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Mid-infrared observations are powerful in identifying heavily obscured Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN) which
have weak emission in other wavelengths. Data from the Mid-Infrared Instrument (MIRI) onboard JWST pro-
vides an excellent opportunity to perform such studies. We take advantage of the MIRI imaging data from
the Cosmic Evolution Early Release Science Survey (CEERS) to investigate the AGN population in the distant
universe. We estimate the source properties of MIRI-selected objects by utilizing spectral energy distribution
(SED) modelling, and classify them into star-forming galaxies (SF), SF-AGN mixed objects, and AGN. The
source numbers of these types are 433, 102, and 25, respectively, from 4 MIRI pointings covering ∼ 9 arcmin2.
The sample spans a redshift range of≈ 0–5. We derive the median SEDs for all three source types, respectively,
and publicly release them. The median MIRI SED of AGN is similar to the typical SEDs of hot dust-obscured
galaxies and Seyfert 2s, for which the mid-IR SEDs are dominated by emission from AGN-heated hot dust.
Based on our SED-fit results, we estimate the black-hole accretion density (BHAD; i.e., total BH growth rate
per comoving volume) as a function of redshift. At z < 3, the resulting BHAD agrees with the X-ray mea-
surements in general. At z > 3, we identify a total of 27 AGN and SF-AGN mixed objects, leading to that our
high-z BHAD is substantially higher than the X-ray results (∼ 0.5 dex at z ≈ 3–5). This difference indicates
MIRI can identify a large population of heavily obscured AGN missed by X-ray surveys at high redshifts.

1. INTRODUCTION

Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN) are powered by growing su-
permassive black holes (BHs) typically harboured at the cen-
ters of galaxies. AGN luminosities can be used to estimate
BH growth rates. From studying the AGN demography at
different redshifts, the evolution history of the BH popula-
tion can be inferred (e.g., Merloni & Heinz 2008; Yang et al.
2018; Aird et al. 2019, 2022; Ananna et al. 2019). To depict
an unbiased picture of the BH cosmic evolution, it is critical
to conduct a complete census of the AGN population mini-
mizing selection biases.

Multiwavelength techniques of AGN selection have been
intensively developed in the past ∼ 60 years since their
discovery (e.g., Padovani et al. 2017; Hickox & Alexander
2018; Lyu et al. 2022). Among these techniques, optical
AGN selection is often the most straightforward and can be
performed with ground-based telescopes. Color-color dia-
grams based on broad-band photometry are often employed
to select AGN candidates (e.g., Richards et al. 2002). Follow-
up spectroscopic analyses identifying broad lines or using
line ratios (e.g., Kauffmann et al. 2003) can verify the AGN
nature. However, optical color-color selections are biased
toward selecting relatively unobscured type 1 AGN. Com-
pared to optical selections, X-ray AGN selections are more
complete in general. Strong X-ray emission is ubiquitous
among the AGN population, and X-ray photons, especially
hard X-rays, have excellent penetrating power. These ad-
vantages allow X-ray methods to select not only unobscured
AGN but also obscured ones (e.g., Brandt & Alexander 2015;
Brandt & Yang 2021). However, even the hardest X-ray pho-
tons with E > 10 keV can be Compton scattered and ab-
sorbed when the obscuration is heavy with column density
NH & 1024 cm−2. Indeed, evidence suggests that X-ray sur-
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veys might miss many heavily obscured AGN, especially at
high redshifts (z & 3) where the AGN obscuration is gener-
ally strong, because gas tends to be more abundant and com-
pact toward high redshift (e.g., Yang et al. 2021a; Gilli et al.
2022).

Infrared (IR) observations have the distinct advantage of
selecting obscured AGN. Obscured AGN are often dust-rich,
and these dust particles are heated to ∼ 100–1000 K by
the emission from the central engine of the accretion disk.
The dust re-emits the “waste heat” primarily in the mid-IR
wavelengths of ∼ 3–30 µm. By detecting this mid-IR ra-
diation, AGN can be identified. Color-color methods based
on Spitzer/Infrared Array Camera (IRAC) have been devel-
oped and widely applied to IRAC surveys (e.g., Stern et al.
2005; Lacy et al. 2007; Donley et al. 2012). Studies based
on Spitzer data have also worked on the selection of AGN
based on the presence of a power law in the IRAC bands (e.g.,
Alonso-Herrero et al. 2006; Caputi 2013). These techniques
have successfully identified numerous obscured AGN, some
of which are missed by even the deepest X-ray surveys (e.g.,
Lyu et al. 2022). However, due to the limitations of IRAC
sensitivity and wavelength coverage (below 8 µm), the tech-
niques are ineffective in identifying extremely faint AGN, es-
pecially at high redshifts, where AGN radiation is redshifted
beyond the IRAC wavelength coverage (Mendez et al. 2013;
Lyu & Rieke 2022). The Multiband Imaging Photometer for
Spitzer (MIPS) and Herschel cover longer wavelengths, but
they are not comparably suitable for distant-AGN searches
due to their lower sensitivities compared to IRAC.

