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ABSTRACT

We present new λrest = 77 µm dust continuum observations from the Atacama Large Millimeter/submillimeter Array of HZ10 (CRISTAL-22),
a dusty main-sequence galaxy at z=5.66 as part of the [CII] Resolved Ism in STar-forming Alma Large program, CRISTAL. The high angular
resolution of the ALMA Band 7 and new Band 9 data (∼ 0′′.4) reveals the complex structure of HZ10, which comprises two main components
(HZ10-C and HZ10-W) and a bridge-like dusty emission between them (the Bridge). Using a modified blackbody function to model the dust
spectral energy distribution (SED), we constrain the physical conditions of the interstellar medium (ISM) and its variations among the different
components identified in HZ10. We find that HZ10-W (the more UV-obscured component) has an SED dust temperature of TSED∼51.2±13.1 K;
this is ∼5 K higher (although still consistent) than that of the central component and previous global estimations for HZ10. Our new ALMA
data allow us to reduce by a factor of ∼2.3 the uncertainties of global TSED measurements compared to previous studies. HZ10 components have
[CII]-to-far-infrared (FIR) luminosity ratios and FIR surface densities values consistent with those for local starbursts galaxies. However, HZ10-W
shows a lower [CII]/FIR ratio compared to the other two components (although still within the uncertainties), which may suggest a harder radiation
field destroying polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon associated with [CII] emission (e.g., active galactic nuclei or young stellar populations). While
HZ10-C appears to follow the tight IRX-βUV relation seen in local UV-selected starburst galaxies and high-z star-forming galaxies, we find that
both HZ10-W and the Bridge depart from this relation and are well described by dust-screen models with holes in front of a hard UV radiation
field. This suggests that the UV emission (likely from young stellar populations) is strongly attenuated in the more dusty components of the HZ10
system.
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1. Introduction

Accurate measurements of dust temperatures (Tdust) in star-
forming main sequence galaxies are critical to determine their
infrared luminosities (LIR), star formation rates (SFR), and dust
attenuation properties (e.g., the excess of infrared emission com-
pared to the ultra-violet, UV, or Balmer decrement, among oth-
ers), which are fundamental quantities in the context of galaxy
evolution. However, precise estimations of Tdust require the de-
tection of the dust continuum emission near the peak of the
infrared spectral energy distribution (SED; e.g., Hodge & da
Cunha 2020; da Cunha et al. 2021). Although this has been
partially achieved at low- and high-redshift galaxies (e.g., Bakx
et al. 2021; Witstok et al. 2022; Akins et al. 2022; Tsukui et al.
2023; Algera et al. 2024), we still need better constraints around
the peak of the dust SED in individual main-sequence or typical
star-forming main-sequence galaxies at z ≳ 4.

The advent of the new generation telescopes (e.g., the
Karl G. Jansky Very Large Array, VLA; the NOrthern Ex-
tended Millimetre Array, NOEMA; Atacama Large Millime-
ter/submillimeter Array, ALMA, James Webb Space Telescope,
JWST; among others) have revolutionized the exploration of
the physical properties of dust, the extragalactic cold neu-
tral/molecular gas, and their close relation with the star forma-
tion activity. Nevertheless, we still lack a consensus about the

⋆ ALMA-ANID Postdoctoral Fellow

disagreement between Tdust estimates at low (z ≲ 1−2) and high
(z ≳ 4) redshift. Although dust peak temperature derived from
SED fitting (i.e., the temperature at the wavelength where the
SED peaks, Tpeak) in low-z galaxies show a good agreement with
predictions from models, estimations in star-forming galaxies at
high-z find very low Tpeak (e.g., compared to predictions by Viero
et al. 2022 at low-z). The latter suggests that the physical condi-
tions of dust at high redshift may differ significantly compared
to those in the local Universe. In addition, while dust temper-
atures are well constrained by SEDs densely sampled in wave-
length in local galaxies (e.g., Villanueva et al. 2017; Herrera-
Camus et al. 2018b), high-z galaxies usually lack a proper SED
coverage (e.g., REBELS, Inami et al. 2022; SERENADE, Mit-
suhashi et al. 2023a), which translates a Tdust susceptible to se-
vere biases (e.g., Bakx et al. 2021; Algera et al. 2024). This can
produce significant differences in the derived far IR luminosities
(LFIR, up to 3 times and more; Bouwens et al. 2020), which not
only affects our understanding of the dust physical properties in
high-z galaxies, but also for the interpretation of their interstellar
medium (ISM) and star formation properties (e.g., Faisst et al.
2020; Herrera-Camus et al. 2021).

