBG s, because
we had no clear idea of their L1r . Adeberger & Steidel
(2000) tried to estin ate the 800 m  uxes of their LBG
sam ple from the method and com pared the resuls to
observations. H owever, only the m ost extrem e LBG s can
be detected either directly in the sub-m illin eter range or
in the radio rangeat 14 G H z and therefore could be used
in this com parison.

In this paper, we use total IR lum inosities, Lz , and
Lyv to compute the FIR/UV ratio, which is calibrated
Into FUV dust attenuation Aryv (e9.Burgarella et al.
2005). This m ethod has been shown to provide m ore ac—
curate dust attenuations than those from the UV slope
Fig. 4 shows an apparent anticorrelation of Aryvy wih
the UV lum inosity. It is not clear, however, whether this
relationship is real or only observational. Tndeed, n ad-
dition to the observational cut at low Lpyvy, the 24 m
lower lim iting ux m eans that we cannot detect Individ—
ually low—lum inosity galaxies w ith low dust attenuations.
Tt is very interesting to note that we do not detect LBG s
w ith both a high UV lum inosity and a high UV dust atten—
uation, and this cannot be caused by cbservational lin its.
In other words, we seam to observe a population of high
Lyv LBGs Which qualify asUV LG s) w ith dust attenua—
tions sin flar to UV —selected galaxies in the localuniverse
(eg.Buat et al. 2005). UVLG galaxies are LIRG s w ith
the owest Arqgyvy -

1.00 L
] mergers/interacting galaxies
. (1]
]
[ 2 L]
o di i * *
=] 1 disk-dominated PO el
2 * * 3
E 10 e oo ]
g 0101 o ¢
> ] ° @ *
] e s
< .
bulge-dominated
0.01 T T T
1 2 3 4 5

Concentration

Fig.3. The m orphology of the LBG sam ple is quantita—
tively estin ated from the asymm etry and the concentra—
tion (sub-sam ple drawn from a larger CDF S analysis by
Lauger et al. 2005b). T he am aller num ber of ob fcts pre—
sented here is due to the smaller eld ofview ocfGOOD S
as com pared to ours. Black circless are LBG s w ithout
IR counterpartsw hile red diam onds represent LBG sw ith
a 24 m MIPS detection. The line corresponding to the
lim it betw een disk-dom inated and bulge-dom inated galax—
ies (Lauger et al. 2005a). T he location in the diagram re—

ects the m orphological type of the galaxies: m ore asym —
metrical LBG s (eg.mergers) are In the top part of the
diagram @A > 025) whik early-type spirals would have
A < 01.ThelBG samplk ism ainly dom nated (75 % ) by
disk-dom inated galaxies and the contrbution from m erg—
ersamountsto 21 % .

T here are now studies of high-redshift LBGs (z > 2)
wih SPITZER (g. Labbe et al. 2005; Huang et al
2005) . H ow ever, the resuls are so far inconsistent: Labb e
et al. (2005) found that LBG s are consistent w ith low—
reddening m odels while Huang et al. (2005) found m ore
reddened LBG s. Further observations w ill resolve these
di erences and provide a m basis for com parison w ith

our sam ple.
W ith the 24 m SPITZER ux for the ndividually
detected z 1 ob cts, we can go a step further and check

how UV dust attenuation estim ations carried out from
the method com pare w ith the better TR=UV -based es—
tin ates. T his com parison has already been perform ed for
nearby galaxies Buat et al. 2005, Burgarella et al. 2005,
Sebert et al. 2005 and references therein) .G iven the w ide
use ofthe method on high redshift LBG s, it isusefulto
com pare w ith our lowerredshift sam ple.

U sing the equations In Adeberger & Steidel (2000)
(deduced from M eurer et al. (1999)), we estin ate the IR
um inosity that is used to com pute Aryyv and the total
lum inosity for each LBG . W e observe a am all overesti-
m ation of the dust attenuation as com pared to the ones
estim ated from SP ITZER=M IP S data and the dustto—
UV  ux ratio. The -based mean dust attenuation esti-
mated orourz 1 LBG sampl isApyy = 2776 0413
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Fig.4.Blue and red symbols are the sam e ob Ects but
Jum inosities are Lyy for the form er and L1g for the lat—
ter. The dust attenuation strongly decreases while Lyy
Increases. P art of this apparent correlation m ight be due
to the fact that observational lim is prevent us from de-
tecting low —-lum inosity LBG s with low dust attenuation.
T he clear cut on the upper parts of the box cloud cannot
be due to observational biases. W e do not seem to ob-
serve UV LG s w ith high dust attenuations. On the other
hand, the m ore dispersed but wellknown increase of the
dust attenuation with Lig is observed here. Larger sym —
bols correspond to UVLG s (LogLyvy > 103L ).M ost of
them have low dust attenuationsbut one isa ULIRG and
hasAryv 4.