The Mid-Infrared Instrument (MIRI) onboard the recently
launched James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) has the po-
tential to become a game changer in the detection and se-
lection of AGN especially at high redshifts. MIRI has con-
tinuous photometry coverage of ∼ 5–25 µm, reaching an
unprecedented sensitivity level about 10–100 times deeper
than Spitzer. Besides, thanks to the large aperture size of
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JWST, the angular resolution of MIRI reaches a full-width
half maximum (FWHM) of point spread functions (PSFs) be-
ing ∼ 0.2–0.8′′, about 8 times better than Spitzer/IRAC at
similar wavelengths. Indeed, simulations suggest that MIRI
is able to capture AGN activity down to a faint level of, e.g.,
Eddington ratio around 0.01 at z ∼ 1–2 (e.g., Kirkpatrick
et al. 2017; Yang et al. 2021b).

In this paper, we take advantage of the MIRI imaging data
from the Cosmic Evolution Early Release Science Survey
(CEERS; Finkelstein et al. 2017), which targets the Extended
Groth Strip (EGS) field. We also compile the multiwave-
length data available in EGS and perform AGN versus star-
forming (SF) classifications with spectral energy distribution
(SED) modeling. We produce median SEDs for different
source types, respectively, and publicly release these empiri-
cal SEDs to facilitate future science. Finally, we investigate
the BH accretion density (BHAD) as a function of redshift,
based on the MIRI-identified AGN.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In §2, we describe
and analyze the MIRI imaging data. We also perform AGN
selections based on the MIRI and other multiwavelength pho-
tometric data. In §3, we discuss the physical implications
based on our analysis results. We summarize our results and
discuss future prospects in §4.

Throughout this paper, we assume a cosmology withH0 =

70 km s−1 Mpc−1, ΩM = 0.3, and ΩΛ = 0.7. We
adopt a Chabrier initial mass function (IMF; Chabrier 2003).
Quoted uncertainties are at the 1σ (68%) confidence level.
All magnitudes are in AB units (Oke & Gunn 1983), where
mAB = −48.6− 2.5 log(fν) for fν in units of erg s−1 cm−2

Hz−1.

2. DATA AND ANALYSIS

2.1. MIRI and other multi-wavelength photometry

The CEERS survey has 8 MIRI pointings: 4 “blue” and
4 “red”. Each blue pointing has two bands of F560W and
F770W. Two of the red pointings have six bands from F770W
to F2100W, and the other two have four bands from F1000W
to F1800W. In this paper, we focus on the 4 red pointings,
as the blue pointings lack the long mid-IR wavelength cover-
age for AGN identification (§1). The MIRI photometry is
extracted with T-PHOT (Merlin et al. 2015), using Hubble
Space Telescope (HST)/F160W as the high-resolution prior.
The details of the MIRI observations, data reduction, pho-
tometry extraction, and quality assessment will be presented
in a dedicated paper (Yang et al. in prep.), and some meth-
ods are discussed in Yang et al. (2021b) and Papovich et al.
(2022).

We also compile other multiwavelength photometric data,
specifically the EGS catalog by Stefanon et al. (2017)
from the Cosmic Assembly Near-infrared Deep Extragalactic
Legacy Survey (CANDELS: Grogin et al. 2011; Koekemoer

et al. 2011). These data include 17 broad-band photometry
from the U band to the IRAC 8 µm.

Because this paper is focused on the MIRI properties of
galaxies, we restrict our sample to objects with at least two
MIRI bands with detections of signal-to-noise (S/N) above
3. This leads to a parent sample of 560 sources. This crite-
rion guarantees that we have at least one robust MIRI color
for each source. In general, shorter-wavelength MIRI bands
have higher detection rates thanks to their relatively deeper
sensitivity. For example, the S/N > 3 detection rates of
F770W and F2100W are 97% and 68%, respectively, among
our sources.

2.2. SED modelling setup

We employ CIGALE v2022.1 (Boquien et al. 2019; Yang
et al. 2020, 2022) to perform SED modeling based on the
broad-band photometry described in §2.1. The adopted
CIGALE parameters are summarized in Table 1.

For star formation history (SFH), we use a standard
delayed-τ module (sfhdelayed in CIGALE). We allow
the e-folding time and stellar age varying from 0.5–5 Gyr
and 1–5 Gyr, respectively. We employ Bruzual & Char-
lot (2003) (bc03) for the simple stellar population (SSP)
module, assuming a Chabrier (2003) initial mass function
(IMF) with a solar metallicity (Z = 0.02). We also include
the nebular module (Villa-Vélez et al. 2021) for emission
from the HII regions. For the dust attenuation, we adopt
dustatt modified starburst in CIGALE, which is
primarily based on Calzetti et al. (2000) extending to short
wavelengths (91.2–150 nm) with Leitherer et al. (2002). The
allowed range of color excess is E(B − V ) = 0–1 (see Ta-
ble 1).

For galactic dust emission, we use the dl2014 mod-
ule (Draine et al. 2014). The dust luminosity numeri-
cally equals the attenuated luminosity of starlight, because
CIGALE strictly follows energy conservation. The (Draine
et al. 2014) recipe models the dust emission with two com-
ponents, a diffused emission and a photodissociation region
(PDR) emission associated with star formation. The two
components share the same mass fraction of polycyclic aro-
matic hydrocarbon (PAH) compared to total dust, and we al-
low three different values of it (see Table 1). The major dif-
ference between the two components is the radiation field.
The diffuse dust is radiated by the minimum radiation pa-
rameter (Umin) set by the user, and the PDR’s radiation field
ranges from Umin to a maximum fixed value of Umax = 107.
We allow Umin varying from 0.1, 1.0, 10, 50. The relative
strength between the two components is controlled by the γ
parameter (the fraction of PDR emission) and we allow it to
vary in the range 0.01–0.9.

