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ABSTRACT

We use deep HerscHebbservations taken with both PACS and SPIRE imaging canterastimate the dust mass of a sample
of galaxies extracted from the GOODS-S, GOODS-N and the COSMields. We divide the redshift—stellar masssg)+Star
Formation Rate (SFR) parameter space into small bins aedtigate average properties over this grid. In the first plattte work
we investigate the scaling relations between dust maskrsteass and SFR out to= 2.5. No clear evolution of the dust mass with
redshift is observed at a given SFIRd stellar mass. We find a tight correlation between the SFR ladltist mass, which, under
reasonable assumptions, is likely a consequence of thei8eRiennicutt (S-K) relation. The previously observedretation between
the stellar content and the dust content flattens or sometilisappears when considering galaxies with the same SHFirding
suggests that most of the correlation between dust masdeltat snass obtained by previous studies is likely a consecgl of the
correlation between the dust mass and the SFR combinedheitkain Sequence, i.e., the tight relation observed betweestellar
mass and the SFR and followed by the majority of star-forrgaigxies. We then investigate the gas content as inferoeddust mass
measurements. We convert the dust mass into gas mass byirgshat the dust-to-gas ratio scales linearly with the gatatticity
(as supported by many observations). For normal star-faymalaxies (on the Main Sequence) the inferred relationdsen the SFR
and the gas mass (integrated S-K relation) broadly agretbstiag results of previous studies based on CO measurentesgite
the completely dferent approaches. We observe that all galaxies in the sdoijge, within uncertainties, the same S-K relation.
However, when investigated in redshift intervals, the Sekation shows a moderate, but significant redshift evofufide bulk of the
galaxy population az ~ 2 converts gas into stars with affieiency (star formationféiciency, SFESFRMg.s equal to the inverse
of the depletion time) about 5 times higher tharzat 0. However, it is not clear what fraction of such variationtiké SFE is
due to an intrinsic redshift evolution and what fractioniimgly a consequence of highgalaxies having, on average, higher SFR,
combined with the super-linear slope of the S-K relationilgvbther studies find a linear slope). We confirm that the gastibn
(fgas = Mgas/(Mgas + Msia)) decreases with stellar mass and increases with the SFRib#é&ve no evolution with redshift once
Mstar and SFR are fixed. We explain these trends by introducing a useeelation between gas fraction, stellar mass and SFR that
does not evolve with redshift, at least outzte 2.5. Galaxies move across this relation as their gas contehtes/across the cosmic
epochs. We use the 3iDndamental §s—Msi—SFR relationalong with the evolution of the Main Sequence with redshifestimate
the evolution of the gas fraction in the average populatibgataxies as a function of redshift and as a function of atefiass: we 1
find that My 101'M,, galaxies show the strongest evolutiorzat 1.3 and a flatter trend at lower redshift, whilgfdecreases more
regularly over the entire redshift range probed igd 10'*M,, galaxies, in agreement with a downsizing scenario.

Key words. galaxies: evolution, galaxies: fundamental parametetdsx@s: high-redshift, galaxies: ISM, infrared: galaxie
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1. Introduction z ~ 3, with a roughly 0.3 dex scatter (e.q., Brinchmann et al.
. . . 2004 Noeske et al. 2007; Elbaz etlal. 2007; Santinilet al9200

Dust is an important component for understanding the galagy im et a1 2011} Rodighiero et al. 2011; Whitaker e al. 201

formation and evolution paradigm. Dust abundance is direChhq references therein). Galaxies on the MS are thought to

connected with galaxy growth through the formation of ne\ﬁ)ﬂrm stars through secular processes by gas accretion frem t
stars. Indeed, dust is composed of metals produced byrste|igeqa|actic Medium. Outliers above the MS are defined as sta

nucleosynthesis, and then expelled into the interstellgdiom 5 (e g1 Rodighiero et/al. 2011). Star formation efssdn

(ISM) via stellar wir_1ds and supernovae explosior]s. A Tt ege galaxies are violent and rapid, likely driven by mesge
of these metals mixes with the gas phase, while about 3

— o ) >(€.9./Elbaz et al. 2011; Wuyts etial. 201/1b; Nordon &t al2201
50% [Draine et al. 2007) of them condenses into dust graifigegpjte the much more vigorous star formation activity obese
Therefore, dust represents a consistent fraction of témwdss i, gtarhyrsts, according to recent studies (€.q., Rodigigieal.

of metals and can be considered as a proxy for the gas metafp 1. Sargent et Al 2012; Lamastra et al. 2013a), these-gala
ity. While dust is produced by the past star formation higtir 7 :

" ; . ges play a minor role in the global star formation history loé t
also dfects subsequent star formation, since it enhances the GRiverse, accounting for only 10% of the cosmic SFR density
mation of molecules, hence allowing the formation of molacu

louds f hich duced d atz ~ 2. Since at any redshift most of the galaxies are located
clouds from which stars are produced. Moreover, dust i@, the MS, most studies cannot investigate the dependence of
the shape of the Initial Mass Function (IMF), through faungr

hef . fl by f ) loud f X physical quantities (e.g., dust content) on stellar magsSH#R

¢ eI ormatlol? oflow-mass stars by dolstre].rll)r.]g ¢ Oﬁ fraglratm? independently, since these two quantities are degendiatg a
in low-metallicity environments and inhibiting the forma of 1,0 \1s To disentangle the intrinsic dependence on eacteséth
massive stars (Omukai et al. 2005). Finally dust al$ects the

e : ; . guantities large samples of objects are required to prppests-
detectability of galaxies, because it absorbs the UV gfatrfind tigate the dependence on SFR at any fixeguMnd, viceversa,

reradiates it at longer wavelengths. For all these reagoresti- o dependence ondyat a fixed SFR.

gating_dust properties and dus_t evolutionis a powgrfulmiimg’c Knowledge of the dust content can be further exploited to
to achieve a more complete view of galaxy evolution througho .. “intormation on the gas content, if the dust-to-gdi® ra

cosmic time. . : o
: , is known. In the past, most studies on the gas content in high-
: With the launch of ESASs I-_|ersche| Space Qbservatoré'alaxies have been based on CO observations (e.g. Tacaihi et
(Pilbratt et al. 2010), thanks to its improved sensitivitglangu- 56192014 Daddi et 4l. 2010: Genzel & al. 2010). Theséestud
lar re_solut|o_n wnh_respect to previous instruments, ithesome 1,56 allowed the investigation of the relation between tbem
possmle to investigate dust properties in large sam_plgalraE(- ular gas mass and the SFR, i.e., the Schmidt-Kennicutioalat
ies (e.g.. Dunne et al. 2011; Buat et al. 2012; Magdis et 41220 (s -fmidf 1959: Kenniclitt 1998, S-K hereafter), dfefient cos-

Magnelli etall 2013; Symeonidis et al. 2013, and many ojher ic epochs. However, these observations are time consuming

Its two imaging instruments, PACS_(Poglitsch €t.al. 201Q) an, . 4 srected b tainti iated with the CO-taebh-
SPIRE (Grifin et al. 2010), accurately sample the far-infrarer\ég ectec Dy UNCEL AIMies associatec W © 20

- . rsion factor, which is poorly constrained for starburshetal-
(FIR) and submillimetre dust peak from 70 to 500. In this poor galaxies (sée Bolatto et/al. 2013, for a review).

work we use the data collected by two extragalactic surveys, An alternative method to derive the gas content is to ex-

PEP (PACS Evolutionary Prohie. Lutz eflal. 2011) and HerMEp?oit the dust masses inferred from FIR-submm measurements

(H_ersch(_al Multi-tiered E)_(tra-galactic Survey, Oliver daﬂé)_l;l), and convert them into gas masses by assuming a dust-to-gas ra
to investigate the evolution of the dust and gas contentlizxga tio (e.g.| Eales et 4. 2010; Leroy eilal. 2011; Magdis St@i12
1es {/r\;) mf_th:e I?Cgl l;mvetrﬁe SUtlDN 2't5' ¢ | ith th | Scoville! 2012). We adoptthis abproach in the second pahisf t

€ Tirst study how the dust content scales wi € galafyork. We convert the dust mass into gas mass by assuming that
stellar content and Star Form_atlon Rate (SFR). Dust macsjs3 Sthe dust-to-gas ratio scales linearly with the gas metsland
lar mass and SFR are essential parameters for understahdingy, s st properties are similar to those in the local Ursiger
e¥olut||ondof tgaIaX|eds._ Sg(\:le c_iugt is formed Itntft]he atmosph here the method is calibrated. We estimate the gas metallic
0 ke)vo Yeh IS ?ri adn 'mh vr\]nn ﬁ W(_T_hexpecl_ esel pgramgt@sﬁom our data by exploiting the Fundamental Metallicity
to be tightly linked with each other. The scaling relatiors b go o400 (FMR hereafter) fitted By Mannucci et al. (2010) on
tween dust mass, stellar mass and SFR in the local or rdiativg, galaxies and shown to hold out o~ 2.5. According
near_by ¢ < 0.35) Universe have been investigated by rece pe FMR, the gas metallicity only depends on the SFR and
studies based ’on Herschel da_ta, such_as Cortese etall (2 _é stellar mass, and does not evolve with redshift (see also
and_ Bourne et f‘l' (2012). In this _work, we extend the analyﬁlﬁra-Lénez et al. 2010). With these assumptions, whichlveil
to higher redshifts, and by enlarging the Herschel detesaed dis : .

e b £ o stacki s N h stati cussed in the text, we study the relation between the $ER a
ple by means of a stacking analysis we gain enough statisyg gas mass and investigate the evolution of the gas fractio

to study the correlations between the dust mass and eiteer th, ;> _ 55 independently of CO measurements. We note
stellar mass or the SFR, by keeping the other parameter fixgd, o o1 that the two methods for measuring the gas mass (the

within reasonably small intervals. For the first time we &wve «j,,st-method” and CO observations) are cross-calibratitd w
tigate the dust scaling relations by disentangling tfieats of each other

stellar mass and those of the SFR. This resolves degemarameA similar approach was adopted by Magdis ét/al. (2012) by

ﬁgfg;}"?etgd _\ll_vr']teh Itarl]t?esr?::ltlie ?}fgﬂ;gg%:}ogbhggmgegg%i using Herschel data from the GOODS-Herschel survey. We im-
: 9 rove over their work by also using the data in the COSMOS

SFR and the stellar mass from the local Universe out to at Ie%@ld that, thanks to the large number of objects, allows us to

Send  gprint  requests to P.  Santini e-mail: 9reatly expand the stacking technique to a range of galaxg-ph
paola.santini@oa-roma.inaf.it ical parameters not explored by Magdis etlal. (2012), andjto s
* Herschel is an ESA space observatory with science instrtspeo-  Nificantly shrink the uncertainties. Moreover, while Magsit al.
vided by European-led Principal Investigator consortigaith impor-  (2012) bin the data in terms of their distance from the MS &t an
tant participation from NASA. redshift, we bin our data in stellar mass, SFR and redskift, t
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avoid the inclusion of any a-priori relation between steffeass available for~ 30%, ~ 27% and~ 3% of the final sam-
and SFR and to study the existing trend as a function of phisiple, respectively, in GOODS-S, GOODS-N and COSMOS. For
parameters. the remaining sources, we adopt the photometric redshift es
The paper is organized as follows. After presenting the darates publicly released with the two GOODS catalogues and
set (Secf12) and the method used to compute SFR, stellar, dogse computed by the authors for COSMOS and presented in
and gas masses, and gas metallicities (§éct. 3), we prémeniBerta et al. [(2011). The latter were computed for all sources
dust scaling relations in Seft. 4, and the study of the elamiatf  rather than for theé-selected subsample released by llbert st al.
the gas content in Se€ll. 5. Finally, we summarize our resgults(2009), and show similar quality for the objects in common.
Sect[6. Photometric redshifts in GOODS-S are estimated by fitting
In the following, we adopt th&-CDM concordance cosmo- the multiwavelength photometry to the PEGASE 2.0 templates
logical model (H = 70 kmysMpc, Qu = 0.3 andQ, = 0.7)and (Eioc & Rocca-Volmerange 1997), as presented in Graziah et a
a Salpeter IMF. 2006 and updated aslin_Santini et.al. 2009. For GOODS-N and
COSMOS, the EAZY code (Brammer et/al. 2008) was adopted,
as discussed in Berta et al. (2011). We refer to the paped cit
2. The data set above, as well as 1o Santini et al. (201 2b) for more detailat
mation about spectroscopic and photometric redshifts aeid t
For this work we take advantage of the wide photometric covetccuracy.
age available in three extragalactic fields: the two deep B0
fields (GOODS-S and GOODS-N, 17 x 11’ each) and the )
much larger but shallower COSMOS field 85 x 85). Dealing -1+ Sample selection

with these fields together represents an excellent combmat |n order to achieve a reliable estimate of the main physiaal p
having good statistics on both bright and faint sources fimm rameters required for this analysis, we need to apply sotee-se
to high redshift. tions to the galaxy sample in the three fields.

