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ABSTRACT

We have exploited the large area coverage of the combinedB8R&IUIltra Deep Survey
(UDS) and Subaru/XMM-Newton Deep Survey (SXDS) to searahbfight Lyman-break
galaxies (LBGs) at > 5. Using the available optical+near-infrared photometrgftaiently
exclude low-redshift contaminants, we identify nine> 5 LBG candidates brighter than
z' 4p = 25 within the 0.6 square degree overlap region between the U@ @ata release
(EDR) and the optical coverage of the SXDS. Accounting ftectén incompleteness, we es-
timate the corresponding surface densitg of 5 LBGs withz’ 4 g < 25 to be0.005 £ 0.002
per square arcmin. Modelling of the optical+near-infrapbdtometry constrains the candi-
dates’ redshifts to lie in the randel < z < 5.9, and provides estimates for their stellar
masses. Although the stellar mass estimates are indilyduatertain, a stacking analysis
suggests that the typical stellar mass of the LBG candidates x 10'° M which, if con-
firmed, places them amongst the most massive galaxies tiyrkeown atz > 5. It is found
that ACDM structure formation can produce sufficient numbers ok daatter halos at > 5

to accommodate our estimated number density of massive lfBQsdausible values ofg
and the ratio of stellar to dark matter. Moreover, it is fotinat recent galaxy formation mod-
els can also account for the existence of such massive galaki > 5. Finally, no evidence
is found for the existence of LBGs with stellar masses in sxag~ 3 x 10! M, at this
epoch, despite the large co-moving volume surveyed.
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1 INTRODUCTION made the largest contribution to our understanding of hégtshift
galaxies. Analysis of the Hubble deep fields, the GOODS fjelds
and in particular the Hubble ultra-deep field (HUDF), has ted
the identification of hundreds @f-drop galaxy candidates at faint
(2850 > 26') magnitudes (e.g. Bouwens et al. 2006; Malhotra et
al. 2005; Bunker et al. 2004; Dickinson et al. 2004). As a eens
guence, we now have a vastly improved understanding of tha-ga
ies which undoubtedly dominate the star-formation densitihe
Universe during the epoch immediately following reionisat

However, although HST has greatly advanced our knowledge
of high-redshift galaxies, the various HST deep fields siffiem

The increasing availability of survey fields with deep multi
wavelength data has led to so-called “dropout” techniqee®in-
ing established for photometrically identifying high-sidft galax-
ies. At redshifts ot ~ 6 itis now standard practice to select galaxy
candidates using thie-drop technique, a straightforward extension
of the Lyman-break method pioneeredzat~ 3 by Guhathakurta,
Tyson & Majewski (1990) and Steidel & Hamilton (1992). Withi
this context, the unique combination of depth and image-qual
ity provided by the Hubble Space Telescope (HST) has arguabl
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one fundamental weakness. Crucially, their small area. (bg
HUDF covers~13 square arcmin) makes them subject to signif-
icant cosmic variance (Somerville et al. 2004) and complete-
suitable for investigating the most luminous, rarest disidadeed,
of the many hundreds af—drop galaxies identified in the deep
HST fields, only one hasgsso < 25 (SBM03#3, spectroscopically
confirmed atz: = 5.78; Bunker et al. 2003). This is an important
shortcoming because accurately determining the numbeitgierf
massive galaxies at high-redshift & 5) has the potential to place
important new constraints on galaxy formation models, dnGyr
after the Big Bang. From an observational perspective, desar
that what is required is a combination of both depth and larga
coverage.

In this respect, the study af ~ 6 LBGs in the Subaru Deep
Field (SDF; Maihara et al. 2001) by Shimasaku et al. (200pgis
haps the most notable. Based on deep Subaru optical imaging ¢
ering 767 square arcmin, Shimasaku et al. identified twelighb
LBGs with z’-band magnitudes in the range 254 <26.6, pho-
tometrically selected to lie in the redshift rang® < z < 6.2.
Moreover, by using two medium-band filtersg( and zr) which
divide the Subaruw’-prime filter in half, Shimasaku et al. gained
crucial information on the UV slope of their high-redshifindi-
dates. As a consequence, Shimasaku et al. were able tozetagt
clean sample, which should have negligible contaminatiomf
low-redshift interlopers. In addition, Ota et al. (2005)fpemed
a search for’< 26 LBGs over a sky area of 1 square degree in
the SXDS field, using a primary selection criterion'of 2’ > 1.5.
However, Ota et al. were only able to strongly constrain théase
density of LBG candidates at > 25, because at brighter magni-
tudes their lack of near-infrared data made it impossibkxtdude
significant contamination from low-redshift interlopeend cool
galactic stars in particular. Finally, it should be notedttthere is
already evidence for a large populationzof- 6 galaxies at fainter
z'—band magnitudes within the SXDS/UDS field. Using a combi-
nation of the broad’—band SXDS imaging and a narrow band fil-
ter \c = 8150,&), Ouchi et al. (2005) identified 515 potential &y
emitters (LAEs) within the redshift interval65 < z < 5.75, over
an area of one square degree. Further deep optical spexqiyosc
subsequently confirmed eight LAEs at~ 5.7 with asymmetric
Lya emission lines. However, the LAEs detected by Ouchi et al.
are fainter ¢’ > 25) than the objects identified in this study (and
presumably have lower mass).

In this paper we exploit two crucial advantages of the com-
bined SXDS/UDS data-set to explore a new area of LBG paramete
space at > 5. Firstly, the overlap region between the SXDS and
the UDS EDR is> 2.5 times larger than the SDE<(0.6 square de-
grees), offering the prospect of identifying the rarest 5 LBGs
with 2’ < 25. Secondly, the near-infrared data from the UDS EDR
allows us to effectively clean the sample of low-redshifbtzoni-
nants, and to obtain stellar mass estimates for the LBG dates$.
The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we ghveet
review of the optical and near-infrared data currently ladé in
the SXDS/UDS field. In Section 3 we outline the criteria aéopt
for selecting thé < z < 6 galaxy candidates, and discuss the pos-
sible sources of contamination. In Section 4 we presentdabilts
of our modelling of the candidates’ spectral energy distidns
(SEDs). In Section 5 we estimate the number densities ofimgass
LBGs atz > 5 and compare with the predictions of current galaxy
formation models. In Section 6 we compare our results witisé¢h
in the recent literature, before presenting our conclisionSec-
tion 7. Throughout the paper we adopt the following cosmglog
Ho = 70 km s *Mpc™!, Q.. = 0.3, Qs = 0.7. When referring

to thei andz—band filters;” andz’ specifically refer to the Subaru
filters, whereassi4 andzsso are the equivalent HST filters.

2 THE DATA

In this paper we identify potential massive galaxies at mégtshift

by combining optical data from the Subaru telescope withr-nea
infrared data from the UK Infrared Telescope (UKIRT). Theicgl

data were taken as part of the Subaru/XMM-Newton Deep Survey
(Sekiguchi et al. 2005) while the near-infrared data has bakeen
from the early-data release (Dye et al. 2006) of the UKIRTdréd
Deep Sky Survey (Lawrence et al. 2006). The properties df bot
data-sets are briefly outlined below.

2.1 The Subaru/XMM-Newton Deep Survey

The Subaru/XMM-Newton Deep survey (SXDS) primarily cotssis
of optical and X-ray imaging covering an area-ofl.3 square de-
grees, centred on RA=02:18:00, Dec=-05:00:00 (J2000)dtt-a
tion, the SXDS field has IRAC and MIPS data from the Spitzer
SWIRE survey (Lonsdale et al. 2003), deep 1.4 GHz radio ob-
servations from the VLA (Simpson et al. 2006a) and 850-nmicro
sub-mm observations from SCUBA (Mortier et al. 2005). Of pri
mary concern for this study is the deep optical imaging offitsie
undertaken with Suprime-Cam (Miyazaki et al. 2002) on Subar
The optical imaging consists of 5 over-lapping Suprime-@aint-
ings, and covers an areaof 1.3 square degrees. The whole field
has been imaged in thBV Ri’%’ filters, to typical50 depths of

B =275V = 267, R = 27.0,7 = 26.8 andz’ = 25.9

(2" —diameter apertures).

