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Abstract
We present a multi-wavelength analysis of five submillimeter sources (51.1mm = 0.54—2.02 mJy)
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that were detected during our 1.1-mm-deep continuum survey in the SXDF-UDS-CANDELS
field (2 arcmin?, 1o = 0.055 mJy beam~!) using the Atacama Large Millimeter/submillimeter
Array (ALMA). The two brightest sources correspond to a known single-dish (AzTEC) selected
bright submillimeter galaxy (SMG), whereas the remaining three are faint SMGs newly uncov-
ered by ALMA. If we exclude the two brightest sources, the contribution of the ALMA-detected
faint SMGs to the infrared extragalactic background light is estimated to be ~ 4.1“_“2;3 Jy deg—2,
which corresponds to ~ 16f§§% of the infrared extragalactic background light. This suggests
that their contribution to the infrared extragalactic background light is as large as that of bright
SMGs. We identified multi-wavelength counterparts of the five ALMA sources. One of the
sources (SXDF-ALMA3) is extremely faint in the optical to near-infrared region despite its in-
frared luminosity (Lir ~ 1 x 10'2L, or SFR ~ 100 M, yr—'). By fitting the spectral energy
distributions (SEDs) at the optical-to-near-infrared wavelengths of the remaining four ALMA
sources, we obtained the photometric redshifts (zpnoto) @and stellar masses (M..): zphoto = 1.3—
2.5, M, ~ (3.5-9.5) x 10*° M. We also derived their star formation rates (SFRs) and specific
SFRs (sSFRs) as ~ 30—200M, yr—! and ~ 0.8-2 Gyr~—!, respectively. These values imply that
they are main-sequence star-forming galaxies.

Key words: submillimeter: galaxies — galaxies: star formation — galaxies: high-redshift

1 Introduction Weil? et al. 2009) and 10-20% at 1.1 mm (e.g., Hatsukade et
al. 2011; Scott et al. 2012). Thus, the bulk of infrared extra
rgalactic background light remains unresolved with sirdjid:
telescopes.

Determining the contributors of dust-obscured galaxiethéo
cosmic star-formation rate density (cosmic SFRD) is a majo
goal of deep surveys at far-infrared, millimeter, subnmit
ter, and radio wavelengths. In fact, deep surveys using the
Infrared Space Observatory (10), AKARI, and theHerschel al. (2010) found that these galaxies contribtitd 6.5% to the
Space Observatory (Herschel) have revealed that dusty star- infrared extragalactic background light at 876, although in-
forming galaxies largely dominate the cosmic SFRD up to thedi"idua?I source properties remained unexplored in thiskstg
redshiftz ~ 1-3 (e.g., Takeuchi et al. 2005: Goto et al. 2011; analysis.
Burgarella et al. 2013). The advent of the Atacama Large Millimeter/submillimeter
Over the past decade, a series of wide-area surveys pefray (ALMA), which offers high sensitivity and angular @s
formed at millimeter/submillimeter wavelengths usinggsén lution capabilities, has allowed a fainter population of S#/to
dish telescopes have revealed many bright submillimetexga be unveiled below the confusion limit of single-dish telgzes.
ies (SMGs) (e.g., Smail et al. 1997; Hughes et al. 1998; BargeHere, we refer to the fainter population of SMGs with flux den-
et al. 1998; Blain et al. 2002; Greve et al. 2004; WeiR et al.sities of~ 0.1-1 mJy at 1.1-1.3 mm as “faint SMGs." Their
2009; Scott et al. 2010; Hatsukade et al. 2011; Casey ets; 20 estimated contributions to the infrared extragalactikgeamund
Umehata et al. 2014, and references therein) with observetight are~ 50%-80% (Hatsukade et al. 2013; Ono et al. 2014;
flux densities larger than a few mJy at millimeter/submigier ~ Oteo et al. 2016). Deeper number counts dowr-10.02 mJy
wavelengths. They have large total infrared (IR; rest-feadn have recently obtained by Carniani et al. (2015) and Fujinett
1000 ;im) luminosities €ir ~ 10'2-** L) powered by dust- al. (2016), who claimed that 100% of the infrared extragalac-
obscured star formation (e.g., Alexander et al. 2005; Leiiral. tic background light is resolved at 1.2-1.3 mm. These result
2010), and their redshift distribution peaks areat 2.2-2.5  Suggest that faint SMGs can play an important role in the cos-
(e.g., Chapman et al. 2005; Simpson et al. 2014). Theirmere mic star-formation activities at high redshifts. Howeweir
star formation rates (SFR% a few 100-1000V/yr—1) make contributions to the cosmic SFRD are still unknown becadise o
them non-negligible contributors to cosmic star formagery.,  the lack of redshift information.
Hughes et al. 1998; Casey et al. 2013; Wardlow et al. 2011; Single-dish telescopes have been used in attempts to detect
Swinbank et al. 2014). However, the contribution of SMGs de-faint SMGs with the aid of gravitational magnification by $en
tected by single-dish surveys to the infrared extragaldidck- — ing clusters. For example, Knudsen et al. (2008) constdaine
ground light, which is believed to be the integrated infdare the faint end §s50.m ~ 0.1 mJy) of the 85Q:m number counts
emissions from all extragalactic sources along the linggifts by using cluster magnification. Chen et al. (2014) performed
is 20—40% at 85@m (e.g., Eales et al. 1999; Coppin et al. 2006; follow-up observations of these lensed faint SMGs by using

By using stacking analysis df-selected galaxies, Greve et
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the submillimeter array (SMA; Moran 1998) and implied that ALMA observations and multi-wavelength data used in this
there are many faint SMGs that are faint at optical/neaaneid ~ study. Section 3 presents the results of the multi-wavéeng
wavelengths and have been missed in deep optical/nearédfr counterpart identification of the ALMA sources. Section 4 de
surveys. In lens surveys, however, the effective sensitivi rives the photometric redshift, stellar madg.(), SFRs, and sS-
comes at the cost of a reduced survey volume; the effecFRs and presents the optical-to-radio SEDs. Sections 5 and
tive (source-plane) area within sufficient magnificationféont 6 are devoted to the discussion and summary, respectively.
SMG detection is only~ 0.1 arcmir? for a typical rich cluster ~ Throughout this paper, we assum# aold dark matter cosmol-
(Knudsen et al. 2008). This also increases the cosmic vari- ogy with Q5 = 0.3, Q4 = 0.7, andHy = 70 km s* Mpc™*.
ance uncertainty (e.g., Robertson et al. 2014). Therefoig®, All magnitudes are given according to the AB system.

still necessary to obtain wide>(1 arcmir?) and deep (@ < 0.1

mJy) blank/unlensed field surveys at a higher angular resolu ) ]

tion to gain a better understanding of faint SMGs and theg tr 2 Multi-wavelength images

contributions to the cosmic SFRD. 2.1 ALMA observations and source identifications

Another key issue to understand galaxy evolution is the StaY—|ere we briefly summarize the ALMA data; the details will
formation properties of galaxies. Star-forming galaxiageha be given in a subsequent paper (Kohno et al. in preparation;

correlation between their stellar masses and SFRs, whidé-is see also Tadaki et al. 2015: Kohno et al. 2016: Hatsukade et al

fined as a main sequence (e.g., Daddi et al. 2007; ROdIghIer9016). The ALMA observations were carried out on July 17

et aI._ 2011, 2(?14; Schreiber et al. 2015).. Main sgquence starand 18, 2014 (Cycle 1). The 2 arcriimap of the SXDF-UDS-
forming galaxies are “normal” star-forming galaxies stdelc

: ) ) i CANDELS field was obtained at 274 GHz (or 1.1 mm; Band
by optical/near-infrared colors [e.dBzK galaxies, typical spe-

2 T 6). The region is centered &tv, 6)2000 = (02"17241531,
cific SFRs (sSFRs) 1 Gyr™" atz ~ 1.4-2.5; Rodighiero et al. —05°1328"9) and is covered by 19 pointings of ALMA. For
(2011)]. However, outliers of the correlation exist wittgher the observations, 30-32 antennas were employed, and the arr
SSFRs than those of main sequence star formation galagies (swas close to the C32-4 configuration, which has minimum and
FRs> 10'-10? Gyr—! atz ~ 1.4-2.5; Rodighiero et al. 2011).