Most important for the aim of this work, i.e., essential to  We firstly require the signal-to-noise ratio i band to be
derive dust masses, are the FIR observations carried out|&ger than 10. This selection ensures clean photometryedind
Herschel with the shorter wavelength (70, 100 and 469 able stellar mass estimates for all sources.

PACS camera and the longer wavelength (250, 350, /56D Secondly, in order to estimate the SFR from an IR tracer,
SPIRE camera. As anticipated in Selct. 1, we use the datdependent of uncertain corrections for dust extinctioa re-
collected by the two extragalactic surveys PEP and HerME§uire a 24um detection for all galaxies (see Séctl]3.2). Thisis the
Catalogue extraction on Herschel maps is based on a PSH fittiightest selection criterion and limits the final sample &tag-
analysis that makes use of prior knowledge of MIPSu@#po- ies with relatively high star formation (32-52% of the saepl
sitions and fluxes. PACS catalogues are described in Lufz etdepending on the field). However, although it reduces the dy-
(2011) (and references therein) and Berta st.al. (2011)lewhhamical range probed, a SFR cut is not an issue for most of this
SPIRE catalogues are presented in Roseboom et al.! (2010) amdiy, since we analyse trends as a function of SFR or at fixed
are updated following Roseboom et al. (2012). Thdifiitd]at  SFR. In the latter case, the use of narrow SFR intervals ptsve
100, 160, 250, 350 and 5@@n are 1.2, 2.4, 7.8, 9.5, 12.1 mJy instrong incompletenesgfects within each individual bin.
GOODS-§, 3.0,5.7,9.2,12.0, 12.1 mJy in GOODS-N and 5.0, Finally, we remove all known AGNs from the catalogues
10.2, 8.1, 10.7, 15.4 mJy in COSMOS, respectively. The onfy 2.5% of the total final sample), by considering X-ray de-
field which was observed at 7fm is GOODS-S. After testing tected sources (the AGN sample_of Santini et al. 2012b),lfigh
that the use of 70m photometry does not introduce any signifiobscured AGNs detected through their mid-IR excess (follow
cant diterence in the dust mass estimates, we ignored this bangd|Fiore et all 2008), and IRAC selected AGNs_(Donley ét al.
for consistency with the other fields. 2012). Indeed, besides the cold dust heated by star formatio

In order to infer redshifts and other properties needed foggions, these sources host a warm dust component, which is
this study, we complement Herschel observations with pubeated by nuclear accretion processes and which mighthmsas t
lic multiwavelength photometric catalogues. For GOODS-&ust mass estimates.
we use the updated GOODS-MUSIC catalogue (Santinilet al.
2009;| Grazian et al. 2006). For GOODS-N we use the cata-
logue compiled by the PEP Team and described in Berta etal.

(2010) and_Berta et all (2011), publicly availablédafor the e describe in this section how the basic ingredients of nak-a

COSMOS field we use the multiwavelength catalogue presentegis j.e., stellar masses (M), SFR, dust masses (M), gas
in lllbert et al. (2009) and_McCracken ef al. (2010) and avai asses (MLIQ and gas meta”icitieS’ are obtained.

able afl. COSMOS data reduction is described in Capak et al.
(2007), although the new catalogue uses better algorittoms f
source detection and photometry measurements. This gatalo3-1. Stellar masses

is_supplemented with IRAC photometry from_Sanders Bt aiejar masses are estimated by fitting observed near-UV to

(2007) and_llbert etal. (2009) and 24n  photometry from poar|R photometry with a library of stellar synthetic tdeips

Le Floc’h et al. (2009). o (e.g.[Fontana et al. 2006). We adopt the same procedure de-
All the catalogues are supplemented with either spectrgsrihed in Santini et al| (2009): we performya minimization

scopic or photometric redshifts. Spectroscopic redshafts o [Bryzual & Charldt (2003) synthetic models, parametegzi

the star formation histories as exponentially decliningdaf

1 In deep 160, 250, 350 and 5pM observations, rms values includetimescaler and assuming a SalpeldMF. Age, gas metallic-

Parameters determination

confusion noise. _ _ ity, T and reddening are set as free parameters, and we use a
2 httpy/www.mpe.mpg.dér/ResearciPERGOODSN multiwave
3 httpy/irsa.ipac.caltech.ediataCOSMOStablegphotometry 4 Conversion factors to a Chabrier IMF are given in Secl. 3.6.
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Calzetti et al.[(2000) or SMC extinction curve (whicheveopr by Herschel, and only less than 1B%alfill the requirements of
vides the best fit). We referto Santini et al. (2009) and esfees good FIR sampling adopted for the dust mass estimate (s¢e Sec
therein for more details on the stellar template librargthie fit- [3.5). Therefore, a stacking procedure to estimate the gedhax

ting procedure, each band is weighted with the inverse of théa group of sources is needed to perform an analysis, which
photometric uncertainty. Since Bruzual & Charlot (2003)dno is unbiased towards the brightest IR galaxies. We descebe h
els do not include emission from dust reprocessing, we fit thew average fluxes for subsamples of sources are estimated. |
observed flux densities out to 5n rest-frame. The redshift is the next section we explain how such subsamples are compiled
fixed to the photometric or spectroscopic one, where availab The stacking procedure adopted in this work is similar t6 tha

To ensure reliable stellar mass estimates, in the follomiag described by Santini et al. (2012b) and also used in Roshab e
remove all sources with a reducgé larger than 104 4-13% (2012) and Shao etlal. (2010). First of all, in each Herschetb
of the final sample, depending on the field). we restrict to the area where the coverage (i.e., integréitioe)

Our sample spans a large redshift interval, hence the rangéarger than half its value at the centre of the image. Té&is r
of rest-frame wavelengths used to measure stellar massesi@es the image boundaries where stacking may be lessleeliab
not the same for all sources. More specifically, hiplalaxies due to the larger noise level. For eaefiMsia—~SFR bin contain-
lack constraints at the longest rest-frame wavelengthsender, ing at least 10 sources and for each Herschel band, welstack
Fontana et al. (2006) have shown that the lack of IRAC banth residual image (i.e., map from which ait 8letected sources
when estimating the stellar mass from multi-wavelengtinitt have been subtracted) at the positions of undetected so{brge
while producing some scatter, does not introduce any sydtenfundetected” we mean below3confidence level). Each stamp
ics (see also Mitchell et &l. 2013). In any case, the resiérid  is weighted with the inverse of the square of the error mag. Th
band, essential for a reliable stellar mass estimate, ipleam photometry on the stacked PACS images is measured by fitting
even at the highest redshifts probed by our analysis. the PSF, while for SPIRE images we read the value of the dentra
pixel (SPIRE maps are calibrated iryJgam), which was sug-
gested by Béthermin etlal. (2012) to be more reliable in gs®c
3.2. SFR of clustered sources. Uncertainties in the stacked fluxitiess

Star formation rates are estimated from the total IR lunityos @ré computed by means of a bootstrap procedure. The final av-
integrated between 8 and 100 (Lr) and taking into account erage flux densitys is obtained by combining the stacked flux
the contribution from unobscured SF. We use the calibratiofSstacked With the individually detected fluxesS() in the same
adopted by Santini et al. (2009) (see references therein):  bin:

SFR[My/yr] = 1.8x 1079 x Lpg[Lo]; D 5_ SstackedX Ntacked+ /%' S
Lb0| = 22X I—UV + L|R. Ntot

)

Here Lyy = 1.5 vL,(2700A) is the rest-frame UV luminosity WhereNstacked Naet 2and Nt are the number of undetected, de-
derived from the SED fitting and uncorrected for extinction.  tected and total sources, respectively, in the bin.

Since Herschel detections are only available<$at1-25% The stacking procedure implicitly assumes that sources in
(depending on the field) of the sanfflén order to have a con- the image are not clustered. However, in the realistic case
sistent SFR estimate for a larger number of sources, we esgurces can be clustered with other sources either incladed
mate Lg from the 24um MIPS band (reachingaflux limits not included in the stacking sample. Thifeet may result
of 20 and 60uJy in the GOODS fields and in COSMOS, rein an overestimation of the flux in blended sources (see, e.g.
spectively). Most importantly, this approach also avoidg de- Béthermin et al. 2012 or Magnelli et/al. 2013). Given thelat
generacy with the dust mass estimates, derived from Hdrsciigormation on sources below the noise level, it is not gnefor-
data. We fit 24um flux densities to the MS IR template deward to correct for thisfect. However, if we are able to recog-
rived by|Elbaz et al. (2011) on the basis of Herschel obserwzize its occurrence, we can ignore the bins where the stgekin
tions. This template, thanks to an updated treatment of thi- M affected by confusion. For this purpose, an ad hoc simulatien ha
to-FIR emission, overcomes previous issues related wigh theen put into place by the PEP Team. We briefly recall the ba-
24 um overestimate of i and provides a reliable estimate ofic steps of the simulation, and refer the reader to Mageedl.
the SFR for all galaxies (see Fig. 23lof Elbaz et al. 2011). A2013) for a more detailed description. Synthetic SPIREefux
a further confirmation, in Appendix]B we compare the;@4- Were estimated through the MS template of Elbaz et al. (2011)
based SFR with that derived by fitting the full FIR photometrgiven the observed redshifts and SFRs, and simulated gatedo
and find very good agreement. This test proves that the adoptand maps were produced. Whenever we stack on a group of
of 24 um-based SFR does not introduce relevant biases in $eurces on real SPIRE maps, we also stack at the same posi-
analysis. Most importantly, it provides a SFR estimate ighat-  tions on the simulated maps and obtain a simulated average flu
dependent of the dust and gas mass measurement and therefensity Gs;,). We compareSg;, with the mean vaIue?(mput)
allows us to confidently investigate correlations amongsé¢heof the same flux densities contained in the simulated cata-
guantities. logue (previously used to create the simulated maps). Wiitp

Magnelli et al. [(2013), ifSinput — Ssiml/ Sinput > 0.5 we reject the

3.3. Stacking procedure corresponding bfh The largest blendingfiects are seen at low

Dust masses are computed by means of Herschel observatiofisThese fractions refer to the sample over which the analggiei-

Only a small fraction of the sources are individually detelct formed (see below and SeCf. B.5).

7 We use the[ Béthermin etlal (2010) libraries available at
5 The statistics given in this section refers to the samplaérrédshift |http;//www.ias.u-psud.firgalaxiegdownloads.php.

and stellar mass range of interest and in the area over wichrtalysis 8 We verified that the trends presented in this analysis arepie-

is carried out (see Se€f_3.3). dent of the chosen threshold.



http://www.ias.u-psud.fr/irgalaxies/downloads.php

P. Santini et al.: The evolution of the dust and gas contegalaxies

flux densities and in the 500m band, as expected. The crite-
rion above implies rejection of 10% of the stacked fluxes at 14 L T T Tt
250um, ~ 16% at 35Qum and~ 33% at 50Qum. We also run <lg SFR>=1.51
our analysis by including these bins, to check that the@atigpn

does not introduce any bias in our results.

<lg M, >=10.86
<z>=0.81

3.4. The z-Ma—SFR grid and combination across fields 16

The basis of our stacking analysis is to infer an average du%t
mass for sources showing similar properties. To this aimdive <
vide the redshift—stellar mass—SFR parameter space inddl sngs
bins, and run the stacking procedure on all galaxies betangi&
to each bin. The ranges covered by our grid are 0.05-2.5 in red18 -
shift, 9.75-12 in log Ma{M ] and -0.75-3 in log SFR[M/yr].