2.2 The UKIDSS Ultra Deep Survey

The Ultra Deep Survey (UDS) is one of five near-infrared sysve
being undertaken with WFCAM (Casali et al. 2006, in prepargt

on UKIRT, which together comprise the UKIRT Infrared Deefy Sk
Survey (UKIDSS). The UDS will take seven years to complete, a
will provide ultra-deep/ H K imaging of a 0.8 square degree area
(centred on the SXDS field), tr point-source limits of/ = 26.0,

H = 254 and K = 25.0. The UDS early-data release consists of
the first twelve hours of K imaging data and reachés limits of

J =225 and K = 22.5 within a 2’ —diameter aperture. For this
paper we have used an improved version of stacking and gatlo
extraction constructed by the current authors, ratherttiadefault
version in the WFCAM Science Archive. This will be describied
Foucaud et al (2006). The authors of this paper are also nrsmbe
of the UKIDSS consortium, so we intend that our improvedistac
ing and source extraction will be made available to help teebig
the final WSA database. Due to a small change in the UDS field
centre shortly after the beginning of the survey, the curteR
imaging is not uniform over the entire 0.8 square degree. fiedah-
sequently, for the purposes of this paper, we restrict oalyars to
the 0.6 square degree central region which has unifofid data
and optical Subaru coverage.

3 HIGH-REDSHIFT CANDIDATE SELECTION

Our sample of bright LBGs at > 5 was initially selected from
the Subaru optical imaging, followed by SED fitting of the Sub
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Table 1.Names, optical positions arx¥ —diameter aperture photometry for the final nine high-reftit#G candidates (quoted limits afer). The consistent
image quality of the optical+near-infrared data (0FWHM<0.8") means that differential aperture corrections betweembane small€ 0.1 magni-
tudes). All aperture magnitudes have been confirmed mantaatiheck for errors in the original catalogue photometoufobjects (MCD2, MCD5, MCD8

& MCD9) have photometry calculated inla6’’ —diameter aperture to avoid possible contamination fronthyesources (as a result we note that formally
MCD9 has a colour of2 — 2’ = 2.90 + 0.27, rather thanRk — 2z’ > 3.0). Although the majority of the aperture photometry in thendz’ filters has S/N

> 10, a minimum error of 0.1 magnitudes was adopted during the iy process to account for possible zero-point errors.

Source  RA(J2000) DEC(J2000) B \% R i’ 2! J K
MCD1 02:16:27.81 —04:55:34.1 > 29.25 > 28.40 > 28.70 27.33 +0.31 24.63 £0.07 > 24.28 24.22 +0.73
MCD2 02:16:57.29 —-04:52:00.8 >29.49 > 28.64 2892+0.74 26.31 +0.11 25.044+0.08 24.20+0.60 23.99 & 0.52
MCD3 02:17:02.70 —04:56:59.3 > 29.25 > 28.40 > 28.70 26.15+0.11 24.63 +£0.07 23.71+0.51 23.374+0.39
MCD4 02:17:02.90 —-05:23:17.3 >29.25 > 28.40 > 28.70 26.09 £ 0.10 24.63 £0.07 > 24.28 23.68 £+ 0.50
MCD5 02:18:26.56 —05:01:51.0 > 29.49 > 28.64 > 28.94 26.35+0.11  25.00 £0.07 24.15+0.58 23.53 +0.37
MCD6 02:18:47.30 —05:21:04.9 >29.25 > 2840 2838+0.60 25.40+0.06 24.254+0.05 23.89+0.57 23.99 & 0.62
MCD7 02:18:53.20 —04:40:40.5 > 29.25 > 28.40 > 28.70 25.96 +0.10 24.64 £0.07 24.28+0.75 23.174+0.34
MCD8 02:19:00.46 —04:44:58.7 >29.49 > 2864 27.544+0.26 25.39+0.05 24.36 +0.04 > 24.52 > 24.51
MCD9 02:19:04.30 —04:47:55.2 >29.49 > 2864 27.524+0.26 25.67+0.06 24.624+0.05 23.92+0.49 23.91+0.49

aru+UDS data to isolate robust candidates. The opticattefe
criteria were as follows:

o 2/ <25
e non-detection€ 20) in the B andV —bands
e R—2 >3

The magnitude cut at’ < 25 was chosen to fully exploit the area
of the UDS, and to isolate the most luminous/massive 5 galax-

ies which cannot be studied using smaller-area surveyshémr
more, from a practical point of view, for objects with > 25 the
shape of the SED long-ward of thé—band cannot be properly
constrained (with the early-release UDS data), making piasa
sible to identify robust candidates (see Section 3.2). Hogire-
ments for non-detections in the andV —bands, together with a
red R — 2z’ > 3 colour, are designed to ensure our selection func-
tion has a sharp low-redshift cut-off at = 5. At z > 5 both
the B andV —bands sample rest-frame wavelengths short-ward of
Lya, and any genuine high-redshift LBGs should not be detedted a
> 20 significance in these bands. Moreover, in the redshiftvater

5 < z < 6 the Subaru? andz’ —filters bracket the onset of absorp-
tion by the Ly forest, and simulations demonstrate that a colour-
cutof R— 2’ > 3 effectively excludes galaxies at< 5. Finally, it
should be noted that during the optical selection procesdidveot
actually impose the standatée-drop criterion. The reason for this
is that the standard colour cut (i%:14 — zs50 > 1.3; Bunker et al.
2004) can exclude galaxies in the redshift rafidge< z < 5.5. In
contrast, for the purposes of this study, we are interest@utlud-

ing all possible candidates at> 5, which is better achieved using
the R — 2’ > 3 colour-cut. However, as can be seen from Table 1,
all of the final nine LBG candidates satisfy— 2" > 1.0, fully
consistent with the expected colourszof 5 LBGs in the Subaru
filter set.

3.1 Optical+near-infrared model fitting

Following the application of the initial optical selecti@niteria,
the next step in the selection process was to analyse eaeh-pot
tial candidate with our template-fitting photometric reiflsbode
(Cirasuolo et al. 2006, in preparation), which is largelgdzh on
the public packagelYPERZ (Bolzonella, Miralles & Pelld6 2000).
The photometric redshift for each galaxy is computed bynfitthe
observed multi-wavelengthRV Ri’z’ JK) photometry with syn-
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thetic galaxy templates. We adopt the stellar populatioritssis
models of Bruzual & Charlot (2003) for the galaxy templates,
suming a Salpeter initial mass function (IMF) with a lowedap-
per mass cutoff of 0.1 and 10d, respectively. Both instantaneous
burst and exponentially declining star formation modelsith &-
folding times in the rang8.1 < 7(Gyr) < 15 —were included, all
with fixed solar metallicity. The code accounts for dust exudg
by following the Calzetti et al. (2000) obscuration law vifitiihe
range0 < Ay < 10, and accounts for Lyman series absorption
due to the HI clouds in the inter galactic medium accordinth&e
Madau (1995) prescription. In addition to the best-fittilgp{pmet-
ric redshift, the code also returns best-fit values for: S§ietage,
mass and reddening.

In addition to providing redshift and stellar mass estiraate
the principle reason for performing the optical+nearangéd SED
fits was to clean the sample of low-redshift interlopers. iEe
application of the optical selection criteria describea\ab pro-
duced an initial sample of 74 candidates. By making full ue o
the extra information provided by the near-infrared UDSagdé6
members of this initial sample were eventually excludedoas |
redshift contaminants. The names, positions and photgrfatthe
final nine LBG candidates are listed in Table 1, and the fitbéirt
optical+near-infrared photometry are shown in Fig 1. In mlegt
section we discuss in detail the potential sources of cantztion,
and the strategies adopted for excluding them from the farajge.