) maximum baselines of 20 and 650 m, respectively (the synthe-
These outliers are often referred to as starburst galakesy

sized beam is 0.53 arcsec0.41 arcsec with a position angle

bright SMGs are classified as starburst galaxies or the hlgh(-Jf 64 in the naturally weighted map). We performed our ob-

mass end of main sequence galaxies (e.g., Takagi et al. 200§érvations under good conditions, where the precipitalaliemw

da Cunha et al. 2015). However, it is not understood Whethe(/apor was in the range of 0.42-0.55 mm. The phase and band-

faint SMGs are on or abpve the main sequence because the Stpléss were calibrated with J0215-0222 and J0241-0815,aespe
lar masses of these faint SMGs have not yet been measure:

q ding th formi ) tai Gl ﬁi\'/ely. The flux was calibrated with J2258-279 and J0238+166
Understan |ngt e star- o_rm|ng properue_s offaint SMGals® The absolute calibration accuracy for Cycle 1 is 10% for Band
helpful to unveil the evolution of the cosmic SFRD becausg th

] . ) 6 (ALMA Cycle 1 Technical Handbook). The data were pro-
are thought to be the main contributor to the infrared extiac

i - o - cessed with the Common Astronomy Software Application
tic background light (e.g., Carniani et al. 2015; Fujimotak (CASA: McMullin et al. 2007). The map was processed with
2016). ) ~ theCLEAN algorithm (Hogbom 1974) using natural weighting.
In this papgr, we pr_esent spectral energy dlstrll?gtlons The resulting image hadlar sensitivity of 0.048-0.061 mJy
(SEDs) for optical-to-radio counterparts to five submilim bean!, and the typical noise level was 0.055 mJy beam

;er sources th?thwesrebd(:(t;c,:\;eﬂ n ou[r) 2 arS(?minl-nll.ml-d (Hatsukade et al. 2016, Kohno et al. in preparation). From
eep survey of the Suba “Newton Deep Survey Fie the ALMA map, we extracted five significant sources with

(Zf)ﬁgi;og;;:}s;wil'etl(al}.( iOOS) usmg ALM;“ (hPr,OJECt ”_?): a signal-to-noise ratio of S/N- 5 (hereafter SXDF-ALMAL,
o S, PI- K. Kohno) to understand their coniribu 2, 3, 4, and 5; table 1, see also Kohno et al. 2016Jwo

thn tSOFg]; |3\flrare|d e>(<jt_ragalact;]c _backgljround lhght hand-cos of the five sources (SXDF-ALMALl and 2) were detected
mic o - e ?Slg |scu|ss their mdutt)l-wsveue}:lgl;?t_r Ip;ope;as a single bright SMG.1 mm = 3.575¢ mJy) with the
tles. Our survey field was also covered by the NITared stronomical Thermal Emission Camera (AZTEC; Wilson et al.

sggp Skz iurvey UItra—Dslep Surv_e:c/ (UIZS; Lawrence ?t al_'2008)/Atacama Submillimeter Telescope Experiment (ASTE;
7) and Cosmic Assembly Near-infrared Deep Extragalacti Ezawa et al. 2004) 1.1 mm survey in SXDF (lkarashi et al. in

Legacy Survey (CANDELS; Grogin et al. 2011; Koekemoer et .
preparation).
al. 2011).
This paper is structured as follows. Section 2 presents the Hatsukade et al. (2016) report an additional source with S/N = 5, which is

detected as SXDF-ALMAG with S/N = 4.7 in Kohno et al. (2016). We do
! Fujimoto et al. (2016) also used gravitational magnification from lensing not discuss this source in multi-wavelength context here, because it has no
clusters, and their survey area was ~ 0.5 arcmin? (source-plane). counterpart at multi-wavelength images.
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Fig. 1. Optical-to-near-infrared images of our ALMA sources. From left to right: HST 3 color (R: WFC3/F160W, G: WFC3/F125W, B: ACS/F814W), HST
WFC3/F125W, HST WFC3/F160W, VLT HAWK-I/Ks, Spitzer IRAC/3.6 pm, Spitzer IRAC/4.5 pm, and ALMA 1.1 mm images (5 arcsec x 5 arcsec). The solid
red contours indicate the ALMA 1.1 mm detection at the 5o level. The synthesized beams are presented in the bottom left of the ALMA images (cyan).

2.2 Optical-to-near-infrared images limiting magnitudes ofy” = 27.05 and K's = 26.16 with 0.42

In order to characterize the stellar properties of the ALMA and 0.36 arcsec radius apertures (Galametz et al. 2013).

sources, we used archival optical-to-near-infrared irnagg-
lected by ground-based and space-borne facilities such
Subaru, the Very Large Telescope (VLT), thiibble Space
Telescope (HST), and theSpitzer Space Telescop&fitzer). We
describe the details of the optical/near-infrared dataviel

£&2.2 HST

The HST data were taken with the Advanced Camera for
Surveys (ACS; Ford et al. 1998806W and ACSF814W to-
gether with the Wide Field Camera 3 (WFC3; Kimble et al.
2008)F125W and WFC3F160W. The final UDSHST im-
2.2.1 Ground-based telescopes ages are publicly available via the STScl archiveThese

Optical ground-based imaging observations of the UDS ﬁeldimages reached o5 limiting magnitudes of ACS606W =
were made with Subaru/Suprime-Cam (Miyazaki et al. 2002)26'74’ ACSFBIAW = 2§'67’ WFCHF125W : 26.80, and
using five wideband filters (BVRci'z’) as part of SubaXMM- WFC_3F16OW = 26.91 with a 0.7 arcsec radius aperture, re-
Newton Deep Survey (Furusawa et al. 2008). These dataSI‘ﬁ’eCt'\'e'y (Koekemoer et al. 2011).

reached 3 limiting magnitudes ofB = 28.4, V = 27.8, Rc =
27.7, 1 = 27.7, andz’ = 26.6 with a 1 arcsec radius aperture
(Furusawa et al. 2008).