The boundaries of the bins, listed in Takles]A.LTolA.5 togeth

with the abundance of sources per bin, are chosen to provide a
fine sampling of the MarSFR parameter space and at the same
time to have good statistics in each bin. We adopt bins of 0.2520
dex in Msizrand 0.2 dex in SFR at intermediatesdand SFR — modified| blackbody logM,,,[M,]=7.86+0%7
values, where we have the best statistics, and slightlgfdrs ” -
at the boundaries. This choice strongly limits the levehabim-
pleteness within each individual bin. Incompletenessassill 10 A 1TO m]
simply result into bins not populated and therefore misgiam ops LM

our grid (e.g., at low Marand SFR as redshiftincreases). Fig.1. Example of the fits done to estimate the dust mass.

To combine the dferent fields, we stack on them simultagjack symbols show stacked fluxes in the bin of /s
neously by weighting each stamp with the relative weight maggr grid withz = [0.6,1), log MsaIMo] = [10.75,11) and
The total number of sources in each bin and the contribution|gg SFR[M,/yr] = [1.4,1.6) The blue line shows the best-fit
each field are reported in Tables A.1{0 A.5. Since the si&isttemplate from the library ¢f Draine & L[ (2007). For a compar-
are strongly dominated by the COSMOS field, we do not expagpn, the green and red curves show the fits with the GRASIL
intrinsic differences among the fields to significantijeat our model and with a single-temperature modified blackbody (the
results. latter not fitted to the shortest wavelength flux densitygpee-

For each bin of the grid we compute the average redshtiiyely. The dust mass inferred with the three libraries didgated
Mstarand SFR of the galaxies belonging to it, and associate thése¢he bottom right corner. The three librarieffdr in the result-
values to the bin. The standard deviations of the distriloutif ing dust masses by a roughly constafitet, but yield the same
these parameters within the bin provide the error bars &gedc trends.
with the average values.

i 2007 108Myo[Me]=7.96:0%

1000

results are urféected (see below). Finally, Galliano et al. (2011),
by studying the Large Magellanic Cloud, found that dust reass
For a population of dust grains at a given temperature artavitmay be systematically understimated-$0% when computed
given emissivity, the dust mass can be inferred from theibgl from unresolved fluxes. The authors ascribe tiiisc to possi-
thermal infrared grey-body spectrum and, in particularitey ble vealing of the cold dust component by the emission of the
normalization and associated temperature. More genetaly warmer regions. However, thigfect would only introduce an
dust thermal emission in galaxies is composed by multige-th offset without modifying the main results of this analysis.

mal components. In order to account for this, we use, as a de- According to thel Draine & Li [(2007) model, the inter-
scription of the dust emission, the spectral energy distidm  stellar dust is represented as a mixture of amorphous sili-
(SED) templates of Draine & Li_(2007). In doing so, we imcate and graphite grains, with size distribution modeled by
plicitly assume that the dust properties and emissivitiesus Weingartner & Draine|(2001) and updated as_in_Drainel& Li
sources are similar to those of local galaxies, on whichehe t (2007), mimicking diferent extinction curves. A fractiogean
plates were tested (Draine etlal. 2007). Such assumptiampis sof the total dust mass is contributed by PAH particles (with
ported by the lack of evolution in the extinction curves,estdt < 1000 C atoms). Although they only provide a minor contri-
outtoz ~ 4 (Gallerani et dl. 2010). Itis also supported by the gd®ition to the total dust mass, their abundance has an imyorta
metallicity range probed by our sample 8.58, see Secl._3.6) effect in shaping the galaxy SED at short wavelengths. The ma-
and by the recent results lof Remy-Ruyer etlal. (2013), ¢taim jority (a fraction equal to E y) of dust grains are located in the
that the gas metallicity does not have strofi@ets on the dust diffuse ISM and heated by afflise radiation field contributed by
emissivity index. Moreover, our sample is mostly made of M&any stars. This results in a single radiation intensitg Upin,
galaxies. The Draine & | i (2007) model is also based on the aghereU is a dimensionless factor normalized to the local ISM.
sumption that dust is optically thin, plausibly applicatbeour The rest of the grains are localized in photodissociatigiores
sample, which does not include very extreme sources suchchase to bright stars, and exposed to multiple and more $eten
local ULIRGS or highz sources forming a few thousands of sostarlight intensitiesWmin < U < Umay distributed as a power
lar masses per year. However, as a sanity check, we also hiave(« U™).

used the GRASIL model (Silva etlal. 1998) which includes ex- Following the prescriptions of Draine et al. (2007), we duil
treme optically thick young starburst components, and the fi a library of MW-like models with PAH abundancegsay in the

3.5. Dust masses
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range 0.47-4.58%,0< y < 0.3,a = 2, Umax = 10° andUn,i,  (in agreement with previous studies, elg., Santini &t al020
varying between 0.7 and 25. This latter prescription (mdtef Magnelli et al.[ 2012a,b; Dale etlal. 2012; Magdis etal. 2012)
usingUmin > 0.1) prevents the risk of fitting erroneous largéndeed, the attempt of reproducing the Wien side and at the sa
dust masses in the absence of rest-frame submillimetretdatdime the Rayleigh-Jeans side of the modified blackbody spec-
constrain the amount of cool dust. trum has the #ect of overestimating the dust temperature and
Dust masses are derived by fitting and normalizing tH¥ence underestimating the dust mass. However, the recekt wo
stacked 100-to-500m Herschel photometry to this template |i-0f Bianchi (2013) ascribes such disagreement to possibt#in
brary. The redshift is fixed to the mean redshift in the bine THsistencies in the treatment of dust emission propertiesdsst
template showing the minimug? is chosen, and the normaliza-the two approaches. The GRASIL library fits dust massestarge
tion of the fit provides a measure of the dust mass. than the Draine & L.i[(2007) templates by a factor of 1.5 on av-

In the fitting procedure, we require the stacked fluxes to ha§g29€- A direct comparison between the parameters assymed b
at least 3 significance. In order to have a good sampling of th&€ two models is not possible, since GRASIL computes dust
spectrum, especially on the Rayleigh-Jeans side, mositisens €mission by considering the physical properties of eaclsin
to the dust mass, we only consider bins with significant flux @Fain, instead of assuming an average emissivity. One neaso
at least 3 bands, of which at least one is longward of restdra for the discrepancy could be that the optically thin assumnpt
160um (Draine et al. 2007). This enables to account for chang@sPraine & Li (2007) is not always verified (even if true, this
in the dust temperature and makes us confident of the regultifould not dfect our results, which would be simplyfset). The
Magust 26% of the total number of bins are rejected because GRASIL library adopted, however, has not been tested to work
these selections. We visually inspect every single bin tugn N the absence of _sybmllllmeter data. Both the fit with GRASIL
the quality of the fits, and conservatively reject 5 of thenaige), @nd with the modified blackbody providé€ values that are a
where the stacked fluxes were not satisfactorily reprodibyed factor of 1.5-2 larger than the Draine & Li (2007) library.rFo
the best-fit template. An example of our fitting output can ghese reasons we decided to use the dust masses obtained from
seen in Figlll. The best-fits for all bins in the final samplelzan the Draine & Li (2007) templates. We will expand the GRASIL
seen in AppendixD. I|brary by_ enlarging the parameter space to better repmduc
sgalames in a future analysis. In any case, we note thatfteete

MIR fluxes are not included in the fit so that the du .
mass and SFR estimates are totally independent. As a Con%fsqhoosmg one dust model or the other only producestsen

tency check, we also computedyhd by including 24um flux aving the main trends outlined below almost unchanged.
densities. The resulting dust masses are in very good agree-
ment with our reference estimates: their mean (mediand ra.6. Gas metallicities and gas masses

log (M3%™/MN°24M)) js -0.001 (0.008), with tter of 0.07, . _ .
(og( aust /Maust )) 'S ( ), with a scatter o It is possible to take a further step forward with respecthte o

and the average error bar (see below) is oY% lower than .
without including the 24:m band. This ratio shows no trendsservables directly measurable from our data and compute gas

with either stellar mass, SFR or redshift, except a sliglatiger [Zasseéa?gscgﬁ;ﬂeg'gfo‘;ufrt] @%Sesretsotr&?lfﬁgttrﬁedﬁsgéoigansq;ﬁe
scatter at lonz (here rest-frame wavelengths below 180 are so.r%é assum t;ohs ' '
not sampled in the absence of 2¢h data). P ’

Errors on My are estimated by allowing the stacked phqhewe first assume that the gas metallicity is described by

L= X . FMR of Mannucci et al.| (2010). The FMR is a 3D rela-
tometry to vary within its uncertainty and the redshift toveo 4on between gas metalliclystellar mass and SFR, with a very

! . . of recent works (e.d. Mannucci et al. 2010; Cresci et al. 2012
test is larger than 32%. All data points whose associatelf €M\ aima et al 2012 Henry etidl. 2013a,b; Belli et:al. 2013)

on Md“StiS larger than 1 dex (furthe{ 5% (.)f the available bins) More recently, Bothwell et all (2013) have shown that the FMR
are ignored th.roughout Fh? analysis, being unable.to duutdi is likely a by-product of a more fundamental relation, betwe
in understanding the existing trends and only making thésplq, gas mass, stellar mass and metallicity (H I-FMR). However

more crowded without adding information. After all selecis, . ; - .
; ; . it is beyond the scope of the paper to discuss the origin sf thi
we enq up with 122 data points samplmg mMSFa"SFR g”d. relation. Given the averagedy,and SFR in each bin of our grid,
(see Fig[ ). Dust masses measured in each bin of our grid g, ying Mannucci et al.|(2010), we compute the gas metalli
listed in Table§ AL tml‘r_" ) ity from the linear combinatiopg sz = 10g Mgtar— 0.32 log SFR,
Our dust masses are in very good agreement with those cQffter converting to a Chabrier IMF (as they adopt) both atell
puted by Magnelli et al! (2013) with the same recipe. masses (log 2 = logMS2 — 0.24,[Santini et dl. 2012a) and

In addition to using the Draine & Li (2007) templates, wesER (log SFRM = |og SFS%I - 0.15,[DavE 2008), using their
also fit our data_wnh a library extrac_:ted from the chemnguations4and5and the extrapolation for jayy, values pub-
spectrophotometric model GRASIL (Silva et al. 1998), téstgished in[Mannucci et all (2011). The inferred gas metaiési
to reproduce the small galaxy sampleLof Santini et.al. (201Qke in the range 8.58-9.07, with a scatter of 0.14 dex archand t
a_nd with a simple modlfled_ bl_ackbody, whl_ch assumes fean value of 8.9.
single-temperature dust distribution. For consistencth wine We note that the FMR has not been tested over the entire
Draine & Li (2007) model, we build a modified blackbodysFr range studied in this work on large galaxy samples, so
with emissivity index3 = 2 and absorption cross section pethe extrapolation to SFRs larger than 100My/yr might in

unit dust mass at 24pm of 5.17 cni/g (Li&Drain€ [2001; principle result in gas metallicity estimates that are mect.
Draine & Lee! 1984). We find that the simplified assumption

of single-temperature leads to dust masses which are loyer b Gas metallicities were measured from emission line ratis f
a factor of ~ 1.5 compared to those obtained with the monewing [Nagao et &l.[(2006) arld Maiolino ei &l (2008), i.eqni the
realistic assumption of a multi-temperature grain disttitm [N I1] /He ratio andor from the R23-([O I1] +[O 111]) /HB quantity.
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Moreover, the detailed shape of the FMR is matter of debate 3f " T~~~ T 77 7 171
(e.glYates et dl. 201.2; Andrews & Martni 2013). For these re P oo sr o 0
sons, we also tested the robustness of our results by adoptin  2f 1 log My, [Mo]
the redshift-dependent mass-metallicity relations shigld by - -
Maiolino et al. (2008) and verified that all our results ardein 1k .
pendent of the specific description of the gas metallicity. [ .4 110 1 12
As suggested by previous studies, focused either on local o[ -eze- ]
(e.g., Draine et al. 2007; Leroy et al. 2011; Smith etal. 2 ]
Corbelli et al.| 2012; Sandstrometal. 2013), < 0.5 (e.g., > gttt
James et all_2002) or high-galaxies (e.g.| Zafar&Watso% [ 02<z< 06 o T os<z< 10 R
2013;Chen etal. 2013, Cresci et al. in prep.), we consiger T + h
that a fixed fraction of metals are incorporated in dust. With— r T 4//4t
the metallicity range probed by our sample, this is true withs L 2% T e k
0.3 dex at most. Following the parameterization provided%y -
Draine et al.[(2007), we assume that the dust-to-gas @ik I I -
scales linearly with the oxygen abundance through the aahs or 1.7 ]
faCtOkaGR: — :./. L .:./. L .:
] L L B B L L T
door = koar X (O/H) = 0.01x (O/H)/(O/H)mw = SR S
=0.01x 10¢ %, (3) 2F S o .
L oty Coadl 1 e g
whereZ = 12+1og(O/H) is the gas metallicity and., = 8.69 is 1 I ]
the Solar value (Allende Prieto et/al. 2001; Asplund €t ad9H0 i I ]
We find almost identical results from our analysis if we apply L /° I -7 ]
the linear relation between légcr and gas metallicity inferred I
bylLeroy et al.|(2011). S R R R S S R R
The universality of the depletion factor of metals into 7 8 9 7 8 9
dust is outlined by the recent work of Zafar & Watson (2013). log My, [Mo]