3.2 Sources of contamination

In the current study there are three types of contaminanishvere
of potential concern: ultra-cool galactic stars (M, L or Talfg),
extremely red objects (EROs) at~ 1 and high-redshift quasars.
It is important to develop strategies for excluding thesetam-
inants based on their optical+near-infrared SEDs becaudie
previous HST studies, ground-based resolution makes ibésip
ble to exclude stellar and QSO contaminants on the basisind be
spatially unresolved.

3.2.1 Ultra-cool galactic stars

Due to the~ 0.8” FWHM resolution of the available ground-
based imaging of the SXDS/UDS field, high-redshift LBGs ate e
pected to be unresolved point sources. Consequently, tspect
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Figure 1. The best-fitting SEDs to the photometry of the final nine LB@didates (see Table 1) in numerical order, horizontallynfithe top left. The
best-fitting parameters are listed in Table 2. The lower lsstow the value of2 for the fits as a function of photometric redshift (margisedi over all other

free parameters).

of significant contamination of the final sample by ultra{agelac-
tic stars is potentially serious. Ultra-cool galactic stévl, L or T
dwarfs) perfectly mimic the redshifted SEDs of> 5 LBGs in
the optical (Hewett et al. 2006), and would certainly pagdmitial
optical selection criteria. Consequently, in order to edel stel-
lar contaminants it is necessary to rely on the fact thaadtol
galactic stars exhibit reddef — .J colours than genuine > 5
LBGs. To quantify this we used the library of spectra maimtdi
by Sandy Leggett to calculate the likely colours of M, L and T

2 www.jach.hawaii.edu/skl

dwarfs in the Suprime-Cam+WFCAM filter set. This process re-
vealed that we could efficiently exclude the cooler L and T idsva
from the final sample by rejecting any potential candidatéctvh
was detected in the UDS EDR—band imaging at> 20 signifi-
cance. This is because the réd- J > 1.5 colours typical of L and
T dwarfs means that, at < 25, they should be significant{ 30)
detections in the EDRI—band imaging. However, unfortunately
the potential for contamination by M dwarfs is much more gign
cant. Due to the fact that none of the final nine LBG candidates
formally detected in the/—band (all< 20 detections), the limits
on theirz’ — J colours are typically’ — J < 1.0, compatible with
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Figure 2. BVRi’z' JK and3.6um postage stamp images of the stacked data for all nine ofrthkhiigh-redshift LBG candidates. Each stamp is twentyesrcs
square (except th& 6um stamp which is ten arcsec square), and is displayed usireyssgale which is a linear streteh3o around the mean sky level. The
name of the filter is shown in the bottom-left corner of eaemyt, and the position of the stacked LBG candidate is higtdid) using an arrow.

those of M dwarfs with’ — 2’ > 1.0. To tackle this issue, as part
of the SED fitting we used the available M dwarf spectra (spéct
types M1 to M9) as templates to fit the LBG candidates’ photom-
etry. For seven of the nine final candidates, using galaxplaies
produced significantly better fits to the LBG photometry (€ad)
than could be achieved with the M dwarf templates. Howear, f
two of the final candidates (MCD2 & MCD3) the M dwarf SED fits
were of comparable quality to those achieved with> 5 galaxy
templates. Consequently, it remains possible that thes®lbjects
are M dwarf contaminants. However, we have chosen to keep the
in the final sample because> 5 LBG templates provide a very
good fit to their photometry and, even including these tweotsj,

a stacking analysis suggests the final candidate list of otijects

is not heavily contaminated by M dwarf stars.

3.22 Sacking analysis

In order to confirm that the final sample of nine LBG candidates
is not heavily contaminated by galactic M-dwarf stars, vaeked
(averaged) the images of the final nine candidates in allablai
bands. Postage stamp images centred on the stack of alligime h
redshift LBG candidates in th8V Ri’'z’ JK and 3.6:m Spitzer
bands are shown in Fig 2, and the SED fit to the stacked photpmet
is shown in Fig 3.

SWIRE data, the stack does provide a marginal .50 detection
(ms.c = 24.0£0.5), entirely consistent with a prediction based on
the individual SED fits shown in Fig 1. Crucially, if the finam-
didate list consisted largely of ultra-cool galactic sténsre would
be no detection at 3.6n.

There is one final comparison which can be performed using
the stacked data to provide further information on the bdlig of
our selection technique. As previously mentioned, in theOBS
CDFS field there is one bright > 5 LBG known with zg5o < 25
(SBMO03#03), spectroscopically confirmed to be at= 5.78 by
Bunker et al. (2003). This object is the only high-redshiBG
within the deep HST survey fields which is comparable in krigh
ness to the candidates selected here. In the right-hantigfdrig 3
we show the photometry for this object, together with our SED
fit. Reassuringly, our SED fit accurately recovers the spsctpic
redshift ¢,not = 5.7 £ 0.1) using best-fitting model parameters
very similar to those required to fit the photometry of oureniigh-
redshift LBG candidates. Moreover, it can clearly be seemfr
Fig 3 that the SEDs of SBMG203 and our LBG stack are very
similar, providing additional evidence that our final catate list
is robust.

3.23 Extremely red objects

Several points regarding the stacked image and accompany-Based solely on our optical selection criteria, contanimetf the

ing SED fit are noteworthy. Firstly, due to the exizd magnitude
in depth achieved by stacking, it is possible to confirm timat t
average SED of the final candidates is robustly undetectélein
bluest optical bands t2o limits of B = 29.5 andV = 28.7. Sec-
ondly, the colours of the LBG stack aie— 2’ = 1.28 4 0.14
andz’ — J = 0.22 £ 0.35. An M-dwarf star withi’ — 2’ = 1.3

is expected to have’ — J ~ 1.0, significantly redder than the
2" — J colour of the LBG stack. This alone is enough to strongly
suggest that the final candidate list is not heavily contateith
by M-dwarfs, and is confirmed by the fact that the best-fit ® th
stackedBV Ri’z' JK photometry using an M-dwarf template can
be confidently excludedXx? = 25). Moreover, although each of
the final nine candidates is individually undetected in ttéuf

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 000-000

final sample by EROs at ~ 1 is possible if the 4008 break is
confused with the Lyman break. However, given the extrarméo
tion from the UDS EDR near-infrared data, we can be confident
that ERO contamination is not an issue. As can be seen fror,Fig
none of the final nine candidates displays a problematicraage
acy between plausible solutions at low and high redshitha@uigh

an alternative photometric redshift solutionzat~ 1 inevitably
exists for each candidate, in every case the low-redshifitisa
can be excluded ap 99.9% confidence £ x> > 18). This is con-
firmed by our SED fit to the stacked LBG photometry (Fig 3) which
shows the ERO solution at ~ 1 to be completely unacceptable
(Ax? = 75). This clear separation between high and low-redshift
solutions is particularly notable given that during the Stifbing
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Figure 3. The left-hand panel shows the best-fitting SED to the stagkedometry of the final nine high-redshift LBG candidatesieldo the extra depth
provided by stacking, the SED of the LBG stack includes adfiete at3.6,.m from the SWIRE survey data. Furthermore, the LBG stack iesnandetected

in the B andV —bands talo limits of B = 30.25 andV = 29.45. As discussed in the text, the SED of the LBG stack is not cdilvipawith that of az ~ 1
ERO or an ultra-cool galactic star, strongly suggestingttiefinal LBG candidate list is not heavily contaminatede Tight-hand panel shows our SED fit to
the brightest LBG known in the GOODS CDFS (SMB#83) which has a spectroscopic redshiftzof= 5.78 (Bunker et al. 2003), where the photometry has
been taken from the GOODS MUSIC catalogue (Grazian et abR@ur SED fit recovers the spectroscopic redsh)jft,; = 5.7 £ 0.1, and has an age and

stellar massH x 1010 M) very similar to the SED fit performed by Eyles et
provides further evidence of the reliability of our seleatitechnique.

process, extreme values of intrinsic reddenifig{ Ay < 10)
were fully explored.