For the AGN component, we adopt the skirtor2016
module based on a clumpy torus model from Stalevski et al.
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(2012, 2016). The relative strength between the AGN and
galaxy components are set by the fracAGN parameter, i.e.,
AGN fractional luminosity compared to the total over a user-
defined rest-frame wavelength range (λAGN). In this work,
we allow fracAGN to vary from 0 to 0.99, and set λAGN to
a mid-IR wavelength range of 3–30 µm which contains the
bulk of AGN dust emission (Table 1). We allow all available
values of the 9.7 µm optical depth (i.e., 3, 5, 7, 9, and 11)
in skirtor2016. The parameter of AGN viewing angle
determines the AGN type. Following Yang et al. (2021b),
we only allow type 2 AGN, because our focus in this work
is to find the obscured AGN untraceable in UV/optical. In-
cluding type 1 models would cause a significant model de-
generacy versus the stellar emission in UV/optical (e.g., Ni
et al. 2021; Zou et al. 2022). Also, type 1 AGN are rare es-
pecially for small-area surveys like our case, and we expect
only . 1 type 1 AGN using the empirical number density in
Yang et al. (2018). We fix the viewing angle at 70◦, a typ-
ical value for type 2 AGN (Yang et al. 2020), because the
fit results are generally insensitive to different type 2 view-
ing angles (e.g., Ramos Padilla et al. 2022). Here, by us-
ing skirtor2016 we assume AGN obscuration is mainly
caused by dust on the torus scale (∼ pc) rather than on the
galactic scale (& 100 pc). This is because galactic-scale dust
is likely heated to low temperature (. 100 K), and conse-
quently the reprocessed emission concentrates on far-IR, be-
yond the MIRI wavelength coverage. We discuss the effect
of possible galactic-scale obscuration in §3.3.

Since most (95%) of our sources do not have spectroscopic
redshifts (spec-z) available, we allow CIGALE to fit a redshift
for each source.1 We set the redshift grid from 0.01 to 8.0
(Table 1) with 50 steps evenly spaced in terms of log(1 + z).
We note that changing the maximum allowed redshift (z = 8)
to higher values does not affect the fit results. We evaluate
the best-fit photometric redshift (photo-z) quality using the
available spec-z measurements in §2.3.

2.3. CIGALE results

We run CIGALE with the settings described in §2.2. We
adopt the Bayesian output instead of the best-fit output. The
former is probability-weighted values considering all mod-
els available, while the latter is from the minimum-χ2 model
alone. Therefore, the Bayesian output is generally more ro-
bust than the best-fit output. Fig. 1 displays three SED-fit
examples from our run and the corresponding image cutouts.

A small subsample of our sources (29 out of 560) have
secure spec-z measurements available from the CANDEL-
EGS catalog (Stefanon et al. 2017). We compare these spec-

1 For consistency across the sample, we also fit the redshift for spec-z
sources. We note that fixing their redshifts at spec-z does not affect our
main conclusions.

z values versus our photo-z estimation in Fig. 2 (top). We
assess the photo-z quality by two parameters, i.e., normal-
ized median absolute deviation (σNMAD) and outlier frac-
tion (fracout). The former is defined as σNMAD = 1.48 ×
median{|∆z−median(∆z)|/(1+z spec)}, where ∆z is the
difference between photo-z and spec-z; the latter is defined
as the fraction of outliers [defined as |∆z|/(1 + z spec) >

0.15] among all spec-z sources. We obtain satisfactory
photo-z quality of σNMAD = 0.032 and fracout = 0.00%

for our spec-z subsample. We attribute the remarkable zero
outlier fraction to the MIRI coverage of the mid-IR PAH
features and CANDELS UV-to-near-IR coverage of Lyman
and/or Balmer breaks. Indeed, previous simulations have in-
dicated that MIRI photometry could potentially reduce the
number of photo-z outliers significantly, thanks to the cover-
age of the PAH features as a redshift indicator (e.g., Bisigello
et al. 2016; Yang et al. 2021b). From Fig. 2, the measured
photo-z tends to be systematically lower than the spec-z (me-
dian offset ∼ 3%). The exact cause is not clear, but this mi-
nor systematic does not affect our main results. To assess the
dependence of photo-z quality on source brightness, we also
plot the photo-z error (compared to spec-z) vs. the H-band
magnitude. It appears that there is no obvious trend between
the error and the magnitude.

We classify each source as a star-forming galaxy, a star
forming-AGN mixed system, or a pure AGN (SF, mixed, and
AGN, hereafter), based on the best-fit fracAGN parameter
(see §2.2 for its definition). For an object with fracAGN ≤
0.1, 0.1 < fracAGN < 0.5, and fracAGN ≥ 0.5, we classify
it as SF, mixed, and AGN, respectively. From these crite-
ria, 433, 102, and 25 objects are classified as SF, mixed, and
AGN, respectively. We note that slightly adjusting these em-
pirical classification criteria does not change our main results
qualitatively. Fig. 3 displays the photo-z distributions for dif-
ferent object types.