Galaxy surveys on the cold neutral gas deepened our knowl-
edge of the star-formation main-sequence (MS) in the local Uni-
verse (e.g., Brinchmann et al. 2004; Whitaker et al. 2012; Cano-
Díaz et al. 2016; Saintonge et al. 2016; Colombo et al. 2020;
Villanueva et al. 2024), and at high-z (z ≳ 4; e.g., Capak et al.
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2015, and the Alma Large Program to INvestigate C+ at Early
times, ALPINE; Le Fèvre et al. 2020). For instance, spectral
studies of [CII] data in high-z galaxies have revealed signatures
of high speed outflows (∼400-500 km s−1) with mass-outflows
rates comparable to their SFRs (e.g., Gallerani et al. 2018; Gi-
nolfi et al. 2020; Herrera-Camus et al. 2021), probably associ-
ated to diffuse and extended [CII] components around galaxies
(or [CII] halos; e.g., Fujimoto et al. 2019, 2020; Fudamoto et al.
2022; Pizzati et al. 2020; Solimano et al. 2024). Moreover, while
low-z, normal star-forming galaxies show a tight correlation be-
tween the [CII] luminosity and the SFR surface densities (the
Σ[CII]-ΣSFR relation; e.g., De Looze et al. 2014; Herrera-Camus
et al. 2015; Lupi et al. 2019), more extreme star-forming sys-
tems depart from the L[CII]/LIR − LIR relation due to a deficit in
their [CII] content. At low-z (e.g., z ≲ 0.2), these [CII]-deficient
galaxies are typically dusty, dense starbursts characterized by
their hard radiation fields (see Malhotra et al. 2001; Graciá-
Carpio et al. 2011; Díaz-Santos et al. 2017; Herrera-Camus et al.
2018b and reference therein). However, the modest spatial reso-
lution achieved by most high-z galaxy surveys (typically ∼5-10
kpc at best) does not allow us to verify this effect at the relevant
physical scales (∼1 kpc; e.g., Shibuya et al. 2015). A detailed
characterization of the ISM in high-z galaxies at physical scales
comparable to those at low redshift is therefore crucial for a more
comprehensive understanding of the nature of this effect.

Given that the shape of the dust SED is very sensitive to the
temperature (i.e., TSED, which refers to the estimation of the Tdust
from SED modeling), adopting an average value derived from lo-
cal galaxies can potentially underestimate the IR luminosity by
a factor of 5 (e.g., Faisst et al. 2017) or even higher (e.g., Hodge
& da Cunha 2020). The observational evidence suggests that
galaxies dust temperatures are on average warmer at high-z (e.g.,
Magdis et al. 2012; Magnelli et al. 2014; Béthermin et al. 2015;
Ferrara et al. 2017; Schreiber et al. 2018; Liang et al. 2019; Som-
movigo et al. 2020), which could be the result of either higher
star formation activity and/or lower metal content compared to
those at low z. More accurate constraints on TSED estimations are
thus necessary for a better characterization of the IR SEDs and
the derivation of the physical conditions of the ISM, and partic-
ularly for the dust, in galaxies at z > 4.

In order to check how ISM properties (including dust heat-
ing) vary on spatially resolved scales in high-z galaxies, we
present a systematic analysis of the dust and [CII] in HZ10, a
main-sequence galaxy at z ≈ 5.66 (see Table 1 for more de-
tails), as part of the [CII] Resolved Ism in STar-forming galax-
ies with ALma survey, CRISTAL (Mitsuhashi et al. 2023b; Soli-
mano et al. 2024; Posses et al. 2024; Herrera-Camus et al. in
prep.). Based on new ALMA Band 9+7 data (77 and 158 µm
dust continuum) and earlier ALMA Band 8+6 (110 and 198 µm
dust continuum) observations, we cover the region close to the
peak of the dust SED. This allows us to obtain TSED measure-
ments for HZ10 at kpc-scales, significantly improving the accu-
racy from the previous studies (derivations). The paper is orga-
nized as follows: Section 2 presents the main features of HZ10,
data processing and the ancillary data. In Section 3 we explain
the methods applied to analyze the data and the equations used
to derive the key physical quantities. Finally, in Section 4 we
present our results and discussion, and in Section 5 we summa-
rize the main conclusions. Throughout this work, we assume a
ΛCDM cosmology, adopting the values ΩΛ = 0.7, ΩM = 0.3
and Ho = 70 km s−1 Mpc−1, thus resolving physical scales ≈
6.02 kpc per arcsec.