According to their analysis, the dust-to-metal ratio carcoe-

sidered universal, independent of either column densiiaxy

type or age, redshift and metallicity. Howevér, De Cia et afig. 2. SFR vs dust mass in fiérent redshift ranges. Galaxies
(2013) claim that the dust-to-metal ratio is significanég@uced are colour coded according to their stellar mass, as shown by
with decreasing gas metallicity @ < 0.1Z, and low column the colour bar. The dashed lines corresponds to the intajrat
densities. Yet, this should not be a concern for our anglgsise Schmidt-Kennicutt law fitted by Daddi etial. (2010), undeg th
our sample does not include such low-metallicity galaxiesa assumption of Solar metallicity (see text) and converted to
more recent paper, Chen ef al. (2013) combine constrairiteson Salpeter IMF.

dust-to-gas ratio of lensed galaxies, GRBs and quasaratiysor

systems, and find support for a simple, linear universaticgla

between dust-to-gas ratio and metallicity. Before discussing the interpretation of this correlatioe,

The total gas mass (atomicmolecular, Mashereafter) can giress here that, not only My and the SFR are estimated from
be computed as different observed fluxes (Herschel and 24 bands, respec-

tively) to avoid any possible degeneracy and with intriaby

Mgas = Mausy/Spcr “) indesgendent meth)é)gs, but also gtjhey areynot expected toﬁlge cor

We can finally compute the gas fractiogagﬂqereafter) as related by definition. The SFR (although in our case measured

from 24um observations) is in principle linked to the integrated

fgas = Mgag/ (Mgas+ Mstay). (5) IR luminosity, i.e., it is linked to the normalization of tif@r-IR
spectrum. The dust mass comes from a combination of the tem-
plate normalization and temperature(s), which determthes
shape; since the template library that we have used contaihks
tiple heating source components, the dust mass is notllyivia
proportional to the SFR, though related to it through thet dus
temperature. To verify that any observed correlation isspta)
and not an obvious outcome of the relation between cortlate
In this section we investigate the correlations betwegaMbFR  variables, we run a simulation that is described in Appel@ix
and Myus;, and their evolution with redshift. showing that, by starting from a completely random and uncor
related distribution of dust masses and SFRs, our methosl doe
not introduce any artificial correlation.

The correlation observed in Figl. 2 primarily tells us that th
Figurd2 shows the relation between the SFR and the dustrdonttust temperature plays a secondary role. The SFRskbrre-
for galaxies of diferent My, at different redshifts. A correlation lation is clearly a consequence of the S-K law, linking thd&RSF
between the dust content and the star formation activityiis eto the gas content. Indeed, as shown in ect. 3.6, the dust mas
dent at all M- and at all redshifts, although with some scatters related to the gas mass by means of the dust-to-gas ratio. |
while no clear &ect is observed with the stellar mass, with binether words, from the S-K relation, we expect the dust mass to
of different My, sometimes overlapping (see also next sectiorf)e roughly proportional to the gas mass, with the gas meitsdli

The dust content, typically negligible with respect to tlas gnd
stellar mass components i < 0.01 Mga, S€€ below), is ig-
nored in the computation ofds

4. Dust scaling relations

4.1. Dust content vs SFR
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Fig.3. Dust mass vs stellar mass inffgrent redshift ranges. Fig. 4. Average dust mass values, as indicated by the colour ac-
Symbols are colour coded according to their SFR, as shown dwtding to the colour bar, for bins offierent SFR and M, in

the colour bar. At each My, black open circles mark the bindifferent redshift intervals and at all redshifts (upper rigirig).
which lies closest to the MS (in eachs\interval), and in every Dashed lines represent MS relations of star-forming gakaxi
case within 0.3 dex from it. The correlations betweegqdand as taken from the literature; the local MS is from Peng &t al.
Mstar are rather flat when the data points are separated by meg@u10) (computed usirig Brinchmann etlal. 2004 data), rescal
of their SFR. The dashed lines correspond to an amount of dish Salpeter IMF, while the relations at higher redshifesfesm
equal to the maximum metal masszM= yz X Mg, Where [Santini et al.[(2009). Dotted lines represent #ier (= 0.3 dex)

yz ~ 0.014, assuming the extreme case of a condensafitn escatter of the MS relation.

ciency of 100%, while the dotted line shows the case when only

50% of the metals are depleted into dust grains.

dashed line in Fid.]2 shows the inferred S-K relation on the-SF

. . . . Mgust diagram.
introducing minor @ects through the dust-to-gas ratio. Before ~ . chsarvational points follow reasonably well the trend

converting dust masses into gas masses by adopting the-apiye e from the S-K law, with some scatter and a systematic
pnatehdugt-}'io-g?s_ratlo in thF?ext secltlon,f In (r)]rder taeep yong (flatter slope) at high-We will discuss this in Sedf. 3.1,
sent the S-K relation on a vSqbé plot, for the moment e 6 \we also account for the variation of the metallicitgrioe

we assume a constant dust-to-gas ratio for all galaxies.By th g ; ; .
; : I e e variation of the dust-to-gas ratio as a function of nlietgy).
ing equatioi 4, the S-K law (in its integraf8dversion inferred g )

by Daddi et al! 2010 for local spirals arzd~ 2 BzK galaxies,
Daddi et all 2004) can be written in terms of SFR as a functien2. Dust vs stellar mass content

of Maustas - .
We plot in Fig[3 the dust mass as a function of the stellar mass

in bins of redshift. When the galaxies are separated acogtdi
+7.80, (6) their SFR (coded with dlierent colours), the correlation found
by previous authors (e.g., at low redshiftlby Bourne et alZ30

where the last term includes the factorgk 10-19) used to Pecomes much flatter and sometimes even disappears, hinting
convert the total infrared luminosity (the original quaytin that this correlation is at least .p.artly an indirefieet dnven_ by

the expression given in Daddi et al.) into SFR, as well as tggher phenomena. More specifically, the#-Msar correlation
offset of 0.15 needed to convert from a Chabrier to a Salpeteartly a consequence of thegl4—SFR correlation, reported
IMF (see Secf_3]6), anthars is the dust-to-gas ratio computedn the previous section, combined with the MS, i.e., thetiaha

from equatiori B by assuming a constant Solar metallicity Tietween SFR and i When all SFR are combined together,
the low mass bins are dominated by low SFR (as a consequence

10 The term “integrated” refers to the measured power lawimsiat Of the MS), which are associated with lowg); (because of
between the gas mass and the SFR (see[Sekt. 5.1). the SFR—Mys relation). On the other hand, high mass bins are

Mdusl[M @]

log SFR[M,/yr] = 1.31x Iog( 5
DGRo
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dominated by high SFR and therefore associated with higlixM Mgy and SFR; the main dierence between the various redshift
This results into an apparentsM—Mgyst correlation. To better panels in Figl ¥ is simply that they are populatefiedently. To
visualize this &ect in studies that combine together all galaxiesiake this more clear, Figl 5 showsias a function of My, in
(i.e., without binning in a grid of SFR and M), in Fig.[3 we bins of SFR, where the colour coding identifiefelient redshift
have marked with black circles the bins closest to the MS {andbins (note that, as a by-product, Higj. 5 provides furthedence
every case within 0.3 dex from it). These are the bins where thf weakabsent dependence ofjM;on Mg at a fixed SFR). At
bulk of the star-forming galaxy population is concentratett, a given My;andSFR, there is no clear evidence for evolution of
as expected, they show a steepex.MMqust trend compared to Mgys; With redshift within uncertainties. We note, however, that
bins of constant SFR. we cannot firmly exclude a decrease inM by a factor of 2
The dashed line in Fidll 3 represents the expected maximénam low- to highz, though this trend is in a few cases reversed.
amount of metals (M = yz x MS., wherey; ~ 0.014 and However, observational uncertainties on our data do notvalis

star
ML, is the total stellar mass formed, including the final prode claim any redshift evolution.

ucts of stellar evolutidH) produced by stars and supernovae ex- |t is certainly true that, on average, the overall amount of
plosions, associated with the star formation required tmant dust in galaxies at high redshift is higher, as a consequehce
for the observed Ma: This is also the maximum amount ofthe overall higher ISM content in the bulk of highgalaxies

dust that can be associated with a givegMn a “closed box” (see Sect5l5). As a matter of fact, the normalization of the
scenario and assuming a condensatifiitiency in the ejecta MS, representing the locus where the bulk of the population
close to 100%. More realistically, of these metals only abogf star-forming galaxies lies, does increase with red<ify.,
30-50% I(Draine et al. 2007, grey dotted line in Fiy. 3) are eXantini et al 2009, Rodighiero etlal. 2010; Karim et/al. 2011
pected to be depleted into dust grains. These lines give #x& m and, as a consequence, the dominant galaxy population moves
mum amount of dust expected as a function of stellar mase if fowards larger SFR, hence being characterized by larger dus
galaxy behaves as a “closed box”, and metals are condenseghisses (Fig.]2). However, our results indicate that gasanith

dust grains with reasonalghegh eficiency. Most of the galaxies, the same properties (same S&fdsame M) do not show any

in particular the high mass systems, lie below the “closed’ bosjgnificant diference in terms of dust content across the cosmic
lines. This finding qualitatively agrees with the expectasi of epochs, at least out ip~2.5. In other words, dust mass in galax-
theoretical models for the evolution of the dust conterthea jes is entirely determined by the SFR and, to a lesser estignt,
flat Maus—Mstar trends, i.e., decreasing dust-to-stellar mass rg,,,. and it is independent of redshift within uncertaintiest Pu
tios as the gas is consumed and transformed into stars (gee, gimply, diferent cosmic epochs are populated by galaxies with
Eales & Edmunds 1996; Calura etlal. 2008; Dunne et al. 201a)ﬂ‘erent typica| SFR and M, values, and hence are character-
Alternatively, this result might indicate that most of thestlin  jzed by diferent dust masses.

these systems is lost. In support of this scenario, indegrethd

h o . At fixed SFR, a non evolving s translates into a non
of the_ dust mformat_lo_n, it has been acknowledged that ml‘.1SS'ev0Iving dust temperature {Jsp). This does not contradict the
galaxies have a deficit of metals, by a factor of a few, redstiiv ; —— , ;

§ults of Magnelli et al! (2013), presenting only a very stho

what must have been produced in the same galaxies (Zahid e{%gative evolution in the normalization of thgd—specific SFR

2012), which is ascribed to winds that have expelled métal-r . ; o
gas out of these massive galaxies. On the contrary, hintb@an(SSFR:SFR[MS‘ar) relation. They also find a stronger positive

ccen or o oy gl (g ] < .75)t0showangh 0ULon 10 hormalietnof he eleon berueegifang,
dust mass, close to the maximum “closed box” limit. Recem y ’ !

studies based on SPIRE data in the local and dq@-< 0.5) alization of the MS itself increases with redshift, hentEed

Universe support this evidence: large dust-to-stellarsmasgos ent SFR-Mg, combinations are probed atfirent epochs.

were reported by Smith etlal. (2012), while anti-correlasibe- Given the lack of any significant redshift evolution in the
tween the dust-to-stellar mass ratio and stellar mass were gust mass at fixed My and SFR, it is meaningful to represent
served by Cortese etldl. (2012) and Bourne kef al. (2012). ®ueadl redshift bins on the same SFRwiMplane (upper right panel
the necessity of a careful check of optical counterpartaaso Of Fig.[4) to provide an overview of the dust content over aawid
tions to IR galaxies with low Ma, we do not extend this work range of Mirand SFR. Here the dust mass is computed by aver-
to such low stellar masses. The dust content in |0M6Ma|ax_ aging the values at flerent redshifts. This further confirms the

ies will be investigated by means of a dedicated analysis irfr@nds already outlined (Ms:depends strongly on the SFR and
forthcoming paper. weakly on My, over a wider dynamic range.