The CEERS field has X-ray coverage from Chandra (Nan-
dra et al. 2015). Among our MIRI sources, there are 8 X-
ray detected AGN (selected as LX > 1042.5 erg s−1; e.g.,
Yang et al. 2018), and 1, 4, and 3 of these eight X-ray
AGN are classified as SF, mixed, and AGN, respectively,
by our SED method above. Therefore, our classifications
successfully retrieved 7/8 = 87.5% of the X-ray AGN.
The only X-ray AGN misclassified as SF has fracAGN =

0.08 ± 0.06, marginally below our threshold for the mixed
type (fracAGN = 0.1).

3. DISCUSSION

In this section, we present the mid-IR SEDs for SF, mixed,
and AGN types (§3.1) and discuss the cosmic evolution his-
tory of supermassive black holes (§3.2). We give some
caveats for our results in §3.3.

3.1. Median SEDs
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Figure 1. Left: SED-fit examples from CIGALE. The object in the top/middle/bottom panel is classified as SF/mixed/AGN. Within each panel,
the top sub-panel displays the data points and the best-fit SED models (i.e., flux density versus observed wavelength). The purple and red
data points indicate the observed and model flux densities, respectively. The black curves represent the total model SEDs. The red and orange
curves indicate the galactic dust and AGN components, respectively. The blue/yellow curves represent unattenuated/attenuated stellar. The
fitted redshift and fracAGN are labeled. The bottom sub-panel display the relative residual in the flux, i.e., (observed−model)/observed. Right:
The corresponding 5′′ × 5′′ cutouts from HST/F160W and MIRI.
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Table 1. CIGALE model parameters

Module Parameter Symbol Values
Star formation history
sfhdelayed

Stellar e-folding time τstar 0.5, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 Gyr
Stellar age tstar 0.1, 0.2, 0.5, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 Gyr

Simple stellar population
bc03

Initial mass function − Chabrier (2003)
Metallicity Z 0.02

Nebular emission
nebular

Ionization parameter logU −2.0

Gas metallicity Zgas 0.02

Dust attenuation
dustatt modified starburst

Color excess of nebular lines E(B − V )line
0,0.02,0.05,0.1,0.2,
0.3,0.4,0.5,0.7,0.9,1.0

ratio between line and continuum E(B − V ) E(B−V )line
E(B−V )cont

1

Galactic dust emission
dl2014

PAH mass fraction qPAH 0.47, 2.5, 7.32
Minimum radiation field Umin 0.1, 1.0, 10, 50

Fraction of PDR emission γ
0.01, 0.02, 0.05,
0.1, 0.2, 0.5, 0.9

AGN (UV-to-IR) emission
skirtor2016

Average edge-on optical depth at 9.7µm τ9.7 3,5,7,9,11
Viewing angle θAGN 70◦

AGN contribution to IR luminosity fracAGN
0, 0.01, 0.03, 0.05,
0.1–0.9 (step 0.1), 0.99

Wavelength range where fracAGN is defined λAGN 3–30 µm
Redshift+IGM
redshifting Source redshift z 0.01–8.0 (50 steps)

NOTE. — For parameters not listed here, default values are being adopted.
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Figure 2. Top: Comparison between our photometric redshifts
(from CIGALE fits) versus spectroscopic redshifts (when available).
The red solid line indicates the 1:1 relation, while the red dashed
lines indicate a 15% uncertainty (beyond which a source would be
considered as a photo-z outlier). The photo-z quality, quantified by
σNMAD and fracout, is marked. We note that the outlier fraction
is zero. Bottom: Relative difference between photo-z and spec-z
as a function of H-band magnitude. Each red star represents the
median value for each magnitude bin, while the horizontal error bar
indicates the bin coverage. It appears the photo-z quality does not
significantly depend on the magnitude.

In §2.3, we have classified each source as SF, mixed, or
AGN based on the SED-fit result. We now study the en-
semble SED features for each source type from their median
SEDs in the rest frame.

To estimate the median SED, we first calculate the rest-
frame SED for each individual source by de-redshifting the
observed MIRI band wavelengths, e.g., the F1500W band for
a z = 2 source is shifted to rest-frame 5 µm. In this proce-
dure, we only adopt MIRI photometry with S/N > 3 to guar-
antee good data quality. We obtain each individual SED by
linearly interpolating the MIRI flux density and normalizing
each resulting SED at rest-frame 3.6 µm. If a SED does not
cover 3.6 µm, we discard this individual SED in the subse-
quent median-SED estimation. The numbers of SEDs with-

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
redshift

0

50

100

150

200

N

4 6 80

5

10

15

SF
mixed
AGN

Figure 3. Photometric redshift distribution of our MIRI sources.
The blue, orange, and red bars represent SF, mixed, and AGN types,
respectively. The inset panel zooms in on the z & 3 part of the
histogram.

out 3.6 µm coverage are 263 (SF), 79 (mixed), 7 (AGN). The
value of normalization wavelength (3.6 µm) is chosen to op-
timize the AGN sample size (our main focus in this work) as
well as to avoid strong emission features (PAHs and lines).
These individual SEDs are displayed as the grey curves in
Fig. 4. Finally, we obtain the median SED at each wave-
length by taking the median value of all individual SEDs that
cover this wavelength. We estimate the associated 1σ scatter
using the 16%–84% percentiles. In this step, if the number of
individual SEDs drops below 5, we do not calculate the me-
dian SED, and this criterion leads to the shortest and longest
wavelengths of the median SED (differing by source types).
Note that we do not divide our sources into different redshift
bins and study the median SEDs for each bin, mainly be-
cause our sample sizes (especially for AGN) are limited (see
§3.3). Also, we use the interpolated SEDs directly instead of
the best-fit SEDs from CIGALE, because choosing the latter
would be more strongly model dependent.