( = 1:02) while the dust-toUV dust attenuation gives
Arygy = 216 011 ( = 0:84) wih L;g from Takeuchi
etal. 2005) andAryvy = 2:53 012 ( = 0:94) wih Lix
from Chary & EDbaz (2001).T he average value ofthe two
dustto-UV estin ates is consistent w ith Takeuchi, Buat &
Burgarella (2005).Thenete ect isthat total lum inosities
based on the method are slightly larger than the actual
values and the deduced SFR s are therefore overestin ated
(see next section). The m ean of the ratios of the vs.
FIR/UV Apyy = 131 0207 ( = 052) for Takeuchiet
al. 2005) and Aryy = 109 005 ( = 040) for Chary
& Ebaz’s calibration.

Applying the KaplanM efer estimator (and using
Chary & EDaz’s calbrations), we can take upper lin —
is into account to estim ate mean dust attenuations.
We nd moderate values < Arpyy >= 136 007 for
Mruyv 22 (5 data points of which 1 is an upper
Imi) and < Apyy >= 108 01l orMgeyy 21
ie.L, at z=3 (35 data points of which 65 % are upper
Iim its). U sing only detections, we reached, respectivelly,
< Apgy >= 154 009 and < Apyy >= 159 0:18.
Sihce we only use a an allnum ber of bright LBG s, this is
hardly com parabl to the num bers quoted in the previous
paragraph. H owever, i suggests that lower Lyyy LBGs
have higher dust attenuations (see Fig. 4).

3 4. StarFom ation Rates and In plications for the
Coan ic Star Fom ation D ensity

W e estin ate SFRs for our LBG sampl from the R u-
m nosities and after applying dust corrections estin ated
from and we com pare them , in Fig. 5, to the totalSFR :
SFRror = SFRyy + SFRg where SFRyy isnot cor-
rected for dust attenuation. SFRror is assum ed to be
the best SFR estim ate and we use it as a reference. The
rst conclusion is that the dispersion is much larger for
UV SFR°scomputed with dust corrections than for R
SFRs.But them edian valuesarealsodi erent:SFRj, =
1123 338 ( = 2609)M yr ! whikeSFRz = 499
131 ( = 1009) M yr ! ifwe use Chary & EDaz
(2001) and SFRzx = 305 60 ( = 46%6)M yr !
if we use Takeuchi, Buat & Burgarella (2005). M edian
SFRror for the two above calbrations are, respectiv—
elly, SFRror = 628 132 ( = 1024)M wmr ! and
SFRror = 411 63 ( = 48%6)M yr '.Asexpected,
for LBG sdetected in IR, SF R 1y is therefore a better es-
tin ate. About 22 % of our LBG s with an IR detection
have SFRror > 100 M wyr ! (using Chary & Elbaz’s
calbration) as com pared to lessthan 1 $ In Floreset al's
(1999) galaxy sam ple which con m s that our LBG s are
form ing stars very actively. H owever, none of the LBG s
undetected at 24 m isabove SFRror > 100M myr 1.
T he higher SFR s reached when dust attenuations are
com puted wih the UV slope (depending on the Lig
calbbration, + 79 to + 173% ) lead to an overestin ated con—
tribution of LBG sto the C oamn ic StarFomm ation D ensity if
the sam e quantitative di erence exists at higher redshift.
However, Takeuchi, Buat & Burgarella (2005) showed that
the current assum ption of a constant dust attenuation
does not seem to be veri ed. The increase of the m ean
Arpyy from 13 to 23 from z = 0 to z = 1 means
that, for a given observed FUV lum inosity density, the
dust-corrected star form ation density would vary. Note
that those m ean dust attenuations cannot be com pared
w ith the numbers given for the K aplan-M ejer estin ates
which are biased toward hrge M ryv LBG swhilk fainter
LBG s seam to have larger dust attenuations in our sam —
pl.A though FIR data are not always available, it is very
In portant that one is aware of these uncertainties when
using Star Fomm ation D ensities derived from UV values
corrected from the method for LBG s wih high dust
attenuations, especially at high redshift where we have a
very poor know ledge of actual attenuations. T hese am bi-
guities m ay be reduced by further study of Spitzer data,
and w ith Herschel