4.3. Summary view

To give a global view of these correlations, we show in Eidnet t 5. The evolution of the gas content in galaxies

SFR—M;or plane at diferent redshifts, where each bin is colour

coded according to the associated dust mass. We also show W&investigate here the relation between the gas conterthand

relations from the literature (from Peng etlal. 201@at0 and SFR, as well as the evolution of the gas fraction, with the aim

from [Santini et al 2009 at high: This representation gives aof understanding the processes driving the conversion sf ga

quick overview on the scaling relations existing betweegM into stars in galaxies throughout the cosmic epochs. Wdlreca

SFR and Mys¢ @ weak and sometimes absent trend gfdvith  that gas masses are inferred from dust mass measurements by

Msiarand a clear correlation betweenyM and SFR. assuming that the dust-to-gas ratio scales with the gaslimeta
It is also worth noting that we observe no evidence for evdcity, and by computing the latter by means of the FMR of

lution of Mqust across the dierent redshift ranges at a giverMannucci et al.|(2010) (see equati¢i§i3—4). We verified that a

the results presented below are almost unchanged if thkeifeds

11 The fraction of stars which goes back into the ISM-i80% for a dependent mass-metallicity relation_of Maiolino et al.d2pis

Salpeter IMF[(Treu et al. 2010). used instead of the FMR.
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Fig. 5. Dust mass vs stellar mass in panels dfetient SFR. The symbol colour indicates the mean redshifidf &in, as coded by
the colour bar. No evolution with redshift is observed withincertainties at a given §4;and SFR.

5.1. The star formation law investigate suchfeects, we also separately fit the points in each
individual redshift bin (coloured solid lines in the rigtamels of

. o . . : ﬁg.[ﬁ). The inferred slopes monotonically decrease witlsinéft
The colour code identifies bins offtrent redshift. For the sakeg J0"1 451037 in the local Universe to @691 atz ~ 2, while

of clarity, the data points at thef&rent redshifts are also plot- ~0al 043+ 283 048
ted on separate panels on the right side. This figure is aoak)gt.he normalizations Increase fr0n55j0'47_to 210755, The best-
to Fig.[2, except that s plotted here instead of i, takes fit parameters are given in the bottom right corners of eadkelpa
into account the dependence of the gas metallicity WitHaE:teIOf Fig.[@. . . -

mass and SFR (see SECE]3.6). This, however, introducesaonjy By following the theoretical model of Davé et/al. (2011,

minor dfect (the gas metallicity changes less than a factor of 2912) and the observational results.of Tacconi =t al. (2048)

3 or less, while the dust mass spans 2-3 orders of magnitu&’% o attempt to fit our data points with a relation that hasia si
The relation shown in Fig.16 can be referred to as the integraf3 re_;jhshlféqrr]]qf?pendgn'ltdslope and nolrmgillzlanorI]_ slot\;\‘/émd\e
S-K law, meaning that gas masses and SFRs are investigd}tedl@? with reds II\/I Iles']:)ge- ing a cosmological scalingt e
ues rather than their surface densities, as in the origikalesy, plétion time EMgad ):

where the SFR surface density is related to the gas surface d _ _

sity by a power law relation. We fit the data points with thesel fog SFR= m (log Mgas— 10)+ n log(1+2) + (8)
tion The best-fit parameters are = 1.01:34 n = 1403 and
log SFR= a (10g Mgas— 10)+ b. (7) = 128777 The dashed-triple dotted lines in the right panels

of Fig.[8 show the inferred relation at the median redshiétach
A standardy? fit cannot be performed on our data given th®in. This function provides a worse fit to the data in terms of
asymmetric error bars. Therefore, all over our work, we yppl Probability of the solution as computed from the likelihowath
maximum likelihood analysis by assuming rescaled log-rbrn€spect to equatidd 7. . o _
shapes for the probability distribution functions of theiahles In both cases, the evolution of the relation with redshifyma
with the largest uncertainties (logdtin this case) and by ignor- be partly caused by mixing filerent stellar masses, whose con-
ing the uncertainties on the other variables. By fitting thlt tribution strongly depends on the SFR and redshift becafise o
sample we obtaia = 1.50'%12 andb = 1.82"22 where a boot- the evolution of the MS relation.
strap is performed to compute the parameteetrors. The best-
fit re_Iation is represented by the black solid line in t.he t_anel 5.1.1. Comparison with previous works
of Fig.[8. However, due to inhomogeneous sampling in SFR af
different redshifts, the fit might fiier from biases in case thereThe inferred relations agree, on average, well with thosedfit
is an evolution in the slope or normalization of the relatiba by previous work based on CO measurements for normal star-

10
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Fig.6. Left panel: Relation between SFR and gas mass. The colour code indidifiieent redshift intervals, as shown by the
legend in the upper left corner. The black boxes mark binglihan the starburst region according to Rodighiero et201(1). The
solid thick black line is the power law fit to all data, and thestbfit relation is reported in the lower right corner. Thehizd and
dotted grey lines show the integrated Schmidt-Kennicldtian fitted by Daddi et all (2010) and Genzel etlal. (201€8pectively,
on normal star-forming galaxies (lower curves) and on l&HalRGs andz ~ 2 SMGs (upper curves). Curves from the literature
are converted to a Salpeter IMF. Magenta dashed-dotteslilimtécate constant star formatioffieiencies (i.e., constant depletion
times) of 1 (lower curve) and 10 (upper curve) GyRight panelsRelation between SFR and gas mass tfedent redshift bins,
indicated in the upper left corner of each panel. Symbokst@nd colours are as in the left panel. The coloured solidesuare
the power law fits to the data, and the numbers in the lowet Kigmer indicate the best-fit slope (upper) and intersactio
log MgadM ] = 10 (lower) (see equatidnd 7). The dashed-triple dotted kesv the best-fit relation given in equat(dn 8 calculated
at the median redshift in each panel.

forming galaxies|(Daddi et al. 2010, lower dashed grey lme [R010; Tacconi et al. 2013). However, the fair agreement thigh
Fig.[8, see also equatibh 6, and Genzel bt al. (Fg1@wer dot- [Daddi et al. [(2010) relation (inferred from CO observations
ted grey line), although we fit a steeper slope on all datatpoinproxy for molecular hydrogen) is suggesting that, if théglats

The values of the best-fit slopes are independent from tlaxgal correct, the bulk of the gas in these galaxies is in the melecu
population (i.e., consistent fits are found if starbursages are lar phase, which is reasonable given that most of these igalax
removed, see below), and of the recipe adopted for the gad-meare vigorously forming stars and will have high pressure ISM
licity (i.e., consistent results are obtained if we assumdapen- conditions (see also Leroy et/al. 2009; Magdis et al. 2018 T
dence on the SFR and redshift evolution of the mass-metgallicsteeper slopes found at low redshift may be determined by a
relation). Anyhow, the broad agreement with previous gsidilarger atomic-to-molecular gas ratio at low than at higlsee
for the majority of galaxies (see below) and the small dispdpelow). Another possibility to explain this is the trend foe MS

sion (the average absolute residuali6.15 dex in terms of log template of Elbaz et al. (2011) to slightly underpredict 8R
Mga9 shown by our data points are impressive, especially givénthe absence of Herschel data for bright galaxies at hi@FR
the completely dferent and independent approaches used to de100 M, /yr, see FiglL Bl and Berta etlal. 2013); by moving the
rive the star formation law. This confirms the reliability @fir data points with the largest SFR towards lower SFR valués, th
approach of deriving gas mass estimates from dust mass mefBect might be responsible for the shallower slope measured at
surements. high redshift. However, as it can be seen in Eig]B.1, tifieot
We remind the reader that the dust method is supposedadiot larger than 0.1-0.2 dex, and is therefore unlikelyffeca

trace both the molecular and atomic gas (the dust-to-gas cehr other results (on the other side, the fitted slope of the S-
version factor adopted refers to the total gas mass). Bagial. law may be sensitive to smalffsets in the SFR). As a matter of
(2008) have measured steeper slopes for the star formatian | fact, the results presented in this paper are very similathiér

in local galaxies when both the molecular and atomic gas cofr templates (e.g., Dale & Helou 2002) are used to measure the
ponents are considered. This may explain our steeper slof&R from 24um fluxes or from all Herschel bands. Finally, steep
compared to previous CO-based studies (€.g., Genzel etstgpes for the global star formation law may be explainechiey t

results of Saintonge etlal. (2013), who claim that the gaduist
12 \We used the best-fit relation between EIR and CO luminosities 'atio may be 1.7 times largerat- 2 than observed locally. This,

their figure 2 and the conversions given in their table 1 tovednto however, would only marginallyfeect our highest redshift bins,
SFR and Mas respectively. whose mean redshift value is around 2.
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Note that the fact that the slope of the global S-K rela- log SFR [My/yr]
tion, as well as those & < 0.6, are steeper than unity im- [ ]
plies that galaxies with high star formation rates have &igh 0
star formation #iciency (defined as SEESFRMg,s equal to — -7.5 T T T I T T T I T
the inverse of the depletion time), even if they are regs, N B 7
galaxies. The magenta dash-dotted lines in [Hig. 6 traceottie [~ - —
with SFE = 1 Gyr? (lower line) and SFE= 10 Gyr?! (up- — - h
per line). As a consequence of the super-linear slope of the §378.O — =
K relation, moderate star-forming galaxies (SFRL My/yr) = - f
]

—
[aV]
w

have a SFE approaching 1 Gyy while strongly star-forming - L
galaxies (SFR~ several 100 M/yr) have a SFE approachr L
ing 10 Gyr?, implying gas depletion timescale of a few time® _a85
100 Myr. However, the SFE is more properly defined as the rg;

tio of the SFR over the molecular gas content. Therefore, dh-
other possibility to interpret our result is that the $MR | |
stays the same, and the atomic gas content decreases igﬁystrdh

star-forming galaxies, or, in other words, the latter halerger = —9.0
molecular to atomic fraction. This would be confirmed by t
results of Bauermeister etlal. (2010), who observe littlelev

tion in the cosmic H 1 density, while the molecular compone%) B | | 7]
is expected to positively evolve out to the peak of cosmic sta ~7° —
formation ¢ ~ 2—3,/Obreschkow & Rawlings 2009; Lagos et al. )
2011; Popping et al. 2013). Redshift

) _ Fig. 7. Redshift evolution of the star formatiofifieiency (SFE,
5.1.2. The star formation law for starburst galaxies or inverse of the depletion time). Bérent colours refer to dif-

Symbols marked with a black box in Fig. 6 correspond to bi rent SFRs, as shown by the colour bar. Black boxes are as in

which lie in the starburst region of the SFR vgMdiagram ac- ig.[8.
cording to the selection of Rodighiero et al. (2011). Thdgde
starburst galaxies as sources deviating from a Gaussianitiog

mic distribution of the SSFR, having SSFR four times hlgh%‘ra above the MS). Physical properties of very extreme sources,

than the peak of the distribution (associated to MS galjxie . :
Given the average scatter of 0.3 dex of the MS (Noeske et 3h as local ULIRGs or high SMGs, are not always compli-
ant with local-based expectations (see, €.9., Santini €04l0)

= . ;
2007), these galaxies are locate@o above the MS (see Figl 4)'rapd need to be treated with ad-hoc techniques (for example,