Fig. 4 displays the resulting median SED for each type. On
the left panel (SF), we also over-plot the observed SEDs of
two local star-forming galaxies, NGC 5992 and NGC 6090,
from Brown et al. (2014), and these two SEDs appear similar
to each other. The broad shape of our median SF SED is gen-
erally similar to these two local-SF SEDs: all three SEDs are
relatively flat at wavelengths below ∼ 5 µm and rise toward
longer wavelengths due to the PDR emission. However, there
are also some differences. The PAH emission features appear
to be significantly weaker in our median SED. This differ-
ence might be mainly caused by the broad-band nature of our
MIRI photometry (λ/∆λ ∼ 5), i.e., we lack the spectral res-
olution to highlight the intrinsic PAH intensities. Also, the
photo-z uncertainties inevitably weaken the observed PAH
strength in the median SED. Detailed quantification of the
PAH strength for our MIRI sources can be performed with



8 YANG ET AL.

detailed SED modelling, but this is beyond the scope of this
work. Future MIRI medium-resolution spectrometer (MRS)
programs targeting distant SF galaxies will allow a robust
comparison of the PAH strength versus local galaxies (ap-
proved MRS programs, e.g., Colina Robledo et al. 2017;
Pope et al. 2021). At wavelengths of λ ∼ 2 µm, the local-
SF SEDs have higher fluxes than our median SED, indicat-
ing that the former have stronger stellar emission peaking at
near-IR wavelengths. This is understandable, because our
sources are MIRI-selected distant SF galaxies and they likely
have relatively stronger mid-IR PDR emission compared to
the near-IR stellar emission.

The right panel in Fig. 4 compares our median AGN SED
versus the median SED of hot dust-obscured galaxies (hot
DOGs; Fan et al. 2016) and the average SED of Seyfert 2
galaxies (Videla et al. 2013). Hot DOGs are infrared-
luminous (LIR & 1013 L�) galaxies selected by Wide-field
Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE) typically at z & 2, and they
are considered to be powered by fast-growing heavily ob-
scured AGN (e.g., Eisenhardt et al. 2012; Wu et al. 2012).
Seyfert 2 galaxies are type 2 obscured AGN in the local uni-
verse, and the average SEDs are based on photometry from
the nuclear regions to avoid starlight from the outskirt re-
gions. Videla et al. (2013) published average Seyfert 2 SEDs
from two populations: one with near-IR excess (i.e., potential
stellar emission) and the other without. We choose the latter
to focus on the AGN emission. From Fig. 4, our median
AGN SED is similar to the hot DOG and Seyfert 2 SEDs.
This similarity indicates that the MIRI-selected AGN have
comparable physical dust-obscuration structures versus hot
DOGs and Seyfert 2s, at least in the ensemble sense. We
stress that our MIRI-selected AGN are likely more represen-
tative in the BH growth history, because hot DOGs are too
rare with a very low number density (a few in 100 deg2; e.g.,
Assef et al. 2015) and nearby Seyfert 2s are systems in which
BHs have largely finished their mass growth (e.g., Yang et al.
2018).

Fig. 5 compares the median SEDs from different source
types. The SF and AGN SEDs have distinctive shapes.
The SF SED is significantly flatter than the AGN SED at
z . 5, because the former has relatively strong stellar emis-
sion peaking at near-IR wavelengths. In fact, the IRAC-based
color-color AGN selection methods are largely based on this
difference in SF versus AGN SED shapes (e.g., Stern et al.
2005; Lacy et al. 2007; Donley et al. 2012). As expected, the
mixed SED appears to fall between the SF and AGN SEDs,
but it tends to be closer to the latter. We publicly release the
median SEDs and their associated scatters (as displayed in
Fig.5), in the format of electronic tables along with the on-
line version of this paper.

Finally, we point out that the median SEDs are not com-
pletely model-independent, although they are based on the

interpolated photometry instead of the best-fit models. The
source classification relies on model fitting, and thus the re-
sulting median SEDs (especially the broad shapes) mimics
the corresponding models by construction. The PAH features
might be less dependent on the SED-based selections, com-
pared to the broad SED shapes.

3.2. Black-hole growth history

X-ray AGN selections have several advantages of, e.g.,
high purity and good sensitivity (see §1). Thanks to these
benefits, X-ray surveys have been widely employed to study
the BH cosmic accretion history, often characterized by
black-hole accretion density (BHAD), i.e., total BH growth
rate per comoving volume. However, X-ray photons can
be heavily obscured if the obscuring materials are abundant
(§1). This leads to the suspicion that even the deepest X-ray
surveys so far might suffer from potential incompleteness is-
sues when characterising the BHAD evolution (e.g., Hickox
& Alexander 2018; Carroll et al. 2021; Yang et al. 2021a).
It is thereby crucial to complement the X-ray results with
BHAD measurements based on other wavelengths. In this
section, we estimate BHAD based on our SED-fit results and
compare it with X-ray measurements from the literature.