3.5.Extension to GabxisFantat 24 m

So far, most of our argum ents have been based on the
49 galaxies Individually detected at 24 m well above the
com pleteness 1im it. To put the behavior of these galaxies
In a broader context, we have determm ined average infrared

ux densities for groups of galaxiesby stacking. In ages at
24 m are shiffted to a comm on center on the basis of the
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1000

= SFR(IR)
© SFRc(UV) corrected from beta

SFRroT

1000
SFRyy & SFRpz

Fig.5. Blue open circles compare SFRG, to SFRtot
whilered lledboxescompareSF Ry1r t0oSFRror .Both
SFRs are com puted from K ennicutt (1998). The m edian
SF Rp1r Is underestim ated by about 80 $ and the un-—
derestin ation increases at lJower SFR s, which is consistent
w ith the fact that the UV contribution (ot accounted for
from Lir) is usually higher at low SFRs than at high
SFRs. For this sampl of LBG detected at 24 m, the
m edian value of SFRy,, is overestin ated by a factor of
2 —3 In average w ih a possbl trend for the di erence
to Increase at high SFRs. T he dispersion of -based UV
SFR®s ( srr 200M yr ') ismuch larger than IR-
based SFR ( srr 30 40M wyr ! depending on the
calibration into Ly ).

24 m ooordinates if the ob Fct was well enough detected

in that band, or the coordinates of the optical identi —
cation otherw ise. W e use sigm a—clipping to elin inate sur-
rounding sources; the level at which clipping occurs is ad—
Justed em pirically to provide the an oothest possible sky

In age. T he quoted results are fora levelof5- for sources

detected at 24 m and 4- for undetected ones (see be-
low ), but they are not sensitive to m odest adjustm ents in

this level. In general, the resulting backgrounds have only

weak structure and, where the sources are fairly bright

in the nfrared, the 24 m stacked im age is sim ilar to the

point soread fiinction of the instrument. W e con m ed
that stacking sources of known ux densiy gave consis—
tent results. T hese behaviors validate the procedure.

For this study, we used a totalof 336 sources, selected
sin ilarly to those discussed above (out w ithout screening
for COM BO -17 type classi cation).W e divided the sam —
ple Into two groups. The rst, hereafter the undetected
group, includes 201 UV obgcts (60% of the total) for
which visual inspection indicated no reliable 24 m detec—
tion. The second (40% ), hereafter the detected group, is
the ob cts w ith evidence for an nfrared detection; it was
In tum divided into three equal subgroups according to
NUV lum inosity. As shown in Tabl 1, the two groups
have very sim ilar average NUV  ux densiy, 1.89 Jy for
the undetected and 1.63 Jy for the detected group. The
averageN UV lim inosities are also sin ilar, 13 10% erg/s

and 11 10* ergs/s, respectively. H ow ever, the average
Infrared ux densitiesdi erby a factor often: 13 Jy for
the undetected group and 143 Jy for the detected one.
There is no signi cant di erence in average infrared ux
density am ong the subgroups in the detected group.

T hese results indicate that the LBG s divide into two
classes. About 40% of them are infrared bright. The av—
erage NUV  ux density for this group is 1.63 Jy, so as
measured in F , the NUV and 24 m lum inosities are
sim ilar. Since there is a substantial correction to total far
Infrared lum inosity, the nfrared com ponent to the output
from young starsissigni cant,probably accounting forthe
m a prity of the lum inosiy for these ob fcts. T he rem ain—
Ing 60% are nfrared faint: F isabout ten tim es greater
In the NUV than at 24 m , Indicating that their outputs
are dom Inated by the UV . T he results ofthis paper apply
to galaxies like those In the detected group only.