The CANDELS UDS field was also observed as part of
the HAWK-I UDS and GOODS-S survey (HUGS; VLT large
program ID: 186.A-0898, Fontana et al. 2014) with two near-
infrared broadband filtersi{ and K's). The data reacheds5 2 https:/archive.stsci.edu/prepds/candels/

2.2.3 Spitzer/IRAC

We use Spitzer/InfraRed Array Camera (IRAC; Fazio et al.
2004) data. Channel 1 (3/an) and Channel 2 (4.pm) data
were from theSpitzer Extended Deep Survey (SEDS; PI: G.
Fazio; Ashby et al. 2013), and Channel 3 (b16) and Channel
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4 (8.0 um) data were from theitzer UKIDSS Ultra Deep  synthesized beam size was 0.5 arcge@.4 arcsec with a posi-
Survey (SpUDS; PI: J. Dunlop; Caputi et al. 2011). These im-tion angle of—3°. The 6 GHz image reached & Lincertainty
ages reachedds5limiting magnitudes of 24.72, 24.61, 22.30, of 0.72uJy.

and 22.26 with 1.9, 1.9, 2.08, and 2.20 arcsec radius apsrtur

at 3.6, 4.5, 5.8, and 8,0m, respectively (Galametz et al. 2013). .

2.4 X-ray images

Ueda et al. (2008) presented an X-ray source catalog for the
SXDF-UDS-CANDELS field using th&MM-Newton satellite.
Here, we summarize mid-infrared to radio images, which weThe sensitivity limit of the catalog reached>6 1076, 8 x

2.3 mid-infrared-to-radio images

retrieved from public archives. 107%%, 3 x 107*%, and 5x 107 '% erg cnmm 2 s~ ! in the 0.5-2,
0.5-4.5, 2-10, and 4.5-10 keV bands, respectively. The five
2.3.1 Spitzer/MIPS ALMA sources are not listed in the catalog.

We also used the Multiband Imaging Photometer forSbiezer

(MIPS; Rieke et al. 2004) 24m image from SpUDS. The final

Spitzer/MIPS image is publicly available via the NASA/IPAC 3 Counterpart identification and photometry
Infrared Science Archivé. The image reached as3imiting 3.1 Optical-to-near-infrared counterparts and
magnitude of 19.9 (details of our photometry are explaimed i photometry

section 3.2). i i
Figure 1 shows thelST 3 color image (for red: WFCB/A60W,

for green: WFC3125W, for blue: ACSF814W),

2.3.2 Herschel/PACS and SPIRE
gy e_rsfc o a:; T erehel ey WFC3F125W, WFCBFI60W, HAWK-I/Ks, Spitzer/IRAC
© far-infrared fo submuIimetemnersche iImages were taken 3.6 um, 4.5 um, and ALMA Band 6 images overlaid with the

with the Photodetector Array Camera and Spectrometer (PACS

£100 and 16 Poglitsch et al. 2010) and with the Spect IALMAcontours. All five ALMA sources had counterparts in at
a an @_m( 09_' seh e a_. ) and wi © SPECHAl | ast four independent bands. The WHEIBOW counterparts
and Photometric Imaging Receiver (SPIRE) at 250, 350,

500 Griffin et al. 2010 ¢ of thel hel Mulii an?o four of the five ALMA sources (SXDF-ALMAL, 2, 4, and 5)
i ZHI; (t " ||n ef as. ):S I\F/)laEr&O Ol_ersc  al ;()Ilz were already identified in the catalog presented by Galastetz
lered Extragalactic Survey (HerMESsee Oliver et al. 2012, * 4150 7 25 4 24.5). Although SXDF-ALMAS is not
for details). These images were retrieved from Herschel

. . ) L . cataloged in Galametz et al. (2013), it was marginally detec
Science Archive. Theddinstrument sensitivity (ignoring con-

. . (4.20, H = 25.30 £ 0.25) with WFC3F160W (details of our
fusion noise) was 6.8, 12.9, 11.2, 9.3, and 13.4 mJy at 100

160. 250 350. and 50 respectively (Oliver et al. 2012 photometry are explained later in this section). We found

' i ' P, pectiv y(. ver et a. ) that SXDF-ALMAL and SXDF-ALMAZ2 coincide with the

Note thatHerschel/SPIRE on sky images is dominated by con- . . .

. . . cataloged K. emitters (HAEs) having narrowband redshifts of

fusion noise because of the large beam size (18.1 arcsex, 25. .
- 2z =2.53+0.02 (Tadaki et al. 2013).

arcsec, and 36.6 arcsec for 250, 350, and p00 Griffin et W dthe | Reducti d Analvsis Faciliia

al. 2010). In HerMES, the confusion noiseléérschel/SPIRE Tod elgzz ‘ € Image fh uillonjn _t_nayilsth acﬂ[ltyf, "

is calculated from images of the GOODS-N, Lockman-North, . ody ) to measure the flux densities of the counterparts

and Lockman-SWIRE fields (Nguyen et al. 2010). Here, we

in the optical-to-near-infrared images. First, to accdonthe
adopted their confusion noise & = 24.0, 27.5, and 30.5 mJy point spread function (PSF) difference between imagegyésia
at 250, 350, and 500m, respectively.

were PSF-matched using theAF task GAUSS. Except for the
Soitzer/IRAC images, we adopted the Gaussian PSF with a full
width at half maximum of 1 arcse&pitzer/IRAC images were
PSF-matched to the 8/4n band image, which had the poorest
ngular resolution among the IRAC bands at 2.2 arcsec.

2.3.3 Radio images
Radio images at 1.4 GHz and 6 GHz were obtained by usin

the Very Large Array (VLA) and the Karl G. Jansky Very Large . )
Next, we performed optical-to-near-infrared photometry

Array (JVLA), respectively. ) . .
y( ) P y with a 2 arcsec diameter aperture at the position of the ALMA

The details on the VLA 1.4 GHz observations are given by .
. . . . sources using therRAF taskAPPHOT. We corrected the aperture
Arumugam et al. (in preparation). The synthesized beam size . . .
. . ) correction using the same procedure described by Ono et al.
for this 1.4 GHz image was 1.8 arcsecl.6 arcsec with a po-

2010). We measured fluxes for 20 bright point sources in a se-
sition angle of the-3°. The 1.4 GHz image reached a lin- ( ) gntp

. ries of diameter apertures from 2 arcsec up to 6 arcsec with an
certainty of 8uJy. On the other hand, the JVLA 6 GHz obser- P b

. . . . interval of 0.1 arcsec. Since we found that the fluxes leviel of
vations can be presented by Tadaki et al. (in preparationg T . . .
for > 5 arcsec diameter apertures, we defined 5 arcsec diame-

4 http:/firsa.ipac.caltech.edu/data/SPITZER/SpUDS/ ter aperture magnitudes as total magnitudes. Then, wetsélec
% http://hermes.sussex.ac.uk/ 100 point sources, measured fluxes over 2 and 5 arcsec diam-
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eter apertures, and calculated an accurate offset betwesa t SXDF-ALMA3: SXDF-ALMA3 was only detected at 6 GHz
two aperture magnitudes as the aperture correction term. WgSscu, = 10.0 £ 2.8 pJy). The interpretation is given in the
estimated the flux uncertainties by using 8B*RED (Yagi et  following sections.
al. 2002; Ouchi et al. 2004) tagkiMITMAG. Table 1 lists the SXDF-ALMA4: This object was detected not at 2¢ but at
photometry results. 6 GHz and 1.4 GHz witl23.0 + 2.5 pJy and50.09 + 7.45 uJy,
Note that Tadaki et al. (2015) used the optical-to-near-respectively. In SPIRE bands, this source was heavily lglénd
infrared photometry of SXDF-ALMAL and 2 from the photom- with a nearby 24um source (with a separation ef 8 arcsec),
etry catalog presented by Skelton et al. (2014), which¥ala  and the blended source was identified as J02174253406
different photometric procedure from ours. We did not usgrth  (Oliver et al. 2012).
photometry because we preferred comparing all of the ALMA  SXDF-ALMAS: SXDF-ALMAS was detected in the MIPS
sources in the same manner. 24 pm band (9.53 +0.26 mag), although it was not detected
in the Herschel and radio images.