The dfectiveness of this SSFR criterion in selecting starbu Vraadis etall 2012 claim th d of sub data t liab
galaxies is confirmed by semi-analytical models where gtatp "23dIS €lalicU1zs claim e need of submm data fo refiably
estimate dust masses of SMGs). Moreover, larger statistics

events are triggered by galaxy interactions during theirgme X .
ing histories |(Lamastra etlal. 2013a). Galaxies from our-saﬁﬁidﬁgékwe will therefore study such extreme sources in a fu-

ple located in the starburst regions do seem to follow theesal
star formation law as all other galaxies. We note that the se-
lection of starburst galaxies above is based on the knowleds)> The evolution of the star formation efficiency
of the MS from the literature, rather than computed direotly
the present sample. However, this does rféc our conclu- The slope of the integrated S-K relation inferred from ouada
sions. Indeed, the observed correlation between SFR gadM generally steeper than unity (except possibly at high riégish
tight enough that, even in case of small variations in the Ié&s a consequence, the SFE for high redshift galaxies, which
cation of the MS, sources selected as starburst would still fare also on average more star-forming, is higher than falloc
low the same relation (for example, results are unchangedgélaxies, or, equivalently, the depletion time is shontez here
the MS from Whitaker et al. 2012 is used, despite its shaltowassume negligible atomic fraction for all galaxies, but ce®-
slope). Unless indicative of a larger fraction of atomic gas mentin Secf 5.7]1). This is illustrated in Fig. 7, where $iE
starbursts, this result is in contrast with what suggesteprb- is plotted as a function of redshift, and where an increasken
vious studies, mostly based on CO emission (e.0., Dadd! et&FE with redshift is indeed observed, although with large-sc
2010;/Genzel et al. 2010; Saintonge et'al. 2012; Magdis ettdr. Due to degeneracy between SFR evolution and redshift it
2012; Sargent et al. 2013). The latter studies find a nor@raliis not clear whether the increase in the SFE with redshify tru
tion of the star formation law 10 times higher for starburstreflects a cosmic evolution of the SFE, i.e., galaxies of amiv
galaxies, implying a larger SFE. In any case, since the sibpeSFR convert their gas into stars moféaently at highz, or it is
the relation that we infer is larger than unity (except at0.6), simply a by-product of the slope of the S-K relation convdlve
our result does not imply a lowflgciency in converting gas into with the higher SFR characterizing higlgalaxies (higher nor-
stars for galaxies located in the starburst region (see st malization of the MS). In Fid.]7 galaxies withftérent SFRs are
tion): starburst galaxies do have, on average, larger stend- plotted with diferent colours, in an attempt to break the degener-
tion eficiency (i.e., shorter depletion times) than the bulk of-staacy between redshift and SFR. Galaxies with similar SFR show
forming galaxies (typically at lower SFR). no clear internal evolution with redshift. However, due bser-

We note that our work does not sample the most extreme ofational biases (diiculties in observing faint sources at highs
jects lying at the bright tail of the SFR distribution (allttane well as paucity of rare bright sources in small volumes atw
of the bins selected as “starbursts” are located betweeari?l the redshift spanned by each of these sets of points is very na
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row, and the dispersion very high, hence we cannot rule out a foas
real, intrinsic evolution of the SFE in galaxies (at a givéiRS. | . E—
In any case, regardless of whether the evolution of the SFEis 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

an intrinsic redshift evolution or driven by the slope of && ' | ' ' ' | ' ' ' |
relation and the evolution of the SFR, the net result is that t
bulk of the galaxy population (i.e., galaxies on the MS) ahhi
redshift ¢ ~ 2) do form stars with a SFE higher by a factorob —
than the bulk of the population of local star-forming gaési i
This evolution is roughly consistent with the evolution agt ™.
dust mass-weighted luminosity @/ Mgusy proportional to the
SFE except for a metallicity correction) found by Magdislet a—
(2012) (a factor o~ 4 fromz ~ 0 toz ~ 2) and only slightly o
steeper than the evolution of the depletion time (a factor 8f =
in the same redshift range) observed|[by Tacconiletal. (20
likely due to the steeper S-K law inferred by us compared
their work. —

5.3. The evolution of the gas fraction

Fig.[8 shows the gas fraction as a function of the stellar mass ! I ! ! ! I ! ! ! I
colour coded according to the redshift, in panels dfedent 10 11 12
SFR. The gas fraction decreases with the stellar mass, as ex- log M [MI ]
pected by the gas conversion into stars in a closed-box model star ©
and increases with the SFR, as a consequence of the S-K relgr 9. Average gas fractions, as indicated by the upper colour
tion (see also the results lof Magdis et al. 2012 and thoseeof ¥y in bins of M, and SFR.
PHIBSS survey presented.in Tacconi et al. 2013). Most istere
ing is the lack of evolution of the gas fraction with redshifice
galaxies are separated according to theiphnd SFR values. log SFR [Mo/yr]
Given the assumptions made to compute the gas mass, hence gas '
fractions, this finding is the result of the lack of (or maigin
evolution of the dust content in bins of fixedsland SFR (see
Fig.[H), combined with a minor contribution from the gas nketa
licity evolution with Mgi,; and SFR (the FMR, Mannucci et al. 0.5
2010).

From the lack of redshift evolution of the gas fraction atdixe

o
—
AV}
w

0.6

SFRandMgy;, it follows that galaxies within a given population 0.4
(identified by a combinations of SFR and,y), convert gas at

the same rate regardless of redshift, i.e., the physicslakga « o3
formation is independent of redshift, at least out to thectgo

probed by our work. This is essentially a consequence of the
unimodal inferred S-K relation, but Figl 8 shows the resudten 02
neatly by also slicing the relation through the dependence o
stellar mass, which is the third fundamental parameter. t¥e n
that this does not contradict the evolution of the SFE olesiiv
Fig.[1, where dierent stellar masses and SFR are mixed together
and where selectionfiects cause the filerent SFR bins to be 0.0
populated dierently at diferent redshifts (hence the average at
each redshift is certainly biased).

In summary, our result implies that, at fixed stellar mass, th log M, [Mo]
SFR is uniquely driven by the gas fraction via the star forma- sar
tion law. In other words, if two among SFR,M and Myasare  Fig.10. Parameterization of the gas fraction as a function of
known, the third property is completely determined and dues stellar mass at all redshifts inftérent SFR intervals, using the
depend on redshift. This provides a powerful tool to overeonfunctional shape given in equatibh 9 (see text). Curvesftédi
the observational diculties related with the measurement of gagnt colours refer to dierent SFR bins, as shown by the colour
or dust masses and analyse the gas content for much larger Sgan,
ples of galaxies.

1 1 | 1 1 1
11

—_
o

of Mg in different SFR intervals. Figuké 9 shows the resulting
global dependence of the gas fraction (given by the colodf co

Given the lack of evolution with redshift observed for thes gaing) on the SFR—My plane. In each SFR interval, we fit the data
fraction once galaxies with the samegMand SFR are consid- points with a linear relation in the logarithmic space :

ered, we can combine all redshift bins together to increlase t

statistics and infer more clearly the trend gfsfas a function logfyas= @ + B(10g Mstar— 11). (9)

5.4. The fundamental s~ Msta—SFR relation
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Fig.8. Gas fraction vs stellar mass in panels offelient average SFR. The colour of the symbols reflects the mesmhift of
each bin, as indicated by the colour bar. No evolution witkshft is observed, within uncertainties, at given SFR andMsrey
dashed curves are the best-fits to the data assuming théhmcthape in equatidn 9. Best-fit parameters for each StelRvad are
summarized in Tablg 1.

We shift the stellar masses, placing them across zero, ierordable 1. Best-fit parameters of the functional shape in equéfion 9
to de-correlate the slope andfset parameters in the linear fitdescribing the gas fraction as a function of the stellar nirass
result. The best-fit parameters are given in Table 1, anddke b different SFR intervals.

fit curves are shown by the dashed grey lines in Big. 8 and also
by the solid coloured lines in Fif. 110, which provides a direc log SFR[M,/yr] @ B 109 Mstar min
comparison at dierent SFRs. We note that the functional form

adopted above does not necessarily have physical meaning: i -025-025  -217%5;  -104%53 9.85
is a purely phenomenological representation of the datatteib 025-050  -15393 -05275% 9.89
visualize the observed trends and to interpolate the thrgsigal 0.50-0Q75 -1.347218  -0.5322 9.88
quantities for later use of this 3D relation. 0.75 — 100 -1589%2  -0.859% 9.89
The three-dimensionalgdsMsta—SFR relation shown in 1.00 — 120 -1389%8  -0.79:9% 9.90
Fig.[10 is afundamental relatiorthat does not evolve with red- 1.20 — 140 _1347005 _()ggoos 9.90
shift, at least out t@ ~ 2.5. Galaxies move over this surface ' oo o )
during their evolution. 140160 —1.22%05  —0.77%g09 1015
Fig.[I1 shows a 3D representation of such a relation. Further ~ 160-180  -106%5 -079G5 1015
investigation of this 3D relation and its physical interjt&n 180-200  -09677%2 -0.7631; 1039
goes beyond the scope of this paper, and will be discussed in 2.00 - 225 -0.85"2%¢  -0.82018 1040
a future work, as well as the relation between the independen 225-250  -0.75°% _070:09 1040
quantities Mas Mstar and SFR. Here we only emphasize that 250 — 300 —0-5458282 _0.5058% 10,66

the redshift evolution of the S-K law investigated in eqoal8
seems to disappear once sources are divided in binssgf M
Indeed, the redshift evolution of the SFE illustrated in.Eds Notes. The last column reports the minimum stellar mass sampled in
most likely a consequence of the fact that highins are mostly each SFR bin. These parameterizations should not be enephmtew
populated by galaxies with high SFR, which are charactdrizéhese limits.
by high SFE, as a consequence of the super-linear slope of the
S-K relation.

We note that the fundamental relation presented here is in-
deed a physical result, rather than just a way of looking at tfe.g., SFR). In other words, the inclusion of the SFR or stel-
redshift evolution through the evolution of another partene lar mass as parameters is not masking a true underlyingifedsh
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Fig. 12. Left Gas fraction vs Mg at different redshifts (in dierent colours according to the legend) for Main Sequence) (MS
galaxiesRight Gas fraction vs redshift at fierent My, (in different colours according to the legend) for MS galaxies. €uare
obtained by interpolating theds parameterizations reported in Fig] 10 and Table 1 and the &8ions (see text for details) at
Mgiar above the minimum sampleddy common to all SFR bins. Mean uncertainties on gas fractiso@ated to main sequence
galaxies in each redshifieft) or stellar massr{ght) bin are plotted.
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Fig.11. Representation of the 3idindamental fas—Msia—SFR

relation. The colour code indicates the average SFR of each b

The best-fit relations shown in Fig. 8 are overplotted.

evolution. As a matter of fact, no similar relation is ob&dnif

redshift is replaced to either SFR oyl

5.5. The evolution of the gas fraction among Main Sequence
galaxies

The finding that thdundamental §s—Msia—SFR relationdoes

not evolve with redshift does not contradict the claimed-red
shift evolution of the gas fraction in galaxies (e.g., Dagldl.
2010; Tacconi et al. 2010, 2013; Magdis et al. 2012). Indasd,
already mentioned, galaxies do not uniformly populate &is
surface. As they evolve, the bulk of star-forming galaxiepp
ulate diferent regions of this surface, as a consequence of gas
accretion, gas consumption by star formation and gas ejecti
The projection of such a distribution onto the;,M-SFR plane
yields the MS and its evolution with redshift.

As suggested by various models, the evolution of galaxies is
likely driven by the evolution of their gas content. The ext@n
of the MS is likely a by-product of the gas content through the
S-K relation, or more generally through thendamental Jas—
Msta—SFR relationllustrated above. While the evolution of the
MS has been constrained by several observations, its gniro-
cess, which is the evolution of the gas content, is still &bps
constrained. We can however exploit the observed evoluafon
the MS to infer the evolution of the gas fraction of the pogiola
of galaxies dominating star formation at any epoch, by diplo
ing thefundamental Jas—Msta—SFR relation

We take advantage of the mathematical representation of the
gas fraction as a function of {,at given SFR shown in Fig.10,
and we linearly interpolate these relations onto a finer SidR g
Ve then adopt the MS relations reported in [Eig. 4 and linearly
interpolate them onto a fine redshift grid. At a giverdyland
redshift, we use the MS relation to compute the expected SFR,
according to which we select the approprigjg parameteriza-
tion.