To estimate BHAD, we first calculate the BH accretion rate
(BHAR) for each source classified as AGN or mixed using

BHAR =
Ldisk(1− ε)

εc2

=
1.59Ldisk

1046 erg s−1
M� yr−1

(1)

where c is the speed of light and ε is the radiative efficiency.
We assume a conventional value of ε = 0.1 here (e.g., Brandt
& Alexander 2015). Ldisk is the viewing angle-averaged
intrinsic accretion-disk luminosity from our SED fits (i.e.,
the “accretion power” quantity in the CIGALE output; see
Yang et al. 2018). It is numerically equivalent to the angle-
averaged AGN bolometric luminosity due to energy conser-
vation. The Ldisk (BHAR) distributions at different redshifts
are displayed in Fig. 6.

We then add up all the BHAR in a given redshift bin, and
divide the total BHAR by the comoving volume in the red-
shift bin sampled by the survey area (a total of 9.2 arcmin2

for the 4 pointings). This yields our BHAD estimate for a
given redshift bin, i.e.,

BHAD =

∑
i BHARi

Vc
, (2)

where BHARi is the BH accretion rate for the i-th source
(AGN or mixed type; see below) in the redshift bin; Vc is the
comoving volume for the redshift bin sampled by the MIRI
area (9.2 arcmin2), and the numerical value is calculated us-
ing ASTROPY.COSMOLOGY. Note that we do not correct for
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the corresponding 1σ scatters, estimated as 16%–84% percentiles.
The AGN SED is distinctive from the SF SED. These median SEDs
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online version of this paper.

incompleteness here. The correction would require detailed
knowledge of our MIRI-selection sensitivity as well as AGN
IR luminosity function, and that is beyond the scope of this
work. We qualitatively discuss the effects of incompleteness
in §3.3.

The resulting BHAD versus redshift is displayed in Fig. 7
as red data points. The redshift bins (same for the red and or-
ange points) are indicated by the horizontal error bars. We
estimate the uncertainties with a bootstrap method, using
ASTROPY.STATS.BOOTSTRAP (Astropy Collaboration et al.

2018). The bootstrap resample number is 1000, and we
adopt the 16–84% percentile as 1σ confidence limit for each
data point. The bootstrap error (δBHADboot) only accounts
for statistical fluctuations due to limited sample sizes. To
also consider the errors in our SED fits, we propagate the
Ldisk Bayesian errors (from the CIGALE output) into the
BHAD error (δBHADBayes), using standard error propa-
gation. Finally, We estimate the final BHAD uncertainty
as

√
(δBHADboot)2 + (δBHADBayes)2. δBHADBayes

is smaller than or comparable to the corresponding
δBHADboot and their ratios are 0.2–1.0.

In Fig. 7, we also show some BHAD curves from the lit-
erature. The Yang et al. (2021a) curve is based on the ob-
served SFH of bulge-dominated galaxies at z = 0.7–1.5
with the assumption of the bulge BHAR-SFR relation (Yang
et al. 2019), and thus this BHAD measurement is an indirect
method. The Yang et al. (2021a) BHAD should be consid-
ered as a lower limit, as it only accounts for the BH growth
within bulge-dominated galaxies. The other literature BHAD
curves are based on X-ray data (Ueda et al. 2014; Aird et al.
2015; Vito et al. 2018; Ananna et al. 2019), each including
a wide range of surveys (from wide-shallow to narrow-deep)
to completely sample the entire X-ray AGN population. The
X-ray measurements are compiled by Yang et al. (2021a), as-
suming the same radiation efficiency (ε = 0.1) as our MIRI-
based BHAD.

From Fig. 7, our MIRI-based BHAD roughly agrees with
the X-ray results at low redshifts of z . 3. However, the
X-ray BHAD curves drop sharply toward higher redshifts.
In contrast, our BHAD does not have significant evolution
at z ≈ 1–5. This difference in evolution leads to the fact



10 YANG ET AL.

that our BHAD is much higher than the X-ray values by ∼
0.5 dex at z & 3.

The results above indicate that MIRI detects a great num-
ber of AGN that are missed by X-ray observations. Indeed,
none of our z > 3 AGN/mixed objects are detected by the
Chandra X-ray observations (Nandra et al. 2015). This lack
of X-ray signals is likely due to heavy obscuration at high
redshifts (see §1). In the early universe, the obscuring gas
is likely more abundant and compact compared to low red-
shifts, resulting in a high column density that is capable of
heavily damping the X-ray emission (e.g., Gilli et al. 2022).
On the other hand, heavy AGN obscuration should be associ-
ated with high IR luminosities due to strong dust absorption
and re-emission following the energy-conservation law (§1).
This explains why MIRI is able to detect the X-ray missed
high-z AGN.