3.2 mid-infrared-to-radio counterparts and

photometry 4 Multi-wavelength SED
500 yim, AZTEC/ASTE 1.1 mm, JVLA 6 GHz, and VLA 1.4 wavelengths

GHz images of the ALMA sources. For the MIPS 24 im- ] ) )
4.1.1 Photometric redshift calculation

age, we performed aperture photometry with a 3 arcsec aper-
ture radius. The MIPS instrument handbbotas used to cal- Ve estimated the photometric redshifts of the ALMA sources.

culate the aperture correction for the missing flux outshde t To derive the photometric redshifts and check their reliigpi
aperture. For thélerschel/SPIRE bands, we used thierschel we used two different SED fitting code$YPERZ (Bolzonella et
Interactive Processing Environment (HIPE; Ott 2010) to per al. 20200) a_nquZY (Brammer et al. 2008). They both compute
form thesourceExtractorSussextractor task at the ALMA the x” statistic for a set of SED models to the observed pho-

source positions. Note that, because the SPIRE photometr&?metry’ butEAZY includes the optional flux- and redshift-based

listed in table 1 is highly likely to be affected by blendingthy ~ Priors (see Brammer et al. 2008, for details). Confidenaarint
nearby infrared sources, the nominal values should be @onsi vals were obtained by integrating the posterior redshisbpr

ered as upper limits. In the VLA 1.4 GHz and JVLA 6 GHz bility Qistributions (see Bramme_r et al. 2008, for Qetail'sfhe
images we measured the flux densities with two-dimensional‘ouow'ng parameters were considered for SED fitting. Th re

Gaussian fitting by using the Astronomical Image ProcessingShlft range was set to = 0—7. Extinction is considered with

System 41PS; van Moorsel et al. 1996) to perform theFrr (€ range oty = 0-5 mag in increments of 0.5 mag, and we
task. For non-detection, we set a @pper limits. Table 1 sum- adopted the Calzetti extinction law (Calzetti et al. 200Bjpr

marizes the results. We present the mid-infrared-to-rpcip- HYPERZ, we ut_iliz_ed the SED templates of Bruzual & Qharlot
erties of individual ALMA sources below. (1993) for elliptical, Sb, burst, constant, and star foiorat

(Im). ForEAZY, SED templates of Bruzual & Charlot (2003,
hereafter BCO3) were used. In the case of non-detection, we
adopted the nominal photometric value with dncertainty dur-

ing the SED fitting.

SXDF-ALMA1 and 2: SXDF-ALMAL and 2 are close to
each other; the separation 4s 10 arcsec, which may cause
significant blending with each other in the mid-infrareefao-
infrared bands. They were both detected at24(18.66+0.12 Table 2 summarizes the derived photometric redshifts.
mag andi8.82+0.13 mag, respectively). In the SPIRE images, Figure 3 shows the best-fit SEDs of the ALMA sources.
itis likely that SXDF-ALMAL, 2, and a nearby MIPS source are Throughout this paper, we use the 99% confidence intervals to
blended, which resulted in a single cataloged SPIRE source Jepresent the uncertainty of the photometric redshiftrestes,
J021740.9-051309 (Oliver et al. 2012). Therefore, we simply as done in previous works (e.g., Wardlow et al. 2011; Simpson
placedso upper limits on the SPIRE photometry at the positions et al. 2014). The photometric redshifts estimatecHbyERZ
of SXDF-ALMAL and 2. The sum of the 1.1 mm flux density of andEAZY agreed within the errors, and no systematic offsets
the two SOUrcesK. 1mm = 3.4 + 0.2 mJy) showed good agree- between the two were found. Note that the photometric rédshi

ment with the flux density of the blended AzZTEC/ASTE source &rrors derived b¥YPERZ tend to be underestimated because the
(S1.1mm = 3.579°6 mJy: Ikarashi et al. in preparation). SXDF- x? distribution is not a realistic description of the true pimoet-
ALMAl Was dieot‘ed:cted at 6 GHZSc, = 12.0 + 2.9 ), but ric redshift error distribution (Oyaizu et al. 2008). Thiere,

SXDF-ALMA2 had no counterpart in the radio images we discuss the results frorAZY in the following sections.
Consequently, we obtained the photometric redshifts of

® http:/irsa.ipac.caltech.edu/data/SPITZER/docs/mips/mipsinstrumenthandbook/ SXDF-ALMAL, 2, 4, and 5 £photo = 2.27f8‘_g§, 2.547:8:??,
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Fig. 2. mid-infrared-to-radio images of SXDF-ALMAL, 2, 3, 4, and 5 (from top to bottom). From left to right: 15 arcsec x 15 arcsec image of Spitzer/MIPS
24 pm, 50 arcsec x 50 arcsec image of Spitzer/MIPS 24 pm, Herschel/SPIRE 250 pm, 150 arcsec x 150 arcsec image of Herschel/SPIRE 350, 500 pm,
AZTEC/ASTE 1.1 mm, 5 arcsec x 5 arcsec image of JVLA 6 GHz, and 10 arcsec x 10 arcsec image of VLA 1.4 GHz, respectively. The magenta crosses
mark the ALMA positions. The beam sizes of MIPS 24 pym, AZTEC/ASTE, JVLA, and VLA are shown by cyan symbols. Red solid lines indicate the contours
(30 and 5 o) of images.

1.3375-1% and 1.527 13, respectively), while that of SXDF- Myr yields the most reasonable SED fits for star-forming gala
ALMA3 was poorly constrained #noto = 2.4755) because ies. For SXDF-ALMAL and 2, we fixed the redshifts to the
of the limited number of detections lacking significant llrea narrowband redshifts, while we used the photometric rédshi
features. The photometric redshifts of SXDF-ALMA1 and 2 estimated byEAZY for SXDF-ALMA4 and 5. Table 2 summa-

were consistent with their narrowbandxHedshifts éxg = rizes the results from the SED fitting usiAgST.