The resulting evolution ofgs with stellar mass at dlierent
redshifts (colour coded) is shown in the left panel of Figl 12
The orthogonal plot, i.e., the redshift evolution gisffor differ-
ent stellar masses (colour coded), is shown in the right Ipane
of Fig.[12. These plots illustrate how the “bulk” of the star-
forming galaxy population at various epochs populates the 3
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fundamental fs—Msia—SFR relationas a function of redshift. steady (or quiescent) accretion mode, in which the coldrgeeei
Essentially, for a given stellar mass, the average gas ibate galaxy disk is converted into stars on long timescales Gyr),
star-forming galaxies increases steadily with redshifeast out and an interaction-driven mode, where gas destabilizethglur
toz ~ 2.5. The increase rate is steeper for low mass galaxies wittajor and minor mergers and fly-by events is converted iafi@ st
respect to massive galaxies. Galaxies with lagfM ] ~ 10.6  on shorter timescales- 10’ yr; see Lamastra et al. 2013a,b for a
reach fas ~ 0.25 around the peak of cosmic star formation ahore detailed description). AGN activity triggered by tlzene
z ~ 2.5, while massive galaxies, with logdM[M¢] ~ 12 reach galaxy interactions and the related feedback processeslsre
a gas fraction of only 0.15 at the same cosmic epoch. This heeluded.
haviour is consistent with a downsizing scenario (Cowid.eta The predicted gas fraction as a function of stellar mass and
1996; | Fontanot et al. 2009), where massive galaxies have @dshift is shown in Fig.13. On the same figure we report the ex
ready consumed most of their gas at high redshift, while legapolations for MS galaxies based on our observationa@jre
massive galaxies have a larger fraction of gas (more compkhown in Fig[IR. As discussed above, MS galaxies represent t
scenarios resulting from the interplay of inflows, outflowsla bulk of the galaxy population and can be directly compared to
star formation are not excluded). Further, in massive gedake the darkest contours, enclosing the region occupied by ofost
gas fraction decreases more steeply, moving towards laer rthe galaxies.
shift (with respect to low mass galaxies) and their gas ¢imiu  Opservations are generally well reproduced by the theoreti
flattens to low values at< 1.3. Instead, low mass galaxies showal model, although with some systematic deviations. Téreds
a shallower and more regular decrease of the gas content, mgith both stellar mass and redshift are recovered, as weleas
ing towards lower redshifts. Both trends are further inti@® downsizing expectations: a strong evolution can be notined
of downsizing. low mass galaxies (Muw< 10'*My/yr), which are gas-rich out
The fyas values are somewhat lower by a factor-af.5-2 oz ~ 1 (bottom right panel), while progressively more massive
on average (after accounting for the IMF conversion) than igalaxies have already consumed their gas at this epochr{uppe
ferred by the highe CO survey of Tacconi et al. (2013). A sim-right panel). While a very good agreement is recovered for al
ilar or even larger mismatch with CO-based results was foustellar masses at high redshift{ 2, upper-left panel), the pre-
by/Conselice et al. (2013), who compute gas fractions froR Shiicted evolution of the gas fraction is more regular thareobed
and galaxy sizes by inverting the S-K law. We ascribe the digt intermediate redshifts, with a gas fraction in logdfM]<
crepancy to the combination of the various uncertaintis®-as 115 galaxies of~ 0.2 atz > 0.6, around twice the observed
ciated with CO studies and with our method. In addition, thgyye (central left panels). The overall systematic gasnéss
underestimate by 50% of the dust mass of unresolved sourcest model galaxies compared to the observations relateseto th
found by Galliano et al. (2011) may also explain the lower vajong-standing problem of theoretical models in reprodgdhe
ues found by us. The gas fractions derived by us are also lowilaxy stellar mass functions at high redshift. Indeed nilve-
by a factor of~ 2 than those published by Magdis et al. (2012her of massive galaxies is underpreticted by the models (e.g
who adopt a similar method. This might be caused by cosnpgntanot et &(. 2009; Santini ef al. 2012a), consistentti trie
variance ffects: based on the two GOODS fields only, the anaghefficiency of the gas conversion and mass buildup processes
ysis of Magdis et al. (2012) may b&ected by statistical uncer- jn the distant Universe. Once gas consumption has stattisd, i
tainty. The inclusion of COSMOS data provides much improvesbt eficiently suppressed at late stages. Indeed, the model pre-
§tatistics that is crucial in stacking analyses. Indeeel stack- dicts a fraction of very massive (Iogd{Mo]z 115) galaxies
ing result is closely related to the number of stacked saurc@hich are still gas-rich at < 1, at variance with what observed
Even if COSMOS is shallower than the deep GOODS fieldgower- and central-left panels and top-right one). Altgbtit
SPIRE observations, on which dust masses mostly rely, are cgan be partly ascribed to fluctuations in tgdlistribution gen-
fusion limited. Therefore, the statistics is strongly doated by erated by the low number statistics of such higaawmaxies’
COSMOS. To verify whether cosmic varianc@eets could be this behaviour is a manifestation of a known problem common
responsible for such disagreement, we repeated our asidllysi to all theoretical models, in which the suppression of tlae st
only including the two GOODS fields. Given the limited statisformation activity is still indficient, despite the feedback pro-
tics, we end up with only 10 data points. We compared theggsses at work. This is related to théidulties in reproducing
with our gas fractions and found that in 30% of the cases tkife fraction of red passive galaxiés (Fontana &t al. 2009).
former are indeed larger by a factor of 2-2.5, while the rést o - For gl these reasons, the comparison of observed and mod-
the points are consistent within their error bars. Finallg,note gjeq gas fraction is of major importance to constrain thesphy
that the disagreement with previous works is reduced when {8a| processes implemented in models of galaxy formatiah an
GRASIL model is adopted instead|of Draine & Li (2007). evolution. A more detailed and complete comparison witlothe
retical expectations will be tackled in a future work.

5.6. Comparison with theoretical predictions

The evolution of the gas fraction is a powerful observable i Summary

test the various physical processes at play in galaxiesrand i

plemented by theoretical models, such as star formatios, g&e have used Herschel data from both PACS and SPIRE imag-
cooling and feedback. Here we compare our findings for tlirey cameras to estimate the dust mass of a large sample af gala
evolution of the gas fraction with the expectations of theise ies extracted from the GOODS-S, GOODS-N and COSMOS
analytical model of galaxy formation developed by Mencilet afields. To explore a wide range of galaxy properties, includ-
(2008) (and references therein). This connects, withinstnee ing low mass and moderate star-forming galaxies, we have per
logical framework, the baryonic processes (gas coolirag,fet- formed a stacking analysis on a grid of redshifts, stellassea
mation, supernova feedback) to the merging histories odieiie and SFR, and considered average values. With these outputs w
matter haloes, computed by means of a Monte Carlo simulzave studied the scaling relations in place between thecdust
tion. Gas is converted into stars through two main chanmelstent of galaxies and their stellar mass and SFR f@¢idint red-
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15<z<25 I logM,,, =12.0

We have then taken one step further and computed gas
metallicities from the stellar mass and the SFR according
to the Fundamental Metallicity Relation (FMR) fitted by
Mannucci et al.[(2010), and estimated gas masses by assuming
that the dust-to-gas ratio linearly scales with the gas hieta
ity. We note that all our results are robust against the §ipeci
parameterization chosen to describe the gas metallicity, (e

0.2

0.1

®

T logM.,,.=11.0

Redshift

11 12
1Og Mstar [M®]

Fig. 13. Predicted evolution of the gas fraction according to the
semi-analytical model of Menci et lal. (2008). The five fillaxhe
tours indicate the fraction of galaxies having a givgg &t a
fixed Msior (I€ft panels) and redshiftight panels). The trends for

MS galaxies extrapolated by our observations (shown ifEy. e

are overplotted.

shifts, from the local Universe out o= 2.5. Our main results
are the following.

e No clear evolution of the dust mass with redshift is observed

at a given SFRand stellar mass. Although there is a global
redshift evolution of the dust content in galaxies, as aeens
guence of the increased ISM content at higlour findings

FMR against redshift-dependent mass-metallicity refgtidhis
method provides a complementary approach to investigate th
galaxy gas contentindependently of CO observations. Unaier
assumptions we find the following.

e We fit a power law relation between the SFR and the gas

mass, in good agreement with that previously obtained by
Daddi et al.|(2010), and also broadly consistent with the re-
sults of_.Genzel et al. (2010). This agreement is remarkable,
given the completely dierent approach between our study
and the two works above based on CO measurements. We
find that all galaxies follow the same star formation law (in-
tegrated S-K law), with no evidence of starbursts lying on an
offset relation, though our sample lacks the most extremely
starbursting sources (such as local ULIRGs and their ana-
logues at high®). The slope of this relation is on average
steeper than unity, implying that strongly star-formintega

ies have higher star formatiortfieiency (SFE, i.e., the in-
verse of the depletion time), or shorter depletion time. We
also find a mild, but significant evolution of the S-K law with
redshift.

We observe an evolution of the SFE with redshift, by about
a factor of 10 fromz ~ 0 to z ~ 2.5. This applies to the
bulk of the galaxy population dominating star formation at
each epoch. However, it is not clear whether such evolution
is an intrinsic redshift evolution or is simply a consequenc
of sampling more star-forming galaxies at high redshift eom
bined with the slope of the integrated S-K relation being on
average steeper than unity.

The measured gas fraction decreases with stellar mass and
increases with SFR, as expected. However, when consider-
ing bins of given stellar masmd SFR, the gas fraction does
not show any redshift evolution, at least outzte 2.5. This
primarily results from the non-evolution of the dust mass
(within uncertainties), with gas metallicityffects only pro-
viding a second-order contribution. The 3D relation betwee
fgas Mstarand SFR is dundamental relatiothat holds at any
redshift. It provides a powerful tool to overcome the obser-
vational dfficulties related with the measurement of gas or

indicate that galaxies with the same properties (same SFR dust masses and to analyse the gas content for much larger

and same M) do not show any significant fierence in

samples of galaxies. Galaxies populate such &8idamen-

terms of dust content across the cosmic epochs, at least outtal fjas—Msta—SFR relatiorin a different way throughout the

to z ~ 2.5. In other words dust mass in galaxies is mostly
determined by SFR and §4;and is independent of redshift.
e The dust content is tightly correlated with the star formmati

cosmic epochs. The distribution of galaxies on thef@a-
mental relationonto the M ,—SFR plane gives the MS and
its evolution with redshift.

activity of the galaxy. This correlation is in place at allva ¢ We “de-project” the MS galaxies, at various cosmic epochs,

ues of Myr probed and at least out 1o~ 2.5. Under the as-
sumption that the dust content is proportional to the gas con
tent (with a factor scaling with the gas metallicity), the-ob

onto the 3Dfundamental fas—Msta—SFR relation to infer
the evolution of the gas fraction of “typical” star-forming
galaxies as a function of redshift. A clear redshift evolu-

served correlation is a natural consequence of the Schmidt- tion fromz ~ 0 toz ~ 2.5 in the gas fraction is observed

Kennicutt (S-K) law.

for MS galaxies. The evolution of the gas content in mas-

e The correlation between the dust and stellar mass observedsive (Msar > 101M,) galaxies is steep between~ 2.5
by previous studies (which averaged together all SFR) be- andz ~ 1.2 and flattens to lowgfs values at lower red-
comes much flatter or even disappears when taken at a fixedshifts. Low mass Ma< 10''M,, galaxies show a less steep

SFR. The Myst—Mstarrelation is at least partly a result of the
MauseSFR correlation combined with the Main Sequence
(MS) of star-forming galaxies.

and more regular decrease of the gas fraction from2.5
to z ~ 0. These trends are in agreement with the downsiz-
ing scenario for galaxy evolution, and they are on average
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well reproduced by the theoretical expectations of the senfbntanot, F., De Lucia, G., Monaco, P., Somerville, R. S., i, P. 2009,
analytical model of Menci et al. (2008), despite a systetnati MNRAS, 397, 1776

larger gas richness compared to our data.
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Wuyts, S., Férster Schreiber, N. M., van der Wel, A, et 8lLTb, ApJ, 742,96 the fact that both physical variables are related to the F&kp

Yates, R. M., Kafmann, G., & Guo, Q. 2012, MNRAS, 422, 215 of the galaxy SED. Indeed, while the SFR is simply propodion
ggm T_"&Jwgtii?:* (I;D' Izoég’\*,vf:b"c'ttjedé‘r’bAgS“ka”g"b;i?%-ﬂ any 757 10 the integrated light in the dust emission peak, the dustsma
54 B Yo b S ED BB ' PAPS 1o depends not only on the normalization of the spectrum bat als

on the temperature of the grains, which determines its shape
The aim of the simulation is to verify whether an ini-

_ o ) tially scattered and uncorrelated distribution of mock Siril
Appendix A: Statistics on the  z-Msta—SFR grid Maust gives rise to a correlation when the two quantities are re-
&qmputed according to our methods. To do that, we consider
a set of GRASIL templates, each associated to a dust mass
(Mgust InpuT) @nd to a SFR (SKReut). The latter is computed
by integrating the template from 8 and 10@® and multiply-
Appendix B: Reliability of the SFR estimates ing by the calibration factor.8 x 1071° (see Seci._312). In order

] S to sample a wide region of the SFR4lM parameter space, we
To verify the reliability of the 24im-based SFR tracer (SE&, multiply each SFR—M\s; pair by a normalization factor. This
we compare it with the SFR measured by fitting the average Fi3responds to multiplying the associated SED, since bath p
stacked flux densities (SkR). We fit these flux densities with  ameters scale with the SED normalization. We considergeran
the Dale & Heloul(2002) IR template library to infer an estiea j; SER and Musc Which mimic that observed in one of the red-
of the total IR luminosity, and account for the unobscure® Skghift interval most populated by our data, i.e6 & z < 1. The

by taking into account the average rest-frame UV lumindsity resyiting SFR—M,g distribution is shown in the left panel of

the bin uncorrected for extinction (see SEcil 3.2 for motait. ca.