Now, we quantitatively constrain the X-ray obscuration
NH via a stacking analysis. We apply the same stacking
method of Yang et al. (2019) to our AGN at z = 3–5
(10 sources, all undetected in X-ray). In brief, this method
extracts X-ray count rates at the H-band position of each
source, and then convert the average count rate to the av-
erage LX (X-ray luminosity in rest-frame 2–10 keV). The
details of the stacking method are described in Sec. 2.4 of
Yang et al. (2019). For our high-z AGN sample, the stacked
LX is consistent with zero (likely due to our limited sample
size), having a 3σ upper limit of 2.7 × 1042 erg s−1. On the
hand, based on our fitted Ldisk (Fig. 6), we have estimated
an average intrinsic LX of 5.9 × 1043 erg s−1, assuming an
X-ray bolometric correction factor of 22.4 (e.g., Vasudevan
& Fabian 2007). From this expected intrinsic LX and the ob-
served 3σ upper limit of LX, we estimate a damping factor of
at least∼ 22 (5.9×1043 divided by 2.7×1042) for the AGN
X-ray radiation. To reach this level of obscuration, the NH

should be at least ∼ 2.0× 1024 cm−2,2 above the Compton-
thick threshold 1.5 × 1024 cm−2. Therefore, we conclude
that our MIRI-detected high-z AGN are heavily obscured in
X-ray on average. We have also applied the analysis above to
the sample of AGN and mixed sources (25 objects) at z = 3–
5, and reach a similar result. We note that it is infeasible
to directly infer X-ray NH from the obscuration estimated
from our SED fitting of the UV-to-IR photometry. This is be-
cause UV-to-IR radiation is dominantly reprocessed by dust,
while X-ray is dominantly reprocessed by gas (e.g., Hickox
& Alexander 2018). Actually, the skirtor2016 model we
used in SED fitting does not include any gas at all (Stalevski
et al. 2012, 2016), and thus we are not able to infer NH from
our SED modelling.

2 This is estimated with PIMMS, https://cxc.harvard.edu/toolkit/pimms.jsp
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Figure 6. Ldisk distributions for AGN (red, with fracAGN ≥ 0.5)
and mixed (blue, with 0.1 < fracAGN < 0.5) objects. Differ-
ent panels are from different redshift bins as labeled. The vertical
dashed lines indicate the typical knee luminosities from Shen et al.
(2020). The corresponding BHAR is also marked at the upper axis.
Ldisk is numerically equivalent to angle-averaged Lbol (see §3.2).

Fig. 7 also displays the redshift evolution of SFRD from
Madau & Dickinson (2014). In the plot, the SFRD is nu-
merically down-scaled by a factor of 2000, to roughly match
the X-ray-based BHAD peak at z ∼ 2. Qualitatively similar
to the BHAD measurements from X-ray data, the SFRD also
decreases at z & 2. This behavior leads to that the SFRD falls
below our BHAD at z & 3, indicating the BHAD/SFRD ratio
rises at high redshifts. This result poses a strong question to
theorists, as current simulations predict that the BHAD/SFR
ratio should drop (or at most remain constant) in the early
universe (e.g., Habouzit et al. 2021; Zhang et al. 2023). New
theoretical models are perhaps needed for more efficient BH
growth at high redshifts.

3.3. Caveats
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At high redshifts of z & 3, our MIRI-based BHAD values are sig-
nificantly higher than the corresponding X-ray measurements, but
are consistent with the Yang et al. (2021a) lower bound. The blue
curve represents SFRD (Madau & Dickinson 2014) down-scaled by
a factor of 2000, to roughly match the X-ray-based BHAD peak at
z ∼ 2.

Our work represents one of the first papers using
JWST/MIRI to search for obscured AGN. Currently, we are
still in the early stage of JWST operation, and thereby this
paper inevitably has some limitations, as we discuss below.

A major limitation of this work is the sample size, only a
total of 560 sources (433 SF, 102 mixed, and 25 AGN), over a
wide redshift range of z ≈ 0–5. This relatively small sample
size is due to the survey area we have, i.e., only four pointings
with a total area of 9 arcmin2. The sample sizes (especially
for AGN and mixed types) prevent us from studying the red-
shift evolution of the median SEDs (§3.1).

For the BHAD measurements (§3.2), the contributions
from rare luminous AGN (such as hot DOGs) are missed,
because our MIRI survey area is not sufficiently large to cap-
ture them. Indeed, most of our sources lie below the knee
luminosity (dashed lines in Fig. 6). For comparison, the
least luminous hot DOGs have Ldisk ∼ 1047erg s−1, above
the knee luminosity (e.g., Fan et al. 2016). In addition, our

sample does not include unobscured type 1 AGN, which is
also generally luminous, due to our limited survey area (see
§2.2). Therefore, the intrinsic BHAD might be higher than
our estimated values. However, we note that this bias actu-
ally strengthens our main conclusion, i.e., the BH growth in
the early universe is stronger than we thought based on X-ray
detections. On the faint side, our MIRI data could miss low-
luminosity AGN especially at high redshifts. For example,
all the sources at z > 3 have Ldisk & 1043 erg s−1 in Fig. 6.
Another AGN population we could miss is those mainly ob-
scured by galactic-scale dust (e.g., Gilli et al. 2022), of which
the reprocessed emission is beyond the MIRI wavelength
coverage (see §2.2). Such biases again go to the direction
of strengthening our main conclusion. From the discussion
above, the contributions from many AGN could be missed
in the MIRI-based BHAD measurements. Therefore, our es-
timation effectively serves as a lower-limit constraint to the
intrinsic complete BHAD.