2.53 +0.02, see table 2) for theAZY solutions.
To constrain the stellar mass of SXDF-ALMA3, we derived

it by using a mass-to-light ratio obtained in the rest-frafhe
band, as done in previous works (e.g., Hainline et al. 2011;
We estimated the stellar masses of SXDF-ALMAL, 2, 4, andWardlow et al. 2011; Simpson et al. 2014). There are several
5, for which reliable SED fits were obtained. The SED fitting benefits to using a rest-franfé-band magnitude. The cooler
at optical-to-near-infrared wavelengths was done by ufieg low-mass stars that dominate the stellar mass of a galaxty emi
FAST code (Kriek et al. 2009), which is compatible withZy, most of their light at red optical and near-infrared wavgtés.

to derive the stellar masses. In the SED fitting, the temglate In addition, the rest-framé/-band is less sensitive to dust ex-
were taken from the population synthesis model of BCO3 withtinction than rest-frame optical bands and is less affebied

a solar metallicity in accordance with previous researcfaor thermally pulsating asymptotic giant branch stars thamese
SMGs (e.g., Tadaki et al. 2015). Here, we assumed the Chabridrame K-band according to Hainline et al. (2011), who utilized
initial mass function (IMF; Chabrier 2003), the Calzetttiag- BCO03 SED templates with Chabrier IMF and obtaindd /L g

tion law, and exponentially declining star formation higts. =0.17 and 0.13V/, L * for constant and single-burst star
Following the recipe presented by Wuyts et al. (2011), weluse formation histories, respectively.¢; is the rest-frame&7-band

the e-folding timescale of SFRs > 300 Myr for fitting. This luminosity without extinction correction). Here, we adegpthe

is because Wuyts et al. (2011) suggested that settirg300 average valu@/, /Ly = 0.15 Mg Lo~ ! of these two extreme

4.1.2 Estimation of stellar masses
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Fig. 3. Photometry and best-fit SEDs for SXDF-ALMAL, 2, 3, 4, and 5. The dots with error bars are photometric data points, whereas the arrows indicate 3o
upper limits. The blue and red lines indicate the results calculated with EAZY and HYPERZ, respectively. The inset panels in each plot show the x? distribution as
a function of the redshift and indicate the best-fit photometric redshift as estimated by EAZY with a black solid line. The hatched region shows 99% confidence
intervals estimated with EAZY.

cases. If we assumed that SXDF-ALMAS lieszat 2, 3, 0or 4  value forz ~ 1-2 star-forming galaxies (e.g., Elbaz et al. 2011,
and used.y obtained from the rest-fram@-band magnitudes Symeonidis et al. 2013).

in table 2, the stellar masses were estimated te-fiex 10°, To consider a variety of SEDs, we also estimated by as-
<2x10', and< 6 x 10" Mo, respectively (the inequality sign  suming the template SED of the well-studied starburst galax
represents thedupper limit). Despite the redshift uncertainty, Arp220 (Silva et al. 1998) and a typical SED of SMGs from
the constraints favored a lower stellar mass for SXDF-ALMA3 pope et al. (2008). We found that the obtained values were
than for the other ALMA sources. This can be one of the rea-yithin the uncertainties presented in table 2. Note that mhg o
sons why it is faint at optical-to-near-infrared waveldrgt used the observed flux densities at 1.1 mm. Therefore, the de-
rived values should have large systematic uncertaintiesalgo
obtained sSFR by using their ultraviolet + infrared SFRs and
stellar masses. Table 2 summarizes the derived values.

We computed their SFRs by summing the ultraviolet SFRs

(SFRyv) and infrared SFRs (SKR) based on the work of
Kennicutt (1998): 4.3 Optical-to-radio SED

4.2 Estimation of SFRs

Figure 4 plots the optical-to-radio SEDs of the ALMA sources
Because SXDF-ALMAL, 2, and 4 suffered from heavy con-
where Lagoo is the rest-frame 280G luminosity. To derive  tamination in the Herschel SPIRE photometry (see sectidn 3.
their total infrared luminosities, we used the mid-infigite- and figure 2), we plotted nominal values of SPIRE photome-
far-infrared SED templates from Dale & Helou (2002), which try with the blue dots with arrows, which should be regarded
are often applied to dusty star-forming galaxies obserwed b as upper limits. For comparison, we also plotted two diffiere
Herschel (e.g., Chapman et al. 2010; Magnelli et al. 2014; Ilbert template SEDs modeled by Silva et al. (1998): a dusty starbur
et al. 2015), scaled to the observed flux densities at 1.1 mngalaxy (Arp220) and spiral galaxy (M51). They also differ in
(S1.1mm; tota1). We assumed the dust temperatufgs: = 20—  dust temperaturelq.s: = 47 K for Arp220 (Klaas et al. 1997)
35 K (for SXDF-ALMA4, Tyus = 20-30 K; see Appendix for andTq.s = 24.9 K for M51 (Mentuch Cooper et al. 2012). For
details) and an emissivity index = 1.5, which is a typical the solid lines, the redshifts were fixed to the best-fit photo

SFRuv+ir(Mo yril) =(3.3L2s00 + Lir)/Lo % 107107 (8}
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Table 1. Multi-wavelength photometry of our ALMA sources and their derived properties.
SXDF-ALMA1 SXDF-ALMA2 SXDF-ALMA3 SXDF-ALMA4  SXDF-ALMAS

RA11mm” (J2000) 0217740552  02'17m41512  02'17m4364 021742533 0217741523
DeCi.imm”*  (J2000) -05°1310'64 —05°1315/19 —-05°14'23'81 —-05°1405'09 —05°1402'73
S1 1mm: peae!  [MJy/beam] 1.69-0.06 0.92:0.07 0.84£0.09 0.36:0.05 0.28-0.05
S11mm: totalt  [MJIY] 2.02:0.12 1.38:0.14 1.16:0.19 0.54:0.12 0.56:0.14
R.Aricow® (J2000) 021740855  02'17™41%12 — 021742534 0217041522
Decrisow®  (J2000) -05°1310'67 —05°1314/98 - —05°1405'16 —05°1402'77
Subaru/Suprime-Caf [mag] > 27.90 26.16 +0.07 — 27.07+0.16 26.84+0.13
Subaru/Suprime-CaM  [mag] > 27.42 25.83+0.08 — 26.98 +0.24 26.92+0.22
Subaru/Suprime-CaRc  [mag] > 27.24 25.65 +0.08 — 25.96 +0.11 26.02+0.11
Subaru/Suprime-Caim  [mag] >27.11 25.62 +0.09 — 25.32+0.07 25.45+0.08
Subaru/Suprime-Cammi  [mag] > 26.04 25.27+0.18 — 24.24 +0.07 24.71+£0.11
HST/ACS F606W  [mag] > 25.93 25.2540.19 > 25.93 25.63 £ 0.27 26.83 4+ 0.84
HST/ACS F814W [mag] > 25.84 25.38 +0.24 > 25.84 24.65+0.12 25.134+0.19
HST/WFC3F125W [mag] 25.48 +0.30 24.28 +0.10 > 25.66 22.98 +0.03 23.23 4+ 0.04
HST/WFC3F160W [mag] 24.50 £0.12 23.58 £0.05 25.30 £0.25 22.40 £ 0.02 22.63 £ 0.02
VLT/HAWK-I Y [mag] > 25.97 24.7440.12 > 25.97 23.57 4 0.04 23.82 4 0.05
VLT/HAWK-I Ks [mag] 23.42 4+ 0.09 22.7540.05 24.69 4+ 0.29 21.7240.02 21.9240.02
Spitzer/IRAC 3.6 yum  [mag] 22.08 +0.02 21.65 4 0.02 24.08 4+ 0.14 21.06 +0.01 21.0440.01
Spitzer/IRAC 4.5um  [mag] 21.5740.02 21.1740.02 23.594+0.11 20.96 +0.01 20.7440.01
Spitzer/IRAC 5.8 um  [mag] 21.514£0.17 20.78 £ 0.24 >22.17 21.49£0.10 20.93 £0.12
Spitzer/IRAC 8.0um  [mag] 21.1240.16 20.78 £0.12 >21.71 21.54 4 0.24 21.03£0.17
Sitzer/MIPS 24m  [mag] 18.66 £0.12 18.82+£0.13 >19.9 >19.9 19.53 £0.26
Herschel/PACS 100um  [mJy] <6.72 <6.72 <6.72 <6.72 <6.72
Herschel/PACS 160um  [mJy] <12.8 < 12.8 < 12.8 < 12.8 < 12.8
Herschel/SPIRE 250um  [mJy] (17.9+5.0)1  (18.5+5.0)! <14.4 (21.145.0)! <14.4
Herschel/SPIRE 35Qum  [mJy] (19.9+ 5.1 (21.4+5.7) <16.5 (19.345.7)! <16.5
Herschel/SPIRE 500um  [mJy] (15.34+6.3)  (15.3+6.3) <18.3 (13.046.3)! <18.3
JVLA6 GHz  [udy] 12.04+2.9 <2.16 10.94+2.8 23.04+2.5 <2.16
VLA 1.4 GHz [udy] <24 <24 <24 50.9 + 7.45 <24