To explore other possbl di erences between these
classes, we com puted the average B (ie.restframeNUV)

ux densities for the same two groups and three sub-
groups.A though it isin uenced by other factors, we take
the ratio of B to NUV  ux densities (or equivalently the
NUV —-B oolor) to be an indicator of the level of redden-—
ng, and the ratio 0of24 m to B ux density to m easure
the relative portion of the lum mnosity from young stars
an erging in the infrared com pared with the UV . The re—
sults are in Tabl 1. F irst, they dem onstrate that all the
galaxies In our selection f2llin, or close, to the colorcolor
LBG zoneasadjisted from high ztoz 1 (seeG iavalisco
2002). There is a trend for LBG sw ith a high 24/B ratio
to present a high B/NUV, which is consistent w ith the
relation for the UV slope and the FIR/UV ratio found
by M eurer et al. (2000) on a sam pl of local starburst
galaxies. An analysis based on detections is required to
check whether M eurer et al’s law can be applied safely
to those LBG s whilke we showed in the previous section
that i provides digpersed SFRs for the detected sam —
pl. Finally, the am ount of dust attenuation for the un-
detected group isvery low @Argv 05 0:6 foramean
LogLtorT 10:5) which corresponds to LBG s w ith the
Jow est reddening found by A deberger and Steidel (2000).
This very low reddening is consistent w ith the very blue
UV slpe 24.If con med, this would m ean that
about half of the LBG s do not contain lJarge am ounts of
dust.

4. Conclusions

W e use m ultiwavelength data In the CDF S to de ne the

rst large sam ple of Lym an Break Galaxies at z 1;
GALEX isused to observe the Lym an break. Redshifts
aretaken from spectra and from COM BO 17.Q uantitative
m orphologies (Lauger et al. 2005a) are estin ated from
high spatial resolution in ages. F inally, dust attenuations
and total lum inosities are computed from SPITZER
m easuram ents at 24 m extrapolated to get the total IR
um inosity.

Them ain results of this analysis are:
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Table 1. Stacking AnalysisResuls

num ber Lyv F@24 m) F®B) FNUV) F@®)/FNUV) F24)/F®)
10* ergs/sec m Jy m Jy m Jy
A Nl detected 135 111 014 0.0018 0.0016 111 80
low UV 45 0.67 0.16 0.0014 0.0012 121 113
midde UV 45 0.99 016 0.0017 0.0014 119 95
high UV 45 1.67 014 0.0023 0.0024 0.98 59
U ndetected 201 133 0.013 0.0015 0.0019 0.79 8.7
1. W edetect LBGsin the range 93 LogLpyv L ] support for construction, operation and science analysis for

110, ie. well into the UVLG class as de ned
by Heckman et al. (2005). For the same ob Fcts,
LogLr 11L , which m eans that almn ost all the
IBGs wih a SPITZER con med detection are
LIRGs @nd LULIRG) atz 1.

2.LBGsatz 1aremanly disk-dom inated galaxies (75
%) wih a snall contribution of interacting/m erging
galaxies (22 %) and a negligbl (3 %) fraction are
soheroids. T he m orphologies of our LBG sam ple are
consistent w ith star-form ing galaxies.

3. The FUV dust attenuation appears to be anti-
correlated w ith the observed FUV lum inosity. P art of
this correlation m ight be due to ocbservational lim its
at 24 m . However, non-detection of LBG wih high
Lryv and high Aryyv cannot be explained by obser—
vationalbiases.

4. About 40% ofoursam ple of LBG sisdetected at24 m .
T hese ob fcts also show evidence for reddening in their
UV continua.The ram aining 60% ofthe sam ple are on
average an order ofm agniude lss lum inous In the in—
frared com pared w ith the rest fram e near UV . Their
UV continua also appear to be signi cantly less red-
dened.

5. Dust corrections of our IR -bright LBG sam ple com —
puted via the method are overestinated by 02
mag. if we use Chary & EDbaz (001) to compute
Lir and by 0:6 mag. if we use Takeuchi, Buat &
Burgarella (2005).

6. D ust attenuations estin ated by the m ethod for such
galaxies lead to overestin ation of the SFRs at z 1
by a factor of 2 to 3, depending on the calbration of
the24 m ux to L;g whilk IR -based SFR s are of the
sam e orderas SF Rt -

7. By using the stackingm ethod, we nd that LBG snon
detected at 24 m seem to have very low dust attenu-—
ations.
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