From a more empirical perspective, we have also investi-
gated the potential for contamination using a sample of 3715
R— K > 5.3 (Vega) EROs with & —band limit of K;,: < 22.2,
selected from the same data-set as our LBG candidates (&mps
et al. 2006b). Within this sample there are 2140 EROs withigho
metric redshifts in the rang@8 < 2 < 1.4 andz’ < 25. As ex-
pected, none of these EROs display a statistically acckeppdin-
tometric redshift solution at > 5. The fundamental reason for
this is that none of them have the blue SED slope long-wartief t
Z'—band displayed by our final > 5 LBG candidates. Perhaps
the most convincing evidence for this comes from the SED ef th
stacked photometry of all nine > 5 LBG candidates (Figs 2 &
3), which has a colour of’ — K = 0.73 &£ 0.25. For compari-
son, the averag€ — K colour ofz ~ 1 EROs in the UDS field is
2 — K = 2.32+0.32 (where the quoted uncertainty is the standard
deviation).

3.24 High-redshift quasars

High-redshift quasars in the redshift rarigé < z < 6.5 have pre-
dicted:’ — 2" andz’ — J colours which are comparable with those of
our final nine LBG candidates (Willott et al. 2005). Howeveone

of the final candidates are detected in the d@éep- 12 keV band
X-ray imaging of the SXDS with XMM-Newton. The sensitivity
of the XMM-Newton SXDS observations varies somewhat over th
SXDS field, but the typical X-ray flux upper limits imply X-rdy-
minosity limits of ~ (5 — 10) x 10** erg s* (rest-frame energy
band~ 1 — 70 keV). Moreover, based on the latest constraints on
the QSO luminosity function at ~ 6 (Willott et al. 2005), con-
tamination of our sample from high-redshift QSOs is expa:tte

al. (2009 eBimilarity between the SEDs of the LBG stack and SMB03

be minimal (conservativelx 1 QSO is anticipated with’ < 25
over the SXDS/UDS field).

3.25 Lensing

Finally, given that we have deliberately selected the heghob-
jects of their type at > 5, it is important to at least consider the
possibility that some of the final LBG candidates may be ldnse
The first scenario to consider is the prospect of moderatdiamp
fication due to a lensing geometry where the LBG candidages li
outside the Einstein radii of lensing objects along the-bifisight.

If we model the potential lens as a single isothermal sphben

the amplification is . = ﬁ wheref is the Einstein radius
Ok 47r("TV)2%LSS, ov is the velocity dispersion of the lens-
ing galaxy, Ds is the angular diameter distance of the source and
Dy s is the angular diameter distance of the source from the lens.
Four of the final nine LBG candidates have nearby companions
within 2.5” of the line-of-sight, which could potentially produce
amplification via lensing. To investigate this we have eated

the velocity dispersions and consequent amplificationHesé ob-
jects, using their photometric redshifts and thg — oy corre-
lation atz ~ 0 from Bernardi et al. (2003). This calculation re-
veals that none of the companion objects are compatible vaith

ing ov > 100 km s™*, and that any amplification from lensing is
therefore small (i.ex < 1.1).

The second scenario to consider is the prospect of high am-
plification due to extremely close alignment along the lafiesight
between the LBG candidates and potential lensing objectsein
foreground. Although difficult to rule-out completely, themark-
ably clean nature of the LBG candidates’ optical photomstry-
gests that it is quite unlikely. For the > 5 LBG candidates the
largest cross-section for lensing occursat: 0.8. Consequently,
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Figure 4. The R— 2’ versusz’ — J colour-colour plane. The final nine high-
redshift LBG candidates are shown as filled circles (sméitefs have been
applied to several of the candidates to prevent overlappifiee filled star
shows the location of the stacked LBG photometry. The opelarss are

R — K > 5.3 (Vega) EROs selected from the UDS EDR (Simpson et al.
2006b) which are undetected in tH® and VV—bands and have’—band
magnitudes in the same range as the LBG candidates:(z’ < 25). The
shaded area shows the locus of M, L and T dwarfs (light, medindhdark
grey shading respectively) based on the data of Hawley €2@02) and
West, Walkowicz & Hawley (2005).

if we consider anl.* elliptical atz = 0.8 as the potential lens, we
can predict that it would have apparent magnitude&’of 19.9,

V ~ 25.5andB ~ 26.6 (assumingM;; = —22.9; Pozzetti et al.
2003). These magnitudes are completely incompatible vaibise
of the stack of the final nine LBG candidates, which is undetkc
to 20 limits of B = 29.5 andV = 28.7, and has & —band mag-
nitude of K = 23.86 £0.23. Consequently, the average luminosity
of any potential lensing objects would have tob@ 03 L* to avoid
detection in the stacked photometry, which leads us to caedhat
the probability of lensing is negligible.

3.2.6 Colour-colour selection

Finally, for completeness, in Fig 4 we show the location effinal

nine high-redshift LBG candidates on tli& — 2’ versusz’ — J
colour-colour plane. Also shown in Fig 4 is the locus of M, ldanh
dwarfs and those EROs from Simpson et al. (2006b) whichfgatis
our selection criteria of being undetected in theand V —bands,
and have’ —band magnitudes in the same range as the LBG can-
didates 24 < 2’ < 25). Although Fig 4 suggests that traditional
colour-colour selection based dd — 2/ > 3 andz’ — J < 1
would successful isolate our high-redshift LBG candiddtesn
low-redshift EROs, it also illustrates the potential fomtamina-
tion by M dwarf stars (as discussed in Section 3.2.1). Howeve
once again, the location of the stacked LBG photometry on the
R — 2’ versusz’ — J plane strongly suggests that the final LBG
candidate list is not significantly contaminated by lowsteift in-
terlopers. For the purposes of obtaining a robust samplegbf h
redshift LBG candidates, Fig 4 further emphasises the itapoe

of modelling the full BV Ri’2' JK SEDs, using both galaxy and
stellar templates, rather than relying on simple colodowoselec-
tion.
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4 MODELLING RESULTS

In Table 2 we list the best-fitting galaxy template paranseter
sulting from the optical+near-infrared SED fits to each & fimal
nine high-redshift LBG candidates (as illustrated in FigAl) of
the candidates have best-fitting photometric redshifthénrange
5.1 < z < 5.9, validating our original selection criteria. Moreover,
as previously discussed, none of the candidates displajeuaip
ble low-redshift solution, despite the fact that an extreargge of
intrinsic reddening@ < Ay < 10) was explored during the SED
fitting process. This is potentially crucial because, aslidgted
by Dunlop, Cirasuolo & McLure (2006), it is possible to coséu
extremely dusty y ~ 4 — 6) low-redshift objects with genuine
high-redshift galaxies if the range of reddening exploredaon-
strained to moderate values (edy < 2).

4.1 Ages and reddening

Although the age of the Universe atr~ 5 (1.1 Gyrs) was not used
as a prior in the model fitting, reassuringly the best-fitéggs for
all the final nine candidates naturally satisfy this constrand are
consistent with formation redshifts in the rargé < z¢.. < 9.0.
As is expected given the LBG selection criteria, there is vie e
dence in our sample for substantial amounts of reddenintgeld,
the range of reddening displayed by our sample(Ay < 1) is
perfectly consistent with that found for LBGsat- 3 by Shapley
etal. (2001).