Notes.

footnotesize Inequality signs represent tlaelignits of photometry. We did not use Subaru data in SXDF-AL®IBecause of the contamination from a nearby
source.

* The sky positions of our ALMA sources adopted from Kohno efialpreparation).

T The 1.1 mm observed peak flux densities (primary beam cetidgiresented in Kohno et al. (in preparation).

¥ The 1.1 mm observed spatially integrated flux densitiesri@ry beam collected) presented in Kohno et al. (in preparpti

§ The sky positions oF160W counterparts derived frofil60W-selected catalog (Galametz et al. 2013).

I SPIRE photometry using the HIPE taskurceExtractorSussextractor at the ALMA position. The errors were estimated by addingtheconfusion
errors and instrumental errors in the quadrature.

metric redshifts estimated IBAZY. To account for the redshift Arp220, especially optical to near-infrared wavelengti$ie
uncertainties, we also plotted the template SEDs for whieh t SEDs of these ALMA sources are more like the local ultra-
redshift was fixed to the lower and upper boundaries of the 99%uminous infrared galaxies than ALESS SMGs.
confidence intervals. These SEDs were scaled to the flux-densi  As shown in figure 2, SXDF-ALMAL, 2, and 4 were heav-
ties at 1.1 mm. ily blended with nearby MIPS sources in thierschel/SPIRE

As shown in figure 4, the photometric redshifts from optical- bands, which suggests that their flux densities were overest
to-near-infrared photometry and resulting SEDs extenaded t mated. Atz ~ 1.3, a silicate absorption feature at rest frame
far-infrared produced a reasonable model for the dust emis9.7 um shifted into the MIPS 24:m band. This may be why
sion. The optical-to-radio SEDs of the ALMA sources seems toSXDF-ALMA4 was not detected at MIPS 24m. The local
match Arp220 better than M51. In particular, the rest-fradhe  (ultra-)luminous infrared galaxies exhibited a broacsile ab-
traviolet+optical SEDs show evidence for more obscuredigou sorption feature at rest frame 9un (e.g., Armus et al. 2007;
stellar population than the local disk galaxies like M51gas  Pereira-Santaella et al. 2010). The silicate absorptiatufe
pected. Previously, da Cunha et al. (2015) have suggestd this known to merely require a mass of warm dust obscured by
the average SED of SMGs identified in the ALMA follow-up a significant column of cooler dust (e.g., Magdis et al. 2011)
observation of the LABOCA Extended Chandra Deep FieldSXDF-ALMA4 was detected at 1.4 GHz, and the photometry is
South surveys (ALESS; Hodge et al. 2013) is inconsisterit wit consistent with the SED template of Arp220. This suggests th
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Table 2. Results of the multi-wavelength analysis

SXDF-ALMA1 SXDF-ALMA2 SXDF-ALMA3 SXDF-ALMA4 SXDF-ALMAS
Zphoto”  (EAZY) 2271091 2541023 24123 1.3375-19 1.527518
Zphoto!  (HYPERZ) 2947535 2.0675:24 31739 1.397052 1.63705%
vt 2.53 +0.02 2.53+0.02 - - -
M. [x 10" Me)] 95728 93711 - 35756 41752
Av® [mag] 26415 L6755 - L.9%9 23407
Lir! [x 10" Lo] 213 140 1557 0.3%573 0.5%573
SFRyv?  [Mg yr ] <2 6+2 — 0.6+0.2 1404
SFRr*™  [Mg yr '] 2001390 1001 50° 100+10° 30720 50730
SFRyvim!T [Me yr'] 2001390 100+ 35° - 30720 50730
SSFRY  [Gyr 1] 212 1+ - 0.879:¢ 143
Notes.

* Photometric redshifts with 99% confidence intervals cali@d by usingAZY with flux- and redshift-based priors.

f Photometric redshifts with 99% confidence intervals caltmd by usingiYPERZ.

 Narrowband redshifts derived froma-bbservations (Tadaki et al. 2013).

§ Stellar masses and visual extinction estimated from the By codeFAST with 99% confidence intervals.

I'infrared luminosities based on the mid-infrared-to-fafrared SED templates by Dale & Helou (2002). See the Appeiudidetails.

# SFRs obtained from their infrared luminosities.

** SFRs obtained from their infrared luminosities.

' SFRyv + SFRr

# sSFRs obtained from their SER1r and stellar masses.

the dust temperature is higher than the assuiigd = 20-30
K (see the Appendix for details).

The far-infrared-to-radio SED of SXDF-ALMAS3 may place
a more stringent constraint on the redshift than the optieat-
infrared photometric one. As shown in figure 4, the uppernt8mi
and 6 GHz photometry suggest that this object is locatedat
2-3 if the SED is similar to M51 and Arp220.

5 Discussion

5.1 Contribution to the infrared extragalactic
background light

Owing to the high sensitivity and high angular resolutiosei
vations with ALMA, 50%—-100% of the infrared extragalactic

background light has been claimed to be resolved if we go downvere estimated to be 4.175

COBE measurements. Because of the numbers of our sources,
we used the Poisson uncertainty values presented by Gehrels
(1986). The completeness in the flux range of ALMA sources
was~ 100% (Hatsukade et al. 2016).