Another limitation of this work is the lack of secure spec-
z for most sources in our sample, especially the high-z
AGN/mixed objects which are crucial to our main results.
Although the photo-z quality appears high (§2.3), the spec-z
sources used in this quality assessment are all at low redshifts
of z < 3 (see Fig. 2). To have a rough evaluation of the qual-
ity at high redshifts, we compare the photo-z of our z > 3

sources versus the CANDELS-EGS photo-z (Stefanon et al.
2017). Only 1 (out of 36) sources have fractional differences
> 15%, indicating that our selected high-z sample is also
supported by the CANDELS-EGS work. The difference be-
tween our z > 3 BHAD and the X-ray measurements are
∼ 0.5 dex (Fig. 7). Therefore, if this large difference were
due to photo-z errors, most (& 70%) of our photo-z estima-
tions for our high-z sources would have to be spurious.

Finally, our SED-based method is model dependent. It
is possible that our adopted IR models (see §2.2) are not
suitable especially for MIRI-selected high-z objects, because
these sources are at a low mid-IR flux level that has not been
well studied. For example, if the 3.3 µm PAH feature is
exceptionally strong, the observed MIRI SED of a z ≈ 4–
5 object could be very red and thereby misclassified as an
AGN (e.g., Magnelli et al. 2008). This is because the rest-
frame 3.3 µm is shifted to F1800W or F2100W (our reddest
MIRI bands). To address this potential issue, we re-perform
our analyses but discarding the F1800W and F2100W data.
The resulting BHAD is consistent with the value based on
all MIRI bands, still significantly higher than the X-ray mea-
surements at z ≈ 4–5. Therefore, the possible model un-
certainties about 3.3 µm PAH are unlikely to affect our main
conclusion qualitatively.

4. SUMMARY AND FUTURE PROSPECTS
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In this work, we have performed SED analysis for a MIRI-
detected sample in the CEERS survey. Our main results are
summarized below.

• Our analyses are based on the four MIRI red point-
ings of the CEERS survey (∼ 9 arcmin2). From the
CEERS MIRI catalog, we have selected sources with
at least two MIRI-band S/N > 3, and compiled other
multiwavelength (UV-to-IRAC 4) photometry from the
CANDELS catalog. We have a total of 560 MIRI-
detected sources.

• We have performed SED modelling for the 560 sources
with CIGALE. In this procedure, we have fitted the
redshift and other source properties (e.g., stellar e-
folding time and age) simultaneously. We compared
our results to the available spec-z of 29 objects in the
CANDELS-EGS catalog. We found σNMAD = 0.032

and no outliers with > 15% uncertainties, indicating
our photo-z estimate is robust. Based on the best-fit
fracAGN (fractional AGN luminosity at rest-frame 3–
30 µm), we have classified each source into SF, mixed,
and AGN, respectively.

• We have derived median rest-frame SEDs for the three
types using MIRI photometry. The median SF SED
has a similar broad shape compared to local SF galax-
ies, but the PAH features appear to be weaker, proba-
bly due to the broad wavelength coverage of the MIRI
filters and/or redshift uncertainties. The median AGN
SED is very close to the typical SEDs of Hot DOGs
and Seyfert 2s, suggesting they are intrinsically the
same type of objects, i.e., actively accreting but ob-
scured black holes. We publicly release our median
SEDs along with this paper.

• We have studied cosmic BH accretion history by esti-
mating the BHAD as a function of redshift based on
our classified AGN (and mixed) type of sources. The
result agrees with the X-ray measurements at z . 3.
However, our MIRI-based BHAD becomes signifi-
cantly higher than the latter toward higher redshifts,
and the difference is ∼ 0.5 dex at z & 3. We inter-
pret this difference as that MIRI is able to detect many
heavily obscured AGN in the early universe.

With the accumulation of total JWST observing time, there
will be more and more archival MIRI imaging data suitable
for such studies as this work. This will effectively address
the potential issues related to the small sample size, and also
allows studying the redshift evolution of the median SEDs

(§3.3). Future MIRI/MRS follow-up observations of the
imaging-selected SF/AGN targets will also be useful: MRS
can reveal the redshift evolution of PAH strength among SF
galaxies (§3.1); MRS can provide secure spectroscopic red-
shifts for our high-z AGN candidates, essentially testing our
conclusion of the BHAD excess compared to X-ray measure-
ments (§3.2).

An alternative approach to probe AGN at high redshifts is
mining the existing JWST spectroscopic database (e.g., NIR-
Spec Multi-Object Spectroscopy and NIRCam grism slitless
spectroscopy), many of which target high-z galaxy candi-
dates. Based on the spectra, the presence of AGN can be
identified by searching for broad emission lines and/or nar-
row high-ionization lines (e.g., Cleri et al. 2022; Kocevski
et al. 2023). The spectroscopic selections can potentially
probe AGN at the highest redshifts. For example, the recent
work of Larson et al. (2023) reported a broad-line AGN at
z = 8.679, the earliest BH discovered so far.
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