4.2 Stellar masses

By concentrating exclusively on the brightest € 25) candidates,
this study was designed to investigate the most massive L&Gs
z > 5. The success of this policy can be seen from Table 2, which
shows that six of the nine final candidates have estimatdidrste
masseg 5 x 10'° M, and five have estimated masges0!! M.

If these stellar mass estimates are accurate, then the LB@-ca
dates are among the most massive galaxies yet discovereelsat t
redshifts (see discussion in Section 5), and are compatalite
highest stellar masses found for LBGszat~ 3 by Shapley et
al. (2001), who also adopted a Salpeter IMF. In fact, theskast
mass estimates suggest that several of:thee 5 LBG candidates
have already built-up a stellar mass comparable with, Mtoday
(~ 10'* My; Cole et al. 2001).

However, given the current depth of the near-infrared data
from the UDS EDR, and the fact that the SWIRE data covering
the UDS field is not deep enough to individually detect the LBG
candidates, it is clear that on an object-by-object bagssthllar
mass estimates must be regarded with some caution. Thes$ivsgt i
to consider is the range of stellar masses which are all@naibhin
the SED templates we have adopted to fit the optical+neearad
photometry. By identifying the SED templates with the loteesd
highest masses which still provide a statistically acdaptdit to
the observed photometry (conservativély? < 10, marginalised
over all other free parameters), we have calculated thevabite
stellar mass range for each of the LBG candidates (Tablet}. T
calculation reveals that the photometry of most of the LB&d¢a
dates can be acceptably reproduced (although with a wdrsby
SED templates with a factor af 3 less stellar mass.

In addition, there is also the added uncertainty introdumned
the choice of a specific IMF. For the SED fits presented in this p
per we have made the standard choice of adopting a Salpeker IM
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Table 2. The best-fitting parameters from the optical+near-inflaBED fitting. Columns list the name, SED templat€, primary redshift solutionlo
redshift range, extinction, age, stellar mass and alloviglths mass range (see text for discussion). Although a wadge of different starformation histories
were considered, in all cases the best-fitting SED templateeither 1=instantaneous burst or 2=exponential decaginf@dolding timer = 0.3 Gyr). The
photometry for the two objects highlighted with*asymbol can be fitted with an M dwarf stellar template with a panablex?, and these objects cannot be

firmly ruled out as possible stellar contaminants.

Source SED x? z Az Ay Age/Myr LogM/Mg) AM

MCD1 1 2.6 5.85 5.76 z <6.20 0.0 57 10.3 10.3 < M < 10.8
MCD2 1 25 538 50& 2<556 0.8 57 10.8 10.3 <M < 10.9
MCD3 il 0.4 547 b5.16& z<5.62 1.0 57 11.2 106 <M < 11.3
MCD4 1 21 529 516 2<5.54 0.0 181 11.0 105 <M < 11.1
MCD5 1 25 513 5.0a z<5.38 0.0 255 11.1 106 <M < 11.3
MCD6 1 05 526 512 2<5.42 0.0 114 10.6 10.3 <M < 10.7
MCD7 1 0.4 518 5.02 z2<5.44 0.4 181 11.3 10.7<M< 114
MCD8 1 70 531 522 2<5.38 0.0 57 10.0 9.9 <M < 10.1
MCD9 2 2.1 541 53@ z<554 0.6 509 11.2 106 <M < 11.5

for ease of comparison with previous results in the litexattlow-
ever, it is widely recognised that the Salpeter IMF resultsigher
stellar mass estimates than other popular choices. For@g&ane-
fitting the LBG optical+near-infrared photometry with a Kécutt

or Chabrier IMF would produce stellar mass estimates a fafto

~ 1.5 lower. In conclusion, it is clear that the individual stella
mass estimates for the LBG candidates are very likely uaicetd
within a factor of~ 5.

In order to obtain a more robust estimate of the typical mass

accurately compute the surface density, it is first necgdsaac-
count for the inevitable incompleteness introduced dutiiregcon-
struction of the original SExtractor (Bertin & Arnouts 199%ata-
logues due to object blending. To quantify this effect weqrened
simulations based on introducing 1000 fake LBG candidates a
time into thez’—band images, and attempting to recover them us-
ing the same SExtractor configuration adopted for constgithe
original 2’ —band catalogues. This immediately revealed that on av-
erage we lose~ 10% of possible LBG candidates due to object

of thez > 5 LBGs, we have also calculated stellar mass estimates blending on the:'—band images. In addition, we then proceeded
based on the stacked LBG photometry. The obvious advanfage o to run SExtractor in two-image mode on the correspondsngnd

this is that the extra depth provided by stacking produceshmu
more robust photometry in theand K —bands, and also provides a
detection at 3.6m from the stacked SWIRE data. Using a straight-
forward average stack of the LBG data (see Figs 2 & 3) our SED
fit returns a stellar mass estimatesfs x 10'° M. However, this
stack is biased due to the inclusion of the two LBG candidaitis

the lowest stellar mass estimates (MCD1 & MCD8), which have
the faintest/ + K photometry. This is confirmed by an SED fit
to a median stack of the LBG photometry, which returns aastell
mass estimate af 1 x 10'* M, (as anticipated from the results in
Table 2). In conclusion, taking into account systematitediinces
due to the choice of IMF, the evidence from stacking the LB@da
suggests a typical stellar mass05 x 10'° M.

5 MASSIVE GALAXIES AT HIGH REDSHIFT

The results presented in the previous section suggestdbspite
the considerable uncertainties, the typical stellar matso: > 5
LBG candidates ig 5 x 10'° M. In this section we investigate
whether the existence of such massive galaxies at thise@olsh is
consistent wittACDM structure formation and current galaxy for-
mation models. Within this section we adopt the best-fitttajlar
mass estimates for each LBG candidate, based on a Salpdter IM
However, when necessary, we adjust our estimated numbei-den
ties to account for differences due to specific choices of.IMF

5.1 Surface density

The first, model independent, quantity of interest to caltauils the
surface density of’ < 25 galaxies at > 5. However, in order to

V —band data, using the —band as the detection image. This re-
vealed that we lose further LBG candidates due to contaiimat
of the matched apertures in tli¢ and V —bands by nearby com-
panions. In around- 5% of cases this contamination is sufficient
to fail our selection criteria requiringl 20 detections in both the
B andV —bands.

Consequently, when calculating the surface density ef 25
LBGs it is necessary to scale-up by a factor~of1.2. Allowing
for this correction factor, our estimate for the surface sitynof
Z < 25 LBGs atz > 5is0.005 & 0.002 per square arcmin. We
note that this figure is compatible with, although obviouslych
more robust than, a prediction based on the one previousiykn
z > 5 LBG with 2zg50 < 25 in a compilation of deep HST survey
fields;0.004 & 0.004 per square arcmin (Bouwens et al. 2006). We
also note that our final list of ning’ < 25 LBGs atz > 5 is fully
consistent with the previous findings of Shimasaku et al0%2@n
the SDF. Within the 767 square arcmin area of the SDF, Shiknasa
et al. did not find any possiblg < 25 LBGs, but did identify 12
candidates in the magnitude rargfe4 < 2’ < 26.6. However, it
is important to remember that the selection technique adopy
Shimasaku et al. was tuned to identify LBGs in the redshiftrin
val 5.6 < z < 6.2. Only one of our final list of nine candidates
lies within this redshift range (MCD1). Consequently, lzhea our
final sample, we would predict onkg 0.4 LBG candidates with
z’ < 25 within the SDF area which would satisfy the Shimasaku et
al. selection criteria, entirely consistent with their fimglof none.