Note that this value can be overestimated because our ob-
servation field was selected to include a single bright SMG
(Ikarashi et al. in preparation) and a chain of HAEg at 2.5
(Tadaki et al. 2013; Tadaki et al. 2015). Given that SXDF-
ALMA1 and 2 were identified as an AzTEC/ASTE source
(Ikarashi et al. in preparation) and HAEs (Tadaki et al. 2013
it is better to exclude SXDF-ALMA1 and 2 when discussing
the real contribution of the ALMA sources to the infrared
extragalactic background light. The contributions of SXDF
ALMAS, 4, and 5 to the infrared extragalactic backgroundhtig

5.4 Jy deg 2, which corresponds

to ~ 0.1-0.02 mJy (e.g., Hatsukade et al. 2013; Ono et al. 2014t0 ~ 16122% of the infrared extragalactic background light ob-

Carniani et al. 2015; Fujimoto et al. 2016). From the sumomati

tained by the COBE satellite. This suggests that their ¢ontr

of the 1.1 mm flux densities of all of our ALMA sources and the bution to the infrared extragalactic background light ideaige

survey area (2 arcmi), the contribution of the ALMA sources
to the infrared extragalactic background light was estidao
be~ 10*5 Jy deg 2, which corresponds te 40"2¢% of the in-
frared extragalactic background light obtained by Fixseale
(1998) using the COsmic Background Explore (COBE) satellit

(25722 Jy deg ?; Carniani et al. 2015) or 54752 % if we adopt

as that of bright SMGSYi 1mm > 1.0 mJy,~ 2.9 Jy deg?;
Hatsukade et al. 2011). Although our survey area was small
and may have been affected by cosmic variance, these results
suggest that brightS;.1mm > 1 mJy) sources and faint SMGs
with 0.5 MIy< Si.1mm < 1.0 mJy, which is the flux range of
the ALMA source, seem to contribute2822% to the infrared

the the COBE measurement made by Puget et al. (1996, 18.5 &ktragalactic background light. These results suggesfaira
deg ?). In the subsequent discussion, we adopt the Fixsen eBMGs WithS1.1mm < 0.5 mJy are major contributors to the in-

al. value for the infrared extragalactic background lidpt, we
caution that there exist uncertainties (likely systemadticthe

frared extragalactic background light. The results of lgtar
analysis of near-infrared selected galaxies Wi mm < 0.5
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Fig. 4. Optical-to-radio SED of SXDF-ALMAL, 2, 3, 4, and 5. The red squares show 1.1-mm flux densities. The black dots indicate photometric data points at
the optical-to-radio wavelengths. The black arrows represent 3o upper limits. When SPIRE photometry suffered from heavy contamination of nearby sources
(SXDF-ALMAL, 2, and 4), we plotted nominal values of SPIRE photometry as upper limits (see §3.2). For comparison, we plotted SED templates of Arp220

and M51 (Silva et al. 1998). The SED templates were scaled to the flux densities
(solid lines) and the lower and upper limits of the 99% confidence intervals.

at 1.1 mm. The redshifts were fixed to the best-fit values estimated by EAZY

mJy will be discussed in our upcoming paper (Wang et al. inassume that the ALMA sources lie in the redshift interval of

preparation).

5.2 Contribution to the cosmic SFRD

Substantial attempts have been made witnschel to resolve
the redshift evolution of the contribution of infrared sz
galaxies up to the = 3 (Burgarella et al. 2013). Burgarella et
al. (2013) estimated the cosmic infrared SFRD from the iefita
luminosity functions inferred froniHerschel observations and
found that the contribution peaks at= 1.35, which accounts
for 89% of the total cosmic SFRD df.1 x 10~ My yr*
Mpc—2 (using Chabrier IMF). However, they used the extrap-
olate infrared luminosity functions below the confusianiti of
Herschel (e.g.,Lir < 10*2 L atz ~ 2) to estimate the cosmic
infrared SFRD. Wardlow et al. (2011) derived infrared lumi-
nosity functions of SMGs detected by the LABOCA Extended

1 < z < 4 (co-moving volume: Veom ~ 1.9 x 10* Mpc?®) to
cover the redshift uncertainties of the ALMA sources. Then,
we estimate the contribution from all of the ALMA sources, in
cluding SXDF-ALMAL and 2, on the basis of SFRs simply de-
rived from the 1.1 mm flux densities (section 4.2). Consiulgri
the uncertainty 74 (See section 4.2 and Appendix), the in-
ferred infrared SFRD foil < z < 4 is ~ (0.9-5) x1072 My
yr—* Mpc—3, which accounts for 10-70% of the average in-
frared SFRD a0.9 < z < 3.6 as estimated biferschel (using
Chabrier IMF,~ 7 x 1072 M yr—* Mpc—3; Burgarella et al.
2013). If we exclude SXDF-ALMA1 and 2 to avoid the con-
tribution of the known AzTEC source, then the infrared SFRD
for 1 < z < 4 is estimated to be- (0.3-2) x1072 Mg yr—*
Mpc—2. The inferred cosmic infrared SFRD is similar to that
of bright SMGs Gs70.m > 4 mJy) atz ~ 2-3 [~ (1-2) x10~2
Mg yr—! Mpc—2 using Chabrier IMF; Wardlow et al. (2011)].

Chandra Deep Field South surveys (LESS; WeiR et al. 2009)' Nese results imply that the ALMA sources play an important

However, they also did not investigate the luminosity ranfje
Lir 5 1012 Lo.

ALMA sources with (photometric) redshifts allow the con-
straint on the contribution from a fainf(z < 10**L) popula-
tion of star-forming galaxies. In addition, the contrilautifrom
galaxies undetected liyerschel can be estimated. We simply

role in the cosmic SFRD, even if we exclude the contributibn o
the known AzTEC source at< z < 4. Note that our results can
be affected by the cosmic variance and clustering becausg of
small survey area. Therefore, future ALMA large surveys wil
provide a stronger constraint on the role of faint SMGs in the
cosmic SFRD.
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Fig. 5. SFRsderived from ultraviolet and infrared luminosities plotted against their stellar masses. The diamond, hexagon, circle, and square symbols represent
SXDF-ALMAL, 2, 4, and 5, respectively. The solid line indicates the main sequence for star-forming galaxies at 1.4 < z < 2.5 as defined by Daddi et al. (2007).
The dashed line indicates the loci 10 times above the main sequence. The black crosses indicate ALESS sources at 1.3 < z < 2.5 from da Cunha et al.
(2015). The magenta triangles are faint 1.3 mm sources detected by ALMA (Hatsukade et al. 2015). Note that Hatsukade et al. (2015) used 68% confidence
intervals, whereas we used 99% confidence intervals. The brown inverted triangles are the average values of BzK galaxies derived from the PACS stacking
analysis (Rodighiero et al. 2015). The green and yellow stars indicate when SXDF-ALMAS3 lay at z = 2 and SXDF-ALMA3 lay at z = 3, respectively. Note that
the stellar mass of SXDF-ALMA3 at z = 3 was at the 3o upper limit because the rest-frame H-band was not detected.