The same results are found if the MS template of Elbazlet al."\we redshift each mock galaxy to a random redshift within

(2011) is used instead of the Dale & Helou (2002) libraryhet ihe 0.6-1 interval, and interpolate the associated spactviih

left panel of FiglB.l we compare the average &R each he MIPS 24um and Herschel 100-50@n filters. To mimic

bin of the grid with the average SER. The two SFR measure- the real case, we perturb such mock flux densities by adding

ments nicely agree with each other with the only noticeabie & ngjise randomly extracted from the observed noise distribu

ception of the lowest redshift bin, making us confident of thgy, i each band. We then measure the SFR (SFR7) and

method adopted. The smalfset observed at lowdoes not sig- .., (Mqust ouTpuy for each mock galaxy exactly as we have

nificantly dfect our results. _ .. done for the real data. Consistently with what describeckict.S
We also repeated the same test by making use of a “lgglg \ve reject sources not compliant with our requirements t

der of SFR indicators” (SFRicer €.9./Wuyts etal. 2011a) asSensyre reliable dust mass estimates. The resulting measnte

input for the grid production. Such a *ladder” approach comye shown in the right panel of Fig_C.1 and show no evidence

bines diferent SFR estimates by using the best available choigg any correlation between SFR andiM The absence of any

for each galaxy. More specifically, a Herschel-based SFRe8 U ¢orrelation induced by our measures is statistically coreit

for galaxies detected by PACS or SPIRE, the##based tracer py the values of the Pearson @eients on the input (0.11) and

is adopted for galaxies undetected by Herschel but detéstedoytpyt (0.19) data point distributions. This simulatidnstrates

MIPS, and the output of the optical-UV SED fitting describeghat the correlations betweenghdand SFR is not an artefact of

in Sect[3.1 is used for galaxies undetected at IR wavelengtfhe method, but is real (i.e., the result of the S-K law).

Most importantly, this approach has the advantage of iserea

ing the number of galaxies for which a SFR estimate is avail-

able and enlarging the SFR dynamical range. However, as eXppendix D: Fits of the far-IR SEDs

dent from the right panel of Fig. B.1, the scatter with respec . )

SFRug is larger than in the previous case. Moreover, the cdf) FigS[D.1 td D.# we report the best fits of Herschel stacked fl

relation between SFRger and SFRig flattens at low SFR and densities with_Draine & Lil(2007) templates computed t_o-est|

z > 0.2, exactly at the SFR regime where in principle the “|a0r_natebthe dust mfass. Ihﬁ sscongarsyEtE;Jm_p grour;drswmch g

der” approach provides an improvement over theu#based Can Pe seen in few of the best-fit SEDs Is due to a warm dust

SFR. One possibility to explain the flat behaviour at low SF%Oun:np?; deig;[i.omlnstgﬁsitt% g:ﬁﬂ%ﬁ?ﬁ:;ig%iﬁzvggi?r’;r:)ed-glqam

(below a redshift-dependent threshold) shown in the rigimigb ma .

of Fig.[B1 is to ascribe it to failures in the associationsopé IS Set {0 lower values. However, fixindmax to a value lower
tical counterparts for the extremely faint IR galaxies ceriul- than 16 ha$ the overallﬁeq of maklng ea;h template slightly
ing issues mostlyfiecting the faintest galaxies during the stack! armer. This has thekect of increasing the inferred dust masses

ing procedure. Alternatively, dust heating by old stellappla- y a factor of 1.5-2, due to a larger normalization of the SED

tion might also be responsible for the enhanced IR flux at Ioffr @ given set Og (?tE)se(ved f'F‘Te(SZ-S’g‘? decijd?d_to foIIowltgie pre
SFR. However, investigating the reasons of such disagneemgc"iPtion given by Draine etal. (2007) and fixilnax to 10°
wever, we note that arffset would not change our main re-

is beyond the scope of the present work. Based on the tests
formed, we decide to use SERas a SFR tracer, at the expense@:u ts.
of reducing the SFR dynamical range, in order not to run tle ri
to introduce systematics in the analysis.

We report in TableE“Al1 tb"Al5 the number of sources in eal
Z-Mqia—~SFR bin and the associated average dust mass.

Appendix C: Simulation to test against possible
degeneracies in the SFR— Mgyg; correlation

We run a simulation to verify that the trend observed between
the SFR and the dust mass is real and not a trivial outcome of
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Table A.1. Number of sources (upper number in each cell) and averadendiss (lower number in each cell) in eaetMgi,—SFR
bin.

0.05<2z<0.20
log SFR 10g Mstar
9.75-10.00 10.00-10.25 10.25-10.50 10.50-10.75 10.75001111.00-11.50 11.50 —12.00

~0.75--025
~0.25-025 36 33 16 193
(0,1, 35) (0,0, 33) (1,0, 15) (14, 19, 160)
71155 6.83513 74253 7.315%8
0.25-050 12 10 16
(0,0,12)  (0,0,10)  (0,1,15)
7.06%7; 7.0553 7.55%
0.50-Q75 22 12 10
(1,0,21)  (0,1,11) (0,1,9)
6.95%1 7.4405 7.6475¢
0.75-100 142
(4,13, 125)
7.71“:8:(1’8
1.00-120
1.20 - 140
140 - 160
1.60 -180
1.80 - 200
2.00 -225
2.25-250
2.50 - 300

Notes. Masses are in Mland SFR are in M/yr. The three numbers in parentheses in the middle row of tdia cell show the contribution of
GOODS-S, GOODS-N and COSMOS fields, respectively, to theTdie bin with the lowest SFR is never populated after allt&as applied
(see Secf_315).
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Table A.2. Same as Table/Al1.

0.20<2<0.60
log SFR 10g Mstar
9.75-10.00 10.00-10.25 10.25-10.50 10.50-10.75 10.79001111.00-11.50 11.50-12.00
-0.75--0.25
-0.25-025 70 71
(1,1, 68) (5,4, 62)
7.0603] 7.109%
0.25 -050 38 29 35 58
(0, 3, 35) (1,3, 25) (0, 2, 33) (1,4, 53)
7.0293 7.690 7.81°05 7.360%
0.50-0Q75 159 89 31 16 20 21
(1,5,153) (0, 3, 86) (2,1,28) (0,2,14) (0,0, 20) (1,0, 20)
7.1095% 7.160% 7.320% 7.6190% 7.640% 7.940%
0.75-100 246 179 77 32 44 12
(3,8,235) (5,2, 172) (1,3,73) (0, 3, 29) (1,6,37) (0,1, 11)
743038 7.3203 74905 7.6255 772635 7.84017
1.00 — 120 287 326 248 62 52 10 43
(10, 16,261) (5,18,303)  (1,3,244) (1,1, 60) (2,0, 50) (a,), (0,1,42)
7.970% 7.460% 7.66°0%; 7.8400 7.9401 8.03013 8.29°9%
1.20 - 140 243 307 275 128 85 11
(7,15,221)  (6,13,288) (2,8, 265) (1,3, 124) (0,3,82) (a,D,
7.670% 7.7700% 7.7905 7.94%33 8.08753 8.21707
1.40 - 160 179 206 154 40
(4,11,164)  (1,4,201) (O, 4, 150) (21, 19, 0)
7.82009 8.109% 8.1501 8.320%
1.60 -180 158 108 114
(0, 3, 155) (1,3,104) (17,30, 67)
8.24013 8.30°007 8.43033
1.80 — 200 261
(9,9, 243)
8.49°007
2.00 - 225
2.25_ 250
2,50 — 300
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Table A.3. Same as Table/Al.1.

0.60<z<1.00
log SFR log Mgtar
9.75-10.00 10.00-10.25 10.25-10.50 10.50-10.75 10.75001111.00-11.50 11.50-12.00
-0.75--0.25
-0.25-025
0.25-050
0.50 - Q75
0.75-100
1.00-120 643 39 99
(5,15, 623) (1,6, 32) (1,9, 89)
753075 7.790% 7.3603;
1.20-140 557 894 385 170 34 12
(10,16,531) (9, 27,858) (5,9,371) (2,6, 162) (2,8,24) (@
76403 75003 756015 7.690% 7.830%% 7.930%
140-160 513 626 351 183 30
(7,15, 491) (8,15, 603) (5,2, 344) (2,6, 175) (2,0,28)
7677018 767011 78001 79651 8.03913
1.60-180 146 594 462 271 34 42
(1,4,141) (7,25,562) (6,7,449) (3,5, 263) (0,0, 34) (2,8), 3
79708 80U 8O7I  825%l 8263l 8473%
1.80-200 383 387 328 18 69
(5,10, 368) (4,16, 367) (2,3,323) (0,0,18) (5, 4, 60)
8.2619% 8.26013 8.3203 8.47:003 87403
2.00-225 117 167 310 16 40
(3,7,107) (2,5, 160) (2,4,304) (0,0, 16) (1,0,39)
87283 8133 839%  8STI®  870%%
2.25-250 12
(0,0, 12)
875533
2.50 — 300
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100<z<150
log SFR 10g Mstar
9.75-10.00 10.00-10.25 10.25-10.50 10.50-10.75 10.75001111.00-11.50 11.50-12.00
-0.75--0.25
-0.25-025
0.25-050
0.50-Q75
0.75-100
100-120
1.20-140 637
(9, 26, 602)
7.51°0%%
1.40-160 14 253 772 669 439
(1,0,13) (5,5, 243) (8,22,742) (8, 16, 645) (7,14, 418)
7.8903 7.97:0% 8.01'G5; 8.1603 7.8501;
1.60-180 17 91 497 531 501 16
(6,11,0) (0, 2,89) (5, 8,484) (7,14, 510) (5, 6,490) (0,1,15
Teats  roatm  185%  803%% 8033 sy
1.80-200 196 279 376
(4,1,191) (1,6,272) (6,5, 365)
80332 oordl saelE
2.00-225 12 36 114 17
(5,7,0) (0,0, 36) (1,6,107) (0,1, 16)
ssal  sivi sssly sei
2.25-250 210 105 16 10
(5, 8,197) (3,6,96) (0,0,16) (4,6,0)
8.615% 8.395% 8.767013 8.890%;
2.50-300 19
(0,0,19)
9.11010

=0.17

23



Table A.5. Same as Table/Al.1.
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150<z<250
log SFR log Mgtar
9.75-10.00 10.00-10.25 10.25-10.50 10.50-10.75 10.79001111.00-11.50 11.50-12.00
-0.75--0.25
-0.25-025
0.25-050
0.50 -Q75
0.75-100
1.00-120
1.20-140
140-160
1.60-180
1.80-200 120 59 33
(9,19,92) (1,11, 47) (2,3,28)
7859  7943% 81032
2.00-225 434 615 352 234 20
(13,13,408) (12,23,580) (9,18, 325) (3,10, 221) (0,1,19)
oz sorgl  siedy  saspy  saegy
2.25-250 224 617 708 479 29
(9,7,208) (5, 25, 587) (6,26, 676) (3,12, 464) (1,1,27)
8323 s34bf  sarhi  seofy 878y
2.50 — 300 208 406 544 37
(6,4,198) (6,10, 390) (9,21,514) (0,1, 36)
87593 871%% 8943k olsdi
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Fig.B.1. Left Comparison between the 24n-based SFR used in the analysisakis) and the SFR measured by fitting the average
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as the left panel, but FIR-based SFR are compared to the SEBumeel by means of a “ladder” approach (see text).
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Fig.D.1. Far-IR SED fits of the Herschel stacked flux densities withiig& Li (2007) templates. Each panel refers to a bin of the
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Fig.D.2. Same as Fig. Dl1 (continued).
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Fig.D.3. Same as Fig. Dl1 (continued).
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