5.2 Number densities

The best-fitting stellar mass estimates listed in Table Besigthat
five of the LBG candidates have masses oENI0*! M. In order
to convert the estimated surface density o£N0'* Mg, LBGs at
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Figure 5. The estimated completeness of our LBG selection criteria as
function of stellar mass, based on subjecting a catalogseraflated LBG
photometry to the same selection criteria applied to theda@. It can be
seen that at stellar masses-ef 1011 M, our sample is expected to be
~ 40% complete.
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z > 5into a number density, itis necessary to compute the effecti
co-moving volume of our survey (defined by the survey aredlzad
redshift intervals within which each of the LBG candidatesid
have been detected;.;n < z < zmaz). Due to our adopted optical
selection criteria, our selection function has a sharp fedshift
cut-off at z;n:n = 5. TO computez,,.. we have taken the SED
fit to each candidate and redshifted it (keeping age, reddesnid
mass constant) until the candidate fades below our magniiont

(z' = 25). This calculation reveals that, for the five LBG candidates
with M > 10'* Mg, the effective volume of the survey is equivalent
to the full co-moving volume covered by our 0.6 square degrea
over the redshift interval.0 < z < 5.6 (i.e.3.3 x 10°Mpc?).

521 Completeness

Additionally, in order to calculate a meaningful estimafetioe
number density of Mz 10! M, LBGs in our sample, it is also nec-
essary to estimate our completeness as a function of stedlas.
To investigate this we produced simulated photometry fo0Q0
LBGs with parameters randomly selected from uniform diskri
tions with the following ranges:

e Stellar masses0'° My < M < 10'2 Mg
e Ages: 50 Myr< age< 500 Myr
e Extinction:0.0 < Ay < 1.0

where the adopted parameter ranges are based on the réshés o
SED fits presented in Table 2, and are also consistent (irstefm
ages) with recent results suggesting that reionisatiomiroed in
the redshiftintervab < z < 10 (Fan et al. 2006; Page et al. 2006).
The simulated LBG catalogue was then subjected to the same op
tical and near-infrared selection criteria adopted forréwd data-
set (see Section 3). In Fig 5 we show the resulting estimate fo
sample completeness as a function of stellar mass. It capére s
from this figure that for LBGs with stellar masses®f10'* Mg

we are only~ 40% complete. Consequently, to calculate our fi-
nal estimate of the number density of $10** M, LBGs within

our sample we are required to correct the observed numbeas by
factor of ~ 2.5. Taking this correction into account, our final es-
timate for the number density of M 10*! My LBGs atz > 5

is log(¢/Mpc ™) = —5.273-2, where the quoted error includes
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Figure 6. The filled circle atz = 5.3 is our estimate for the number density
of galaxies with stellar masses greater thanl0' Mg from this study.
The data-points at < 3 (open circles) are the estimated number densities
of galaxies with stellar masses M 10'* My from the GOODS CDFS

K —band selected sample of Caputi et al. (2006). The curves shew
redshift evolution of the number density of dark matter kaloth masses

M > 1.5 x 10'2 M. The solid, dashed, dot-dash and dotted curves corre-
spond to four different values ofg (0.90, 0.85, 0.80 & 0.75 respectively).

a 20% contribution from cosmic variance (Somerville et 804,

but does not include possible systematics in the adoptegleden
ness correction. If, in reality, LBG candidate MCD3 is an Madtfv
contaminant, then the estimate number density would-b20%

lower.

5.3 Comparison with dark matter halo number densities

The most fundamental test which we can perform is to ask veneth
ACDM produces the required number of dark matter halos to host
galaxies with stellar masses of 10! M at this early epoch.
In order to explore this issue we have calculated the numéer d
sity of dark matter halos as a function of redshift predidtgdhe
Press-Schechter formalism (Bond et al. 19910 Fig 6 we show
the redshift evolution of the dark matter halo number derfsit
halos more massive thanh5 x 10'2 M, which corresponds to
a stellar to dark matter ratio of 15. Although the typicalllare
to dark matter ratio of massive galaxies as a function ofhiéids
is not accurately known, our choice of 15 as a representfitive
ure is motivated by several lines of reasoning. Firstlyuasag a
halo occupation number of unity, the predicted number dgmsi
Mpm > 1.5 x 102 Mg, dark matter halos at = 0 is in good
agreement with the locally observed number density of gedax
with stellar masses 10! M, (Salpeter IMF; Cole et al. 2001).
Moreover, a ratio between halo mass and stellar mass o6 at
low-redshift is in good agreement with recent galaxy-gglns-
ing results (Mandelbaum et al. 2006). Finally, at high réftish
stellar to dark matter ratio af 15 is also in agreement with the pre-
dictions of recent galaxy formation models (R. Bower, peveom-
munication). At high redshift the number density of dark r@at
halos is strongly dependent on the value of dggparameter. Con-
sequently, in Fig 6 we show the dark matter halo number densit
evolution for four different values afs (0.90, 0.85, 0.80 & 0.75).

3 using code kindly provided by Will Percival
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Figure 7. The filled circle is our estimate of the number density of mass
galaxies atz = 5.3 (see text for discussion). The lower solid line is the
number density of galaxies as a function of stellar mass-at5.3 from the
latest version of the Durham semi-analytic galaxy fornrativodel, which
incorporates AGN feedback (Bower et al. 2006). The dottedecis the
latest prediction of the galaxy formation model describe&ranato et al.
(2004). The upper smooth curve shows the number densitylatiga as a
function of stellar mass at ~ 0 (Kennicutt IMF; Cole et al. 2001).

The final value obs = 0.75 is in agreement with the WMAP three
year results (Spergel et al. 2006).

In Fig 6 we also plot our estimated number density of LBGs
with stellar masses 10'* Mg, from this study (median = 5.3).

It can be seen from Fig 6 that, assuming a stellar to dark matte
ratio of 15, ACDM does produce sufficient halos at high redshift
to host our LBG candidates provided > 0.8. In fact, given the
large uncertainties associated with our estimated numbesity,

our results are also fully consistent with the latest deteation

of og = 0.75. Consequently, we can conclude that our estimated
number density of massive galaxieszal> 5 can certainly be ac-
commodated within curredtCDM models of structure formation.

Furthermore, it has recently been suggested tha0% of
the stellar mass at ~ 5 is missed by traditional drop-out selection
techniques (Stark et al. 2006), which exclude high-redighaifixies
which are too red in the rest-frame optical to satisfy LBGestbn
criteria (see discussion in Section 6). However, even ifneedase
our estimated number density of massive galaxies at 5 by a
factor of two, and assumes = 0.75, ACDM can still produce the
required number of dark matter halos if the stellar to darktena
ratio is~ 10.

In Fig 6 we also show the estimated number densities of
> 10 Mg, galaxies atz < 3 derived from aK —band selected
sample of galaxies in the GOODS CDFS (Caputi et al. 2006). The
Caputi et al. sample has a magnitude limitfgf < 23.3, and is
> 85% complete for stellar masses 101 M, (Salpeter IMF) at
redshiftsz < 3. As can be seen from Fig 6, the conclusions of Ca-
puti et al. were thatr 20% of the local mass density comprised
by galaxies with stellar masses 10'* Mg, was already in place
by z ~ 2, and that the majority was in place hy ~ 1. Simi-
lar conclusions have been reached by numerous studies pf dee
small area, near-infrared surveys (e.g. Drory et al. 20@5itdna
2004). The results presented here strongly suggest thatdrease
in number density of massive galaxies within the redshiftrnval

5.4 Comparison with galaxy formation models

It has recently become apparent that the number density sf ma
sive, red galaxies observed at high redshift is much largan t
would have been predicted by semi-analytic galaxy fornmatiod-
els five years ago (e.g. Cimatti et al. 2002; Glazebrook €0f4).
In essence this is simply a result of the fact that galaxy &diom
models based on hierarchical assembly naturally produecentist
massive galaxies at late times. This apparent discrepagteyeln
the models and observations has been described variousntas
hierarchical” behaviour, or cosmic downsizing. It is clézerefore
that important constraints can be placed on the latest ggoerof
galaxy formation models via comparison with the observadlmer
density of massive galaxies already in place at 5.