Chen et al. (2014) inferred that there are many submillimete 5.3 Star formation properties of the ALMA detected
sources that are difficult to detect in deep optical/nefiaird sources
surveys like SXDF-ALMAS. Indeed, submillimeter sources
which have no counterparts at optical/near-infrared vemgths Determining the star-forming properties of faint SMGs is im
have been reported (e.g., Wang et al. 2007; SmolZic e0aR:2 portant to understand the evolution of the cosmic SFRD be-
Simpson et al. 2014; Dunlop et al. 2016). However, their realcuse they are main contributors to the cosmic SFRD. We in-
contributions to the cosmic infrared SFRD is still uncertaihe ~ Vestigated the star formation mode of faint SMG countegpart
contribution of SXDF-ALMA3 to the cosmic infrared SFRD [0 check whether or not their star-forming properties amelar
may be~ 0.1-1x10~2 Mg yr—* Mpc—2 or ~ 1%—10% of the to starburst galaxies or not.

average infrared SFRD a19 < z < 3.6 as estimated bierschel Figure 5 plots the total SFRs (SER + SFRr) of SXDF-
(~7x 107 Mg yr~' Mpc™?) if this object lies somewhere in - ALMA1, 2, 4, and 5 as functions of their stellar mass. We
the redshift interval of <z < 4. also show the average values B¥K galaxies derived by the

PACS stacking analysis (Rodighiero et al. 2015), SMGs iden-
tified in ALESS surveys (Hodge et al. 2013)1a8 < z < 2.5,
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and faint 1.3 mm sources detected with ALMA (Hatsukade et
al. 2015). We plotted SFRs of the ALESS sources obtained by
da Cunha et al. (2015) by fitting SEDs at ultraviolet to radio
wavelengths. This figure shows that SXDF-ALMAL, 2, 4, and

mated to be~ 4.175¢ Jy deg 2, which corresponds te-
16722% of the infrared extragalactic background light. This
suggests that their contribution to the infrared extragaa
background light is as large as that of bright SMG$ {mm >

5 are located in the main sequence. This means that they are 1.0 mJy,~ 2.9 Jy deg?; Hatsukade et al. 2011).

more like “normal” star-forming galaxies rather than ertedy
starburst galaxies. These results are consistent witre tbbs
Koprowski et al. (2014) and Hatsukade et al. (2015). Noté tha
the total SFR of SXDF-ALMAL should be treated as an upper

limit because we used ther3upper limit value as its SHR;. °

However, this does not affect our results because the;SFR
SXDF-ALMAL is negligible compared to its SER (see table
2).

Figure 5 also shows the constraints of the stellar mass and

SFR of SXDF-ALMAS. The results imply that SXDF-ALMAS
is an starburst galaxy with a small stellar mass compared to
bright SMGs (/. ~ 9.0 x 10*° My using Chabrier IMF;
Hainline et al. 2011). Submillimeter sources such as SXDF-

e The infrared SFRD of SXDF-ALMAS3, 4, and 5 fdr< z < 4

is estimated to be- (0.3-2) x1072 Mg yr~' Mpc™2. This
value is as large as the contribution to infrared SFRD of
bright SMGs at: ~ 2-3.

For four of the five ALMA sources (SXDF-ALMAL, 2, 4,
and 5), we obtained the photometric redshifts add by
SED fitting at optical-to-near-infrared wavelengthasi,oto ~
1.3-2.5,M. ~ (3.5-9.5)x10'° M. The SFRs were esti-
mated from ultraviolet and infrared luminosities as foltow
SFRyvir ~ 30-200M yr~!. We also obtained their sS-
FRs ¢~ 0.8-1 Gyr'). The derived values indicate that they
are more like “normal” star-forming galaxies than starburs
galaxies.

SXDF-ALMAS is faint in the optical-to-near-infraredH( =
25.30 + 0.25), despite its infrared luminosity.{g ~ 1 x
10*? L or SFR~ 100 My, yr—!). The optical-to-radio SED
suggests that this object is locatedzat 2—3. The inferred
stellar massi/. ~ 5 x 10° or< 2 x 10" atz=2o0rz =3,
respectively) was likely to be smaller than that of the other
els. Béthermin et al. (2012) empirically predicted the bem ALMA sources. These results suggest that this object may

counts at far-infrared and millimeter wavelengths from mid  be an starburst galaxy with a small stellar mass at 2-3.
infrared and radio number counts and suggested that galax- The contribution of SXDF-ALMAS to the cosmic SFRD may

be~ 1%-10% of the infrared SFRD.

ALMAS3 have been missed in previous deep optical/NIR sur-e
veys and submillimeter single-dish surveys. Future spectr
scopic identification of such sources using ALMA is highly en
couraged.

Finally, we compared our results with the theoretical predi
tions obtained by recent simulations and semi-analyticad-m

ies with S1.1mm < 1 mJy are more likely to be associated
with main sequence star-forming galaxies by using the SED
library based orHerschel observations. From a theoretical
point of view, Hayward et al. (2013) predicted the number
counts at submillimeter wavelengths from a semi-empirical
model with three-dimensional hydrodynamical simulatiangl
three-dimensional dust radiative transfer and also sugdéisat
galaxies withS1.1mm < 1 mJy are more likely to be associated
with main sequence star-forming galaxies. These predistio
are consistent with our results that two of the three faintG&\
(SXDF-ALMA4 and 5) are main sequence star-forming galax-
ies, as shown in figure 5.
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Appendix. Estimation of infrared

luminosities
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As described in section 4.2, we used the SED templates ob- 5,g9 763

tained by Dale & Helou (2002) to estimate infrared luminiesit

Fazio, G. G., Hora, J. L., Allen, L. E., et al. 2004, ApJS, 152,

of the ALMA sources. Figure 6 plots the SED templates scaled-ixsen, D. J., Dwek, E., Mather, J. C., Bennett, C. L., & ShaRe A.

to the observed flux densities at 1.1 MM (mm total)- Here,

1998, ApJ, 508, 123

we show the SED templates wifh..; = 20, 25, 30, 35, 40, and Fontana, A., Dunlop, J. S., Paris, D., et al. 2014, A&A, 57Q1A

45 K. The ALMA sources were not detectedHsrschel/PACS
100 m and 160um. As shown in the figure, thes3upper lim-

its on Herschel/PACS photometry could place a stringent con-

straint onTy,s¢. The upper limits on thélerschel/PACS pho-
tometry are clearly below the SED templates with,s; = 40

Ford, H. C., Bartko, F., Bely, P. Y., et al. 1998, Proc. SPIER& 234
Fujimoto, S., Ouchi, M., Ono, Y., et al. 2016, ApJS, 222, 1
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Galametz, A., Grazian, A., Fontana, A., et al. 2013, ApJS$, 20
Gebhrels, N. 1986, ApJ, 303, 336

Goto, T., Arnouts, S., Malkan, M., et al. 2011, MNRAS, 414029

and 45 K. For SXDF-ALMA4, they are clearly below the SED Greve, T. R, Ivison, R. J., Bertoldi, F., et al. 2004, MNRA&S4, 779
templates withy,s; = 35, 40, and 45 K. Therefore, we assumed Greve, T. R., Wes, A., Walter, F., et al. 2010, ApJ, 719, 483

Taust = 20-35 K ([4ust = 20-30 K for SXDF-ALMAA4) to esti-
mate the infrared luminosities of ALMA sources.

For each ALMA source, we integrated SED templates with
Taust = 20, 25, 30, and 35 Kt = 20, 25, and 30 K for

SXDF-ALMA4) between the rest-frames 8 and 100 and

Griffin, M. J., Abergel, A., Abreu, A., et al. 2010, A&A, 5183

Grogin, N. A., Kocevski, D. D., Faber, S. M., et al. 2011, Ap197, 35

Hainline, L. J., Blain, A. W., Smail, I., et al. 2011, ApJ, 745

Hatsukade, B., Kohno, K., Aretxaga, |., et al. 2011, MNRAS$1 4102

Hatsukade, B., Ohta, K., Seko, A., Yabe, K., & Akiyama, M. 20ApJL,
769, L27

adopted the average, minimum, and maximum values as the in4atsukade, B., Ohta, K., Yabe, K., et al. 2015, ApJ, 810, 91

frared luminosity, lower limit of the infrared luminositgnd
upper limit of the infrared luminosity, respectively.
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