In Fig 7 we show the predicted number density of galax-
ies as a function of stellar mass at= 5.3 (median redshift of
our LBG candidates) from the latest generation of Durhami-sem
analytic galaxy formation models, which incorporate AGNde
back (Bower et al. 2006). Also shown in Fig 7 are the predigio
(G.L. Granato, private communication) from the latest vgrof
the Granato et al. (2004) galaxy formation model, which iselola
on an anti-hierarchical baryon collapse scenario. Thelfdlecle is
our estimate for the number density of galaxies within a k&n-c
tred on10*! M, based on the results of this study. When plot-
ting the data-point in Fig 7, we have shifted the centre oftiime
to lower mass by 0.15 dex, to account for the difference betwe
the Salpeter IMF adopted in this paper, and the IMFs adopted i
the Bower et al. and Granato et al. models (Kennicutt and Roma
et al. 2002 respectively). As can be seen from Fig 7, our estich
number density is clearly in good agreement with the prestistof
the Bower et al. and Granato et al. models. Interestingigrgthat
our number density is almost certainly a lower limit, bothdeb
predictions can accommodate a number density which is arfact
of ~ 2 — 3 higher than our estimate, as required if LBGs constitute
< 50% of the total stellar mass at > 5 (e.g. Stark et al. 2006).
Finally, although not included in Fig 7, we also note that esii-
mated number density ef < 25 LBGs atz > 5 is fully consistent
with the hydro-dynamical simulations of Night et al. (2006)

6 COMPARISON WITH RECENT RESULTS

In this study we have exploited the large co-moving volume- co
ered by the SXDS/UDS data-set to identify a sample of bright
(' < 25) LBGs atz > 5. In this section we compare our results
with those of three recent studies based on the extensiva-mul
wavelength data available in the GOODS CDFS (Grazian et al.
2006; Stark et al. 2006; Yan et al. 2006).

The GOODS-MUSIC sample (Grazian et al. 2006) consists
of z—band andK' —band selected samples in the southern GOODS
field, and provides a photometric redshift for each objekidated
from SED fits to the extensive, high-quality, HST+VLT+Spgitz
imaging available in the field. The-band catalogue i§00% com-
plete tozsso = 25 and, although it only covers 142 square arcmin,
it is obviously of some interest to compare the numbet of 5
galaxies found in the MUSIC sample to the results presergeel h
Based on the results of this study, and correcting for tHerdihce
in area, the number ofssg < 25 LBG-type galaxies within the
GOODS-MUSIC catalogue should be consistent Wit8 + 0.30.
Interestingly, the GOODS-MUSIC catalogue contains sevien o

2.5 < z < 5.5 closely traces the build-up of suitable dark matter jects withzsso < 25 and a photometric redshift estimatezof 5,

halos and that, as a consequence, @nlys of the local density of
> 10" M, galaxies was in place by~ 5.

seemingly very inconsistent with the results presented.éow-
ever, our own SED fits to the MUSIC photometry for these seven
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objects suggest that only two are believable high-redsaiftdi-
dates.

Three of the seven objects (MUSIC IDs 1133, 8316 & 12966)
have SEDs which are clearly stellar in nature, and have &Extr
tor stellarity parameters of 0.98, 0.99 and 0.99 respdgytile ad-
dition, MUSIC ID=7004 has a cledr —band detection which is
inconsistent with the best-fitting photometric redshiftzgf,,. =
6.91. Finally, MUSIC ID=10140 has a very unusual SED which
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is in agreement with the recent searchfoB x 10*! M, galaxies
within the GOODS-CDFS field by Dunlop, Cirasuolo & McLure
(2006).

7 CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have presented the results of a study aimed at

would appear to be due to severe blending with bright nearby ploiting the large co-moving volume of the SXDS/UDS datatee

objects in the near-infrared and Spitzer bands. Of the ralgi
seven objects, this leaves two apparently robust 5 candidates
with zg50 < 25 (MUSIC IDs 499 & 3094). One of these (MU-
SIC ID=499) is the spectroscopically confirmed LBG SBM03#03
(Bunker et al. 2003) and the other (MUSIC ID=3094) has been
spectroscopically confirmed at = 5.55 by the GOODS VLT
spectroscopy campaign (Vanzella et al. 2006). Consequigiten
that the GOODS MUSIC catalogue is completeztgo = 25 (i.e
does not employ any colour selection), and the much larganizo
variance in the smaller GOODS field=(40%; Somerville et al.
2004), we conclude that the number of robust 5 galaxies with
zss0 < 25 in the MUSIC catalogue is in good agreement with the
results presented here.

In their recent study, Stark et al. (2006) assemble a cordbine
photometric and spectroscopic catalogue of objects in h®BS-
CDFS field to investigate the stellar mass densityzat~ 5.
Within their sample Stark et al. have two objects with> 5 and
zss0 < 25, one with a spectroscopic redshift of= 5.55 (MU-
SIC ID=3094) and the other with a photometric redshiftgf,: =
5.38 (also from the MUSIC catalogue). Our SED fits to these two
objects successfully reproduce the redshift of the specbmically
confirmed candidate, but are unable to produce a statistiael
ceptable high-redshift fit to the candidate with,.: = 5.38. Con-
sequently, if we also include SBMO3#03.4.. = 5.78; Bunker et
al. 2003), we again conclude that the GOODS-CDFS field costai
two z > 5 objects withzgso < 25.

Interestingly, the:s,.. = 5.55 object in the Stark et al. sample
is not a classié—drop (s14 — zs50 = 0.57) and would not have
passed our strict selection criteria (estimated col®ur 2’ = 2.1
in the Subaru filters). This has two consequences. Firstbyjrigs
the observed number af > 5 LBGs in the GOODS-CDFS field
with zg50 < 25 into good agreement with the results presented
here, which correspond 73 £ 0.30 objects per GOODS-CDFS
area. Secondly, it provides further evidence for the caichu of
Stark et al. (2006) that traditional drop-out selectiorhtéques are
missing~ 60% of the stellar mass at ~ 5. Finally, Yan et al.
(2006) have recently completed a study of the stellar massitye
atz ~ 6 based oni—drop selection of galaxies in the north and
south GOODS fields (combined area330 square arcmin). Within
their sample, Yan et al. find two objectsat> 5 with zs50 < 25.
This is in good agreement with the results presented in tgep
which correspond t@.69 + 0.56 objects per GOODS field (N+S).

6.1 The absence of super-massive galaxies

As a final comment we note here that we have found no evidence

in this study for the existence of LBGs with masses in excéss o
3 x 10 Mg, in the redshift intervab < z < 6. Although still
uncertain, this non-detection is notable given that we khba~

identify the most massive LBGs at> 5. Our main conclusions
can be summarised as follows:

(i) We have identified a robust sample of nine bright
(' < 25) LBG candidates with photometric redshifts in the range
5.1 < z <b5.9.

(i) Our corresponding estimate of the surface density for
7 < 25 LBGsatz > 5is 0.005 4 0.002 per square arcmin.
This surface density estimate is in good agreement withpath
much more robust than, a prediction based on the one préyious
known LBG candidate withsso < 25 in a compilation of the deep
HST fields;0.004+0.004 per square arcmin (Bouwens et al. 2006).

(iii) SED fits to the stacked photometry of the final nine LBG
candidates suggests that their typical stellar maz$is 10'° M,
(Salpeter IMF), comparable with the most massive galaxigs ¢
rently known atz > 5.

(iv) Based on our best-fitting stellar mass estimates, fivihef
nine LBG candidates have estimated stellar magses'! M.
Our corresponding estimate for the number density &f 5 LBGs
with stellar masses 10™* Mg, is log(¢/Mpc™3) = —5.270-2.

(v) This number density is found to be compatible with the-den
sity of suitable dark matter halos predicted/©@DM structure for-
mation models for plausible combinations @f and the ratio of
stellar to dark matter.

(vi) Itis found that recent galaxy formation models can aoto
for the existence of such massive galaxies at high redsvién if
LBGs only account fox 50% of the total stellar mass at> 5.

(vii) Despite the large co-moving volume surveyed, no evi-
dence is found for the existence of LBGs with masses in excess
of 3 x 10 Mg atz > 5.

8 ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The authors would like to acknowledge Richard Bower and Gian
Luigi Granato for providing their stellar mass function gictions.
The authors would also like to acknowledge Nigel Hambly and
Niall Deacon for useful discussions on the nature of coochgal
tic stars and Will Percival for providing the code to caltalhalo
number densities. RJM, OA and IS would like to acknowledge th
funding of the Royal Society. MC, SF and CS would like to ac-
knowledge funding from PPARC. We are grateful to the staff at
UKIRT and Subaru for making these observations possible. We
also acknowledge the Cambridge Astronomical Survey Uit an
the Wide Field Astronomy Unit in Edinburgh for processing th
UKIDSS data.

REFERENCES

60% complete to LBG-type objects of this mass (see Fig 5) over a gernardi M., et al., 2003, AJ, 125, 1849

volume of~ 5x 10°Mpc®. Consequently, the detection of even one
object of this mass within the UDS/SXDS field would have pedht
to a number density dbg(¢/Mpc™?) ~ —6.7. Our non-detection

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASDOQ, 000-000

Bertin E., Arnouts S., 1996, A&AS, 117, 393
Bolzonella M., Miralles J.M., Pell6, 2000, A&A, 363, 476
Bond J.R., Cole S., Efstathiou G., Kaiser N., 1991, ApJ, 379,



12 RJ. McLureetal.

Bouwens R.J., lllingworth G.D., Blakeslee J.P., Franx MQ&, ApJ, in
press, astro-ph/0509641

Bower R.G., Benson A.J., Malbon R., Helly J.C., Frenk C.awdh C.M.,
Cole S., Lacey C.G., 2006, MNRAS, submitt=d, astro-ph/G3&1

Bruzual G., Charlot S., 2003, MNRAS, 344, 1000

Bunker A.J., Stanway E.R., Ellis R.S., McMahon R.G., Mc@garP.J.,
2003, MNRAS, 342, L47

Bunker A.J., Stanway E.R., Ellis R.S., McMahon R.G., 200ARAS,
355, 374

Calzetti D., Armus L., Bohlin R. C., Kinney A. L., Koornneef, Btorchi-
Bergmann T., 2000, ApJ, 533, 682

Caputi K.I., McLure R.J., Dunlop J.S., Cirasuolo M., Schae\l., 2006,
MNRAS, 366, 609

Cimatti A., et al., 2002, A&A, 391, L1

Cole S,, etal., 2001, MNRAS, 326, 255

Dickinson M., et al., 2004, ApJ, 600, L99

Drory N., Salvato M., Gabasch A., Bender R., Hopp U., FeulBerPan-
nella M., 2005, ApJ, 619, L131

Dunlop J.S., Cirasuolo M., McLure R.J., 2006, MNRAS, sulecit
astro-ph/06061¢ 2

Dye S., et al., 2006, MNRAS, submitted, astro-ph/0603608

Eyles L.P.,, Bunker A.J., Stanway E.R., Lacy M., Ellis R.Sgherty M.,
2005, MNRAS, 364, 443

Fan X., et al., 2006, AJ, in press, astro-ph/05122082

Fontana A., et al., 2004, A&A, 424, 23

Foucaud S., et al., 2006, MNRAS, submitted, astro-ph/08663

Glazebrook K., et al., 2004, Nature, 430, 181

Granato G.L., De Zotti G., Silva L., Bressan A., Danese LO2®pJ, 600,
580

Grazian A., et al., 2006, A&A, in press, astro-ph/0605094

Guhathakurta P., Tyson J.A., Majewski S.R., 1990, ApJ, 897,

Hawley S.L., et al., 2002, AJ, 123, 3409

Hewett P.C., Warren S.J., Leggett S.K., Hodgkin S.T., 2006RAS, 367,
454

Lawrence A., et al., 2006, MNRAS, submittéd, astro-ph/(d&?

Lonsdale C.J., et al., 2003, PASP, 115, 897

Madau P., 1995, ApJ, 441, 18

Malhotra S., et al., 2005, ApJ, 626, 666

Maihara T., et al., 2001, PASJ, 53, 25

Mandelbaum R., Seljak U., Kauffmann G., Hirata C.M., Brirdam J.,
2006, MNRAS, 368, 715

Mortier A.M.J., 2005, MNRAS, 363, 563

Miyazaki S., et al., 2002, PASJ, 54, 833

Night C., Nagamine K., Springel V., Hernquist L., 2006, MN8A366, 705

Oke J.B., Gunn J.E., 1983, ApJ, 266, 713

Ota K., Kashikawa N., Nakajima T., lye M., 2005, JKAS, 38, 179

Quchi M., et al., 2005, ApJ, 635, L117

Page L., et al., 2006, ApJ, submittd, astro-ph/0603450

Pozzetti L. et al., 2003, A&A, 402, 837

Romano D., Silva L., Matteucci F., Danese L., 2002, MNRAS},3814

Shapley A.E., Steidel C.C., Adelberger K.L., Dickinson Riavalisco M.,
Pettini M., 2001, ApJ, 562, 95

Shimasaku K., Ouchi M., Furusawa H., Yoshida M., KashikawaQka-
mura S., 2005, PASJ, 57, 447

Sekiguchi K., et al., 2005, in Renzini A. & Bender R. ed., Nué#velength
mapping of galaxy formation and evolution. Springer-VigriBerlin,
p82

Simpson C., et al., 2006a, MNRAS, submitted

Simpson C., et al., 2006b, MNRAS, submitted

Somerville R.S., Lee K., Ferguson H.C., Gardner J.P., Mhast L.A., Gi-
avalisco M., 2004, ApJ, 600, L171

Spergel D.N., et al., 2006, ApJ submittzd, astro-ph/060344

Stark D.P., Bunker A.J., Ellis R.S., Eyles L.P., Lacy M., 808pJ, submit-
ted, astro-ph/0604250

Steidel C.C., Hamilton D., 1992, AJ, 104, 941

Vanzella et al., 2006, A&A, in press, astro-ph/0601367

West A.A., Walkowicz L.M., Hawley S.L., 2005, PASP, 117, 706

Willott C.J., Delfosse X., Forveille T., Delorme P., GwynJd2.2005, ApJ,
633, 630

Yan H., Dickinson M., Giavalisco M., Stern D., Eisenhard® R1., Fergu-
son H.C., 2006, ApJ, in press, astro-ph/0604554

(© 0000 RAS, MNRASD00, 000—-000


http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0509641
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0511338
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0606192
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0603608
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0512082
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0606386
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0603094
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0604426
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0603450
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0603449
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0604250
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0601367
http://arxiv.org/abs/astro-ph/0604554

	INTRODUCTION
	The data
	The Subaru/XMM-Newton Deep Survey
	The UKIDSS Ultra Deep Survey

	High-redshift candidate selection
	Optical+near-infrared model fitting
	Sources of contamination

	modelling results
	Ages and reddening
	Stellar masses

	massive galaxies at high redshift 
	Surface density
	Number densities
	Comparison with dark matter halo number densities
	Comparison with galaxy formation models

	Comparison with recent results
	The absence of super-massive galaxies

	Conclusions
	acknowledgements
	REFERENCES