Property Value
(1) z 5.659
(2) DL [Mpc] 54988
(3) Angular Scale Conversion [kpc/′′] 6.023
(4) log[SFRIR/(M⊙ yr−1)] 2.48+0.15

−0.25
(5) log[SFRUV/(M⊙ yr−1)] 1.56+0.06

−0.06
(6) log[M⋆/M⊙] 10.39+0.17

−0.17

Table 1. Compilation of the previous-best global physical quantities of
HZ10. Row (1): Lyα redshift. Rows (2) and (3): Luminosity distance
and the angular scale conversion factor, respectively.Row (4): IR star-
formation rate (SFRIR). Row (5): rest-UV SFR derived from rest-UV
luminosity. Row (6): stellar mass derived from SED fitting to the pho-
tometry available in the COSMOS or GOODS-S fields using LE_PHARE.
Rows (1), (5) and (6) are taken from Capak et al. (2015). Row (4) are
drawn from Faisst et al. (2020).

2. Observations

2.1. The ALMA-CRISTAL sample

CRISTAL is an ALMA Cycle-8 large program (2021.1.00280.L;
PI: R. Herrera-Camus), aiming to get spatially resolved [CII]
line and 870 µm dust-continuum emission data for star-forming
main-sequence galaxies at z ∼ 4 − 6 (Herrera-Camus et al. in
prep.).

The CRISTAL sample is drawn from [CII] detected galax-
ies from the ALPINE survey (Le Fèvre et al. 2020), all lo-
cated in the COSMOS or GOODS-S fields. Galaxies were se-
lected based on spectral energy distribution (SED) modelling
to have: i) specific star-formation rates (sSFR) within a fac-
tor of three from the MS; ii) ancillary HST/WFC3 rest-frame
UV data; and iii) stellar masses log[M⋆/M⊙] ≥ 9.5. Addition-
ally, six extra galaxies from the COSMOS field (which meet the
selection criteria mentioned above) were added: HZ04, HZ07,
HZ10, DC818760, DC873756, VC8326, all with comparable
spatial resolutions and sensitivities to those of the main sample
(from ALMA programs 2018.1.01359.S and 2019.1.01075.S;
PI: Manuel Aravena, 2018.1.01605.S; PI: Rodrigo Herrera-
Camus, 2019.1.00226.S; PI: Edo Ibar). The latter also meet the
selection criteria mentioned above.

2.2. The HZ10 data

HZ10 stands as one of the best CRISTAL sources in order to in-
vestigate the physical conditions of the dust at z = 4 − 6 due to
the rich multi-wavelength data available. The latter come mostly
from previous studies primarily oriented to derive the main fea-
tures of HZ10 using integrated quantities (see Table 1 and refer-
ences therein). To analyze HZ10 (CRISTAL-22 in the CRISTAL
survey), we use data from different ALMA cycles/projects listed
and described as follows:

– New Band 9 data: Observations of the rest-frame 77 µm
continuum were taken on August 19th, 2022, during Cycle
8 (νband9 = 682 GHz; panel D in Fig. 1) as part of project
2022.1.00678.S (P.I.: R. Herrera-Camus). The integration
time was ∼77 minutes on-source, achieving a sensitivity of
∼ 0.24 mJy beam−1 over ∆ν = 13 GHz and a beamsize of
∼ 0′′.414 × 0′′.293.

– Band 8: Observations of the rest-frame 110 µm contin-
uum were taken on January 9th, 2019, during Cycle 6
(νband8 = 411.4 GHz; panel E in Fig. 1) as part of the
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Fig. 1. HZ10 HST, ALMA Band 9, 8, and 7, [CII], and Band 6 morphologies in cutouts of 1.3′′ × 2.2′′. Panels A, B, and C contain the WFC3
F105W, F125W, and F160W images, respectively, in grey scale. The black contours in the three panels are the [0.9, 1.2, 2.1]×10−21 erg s−1 cm−2

Å−1 levels of the F105W, F125W, and F160W filters. The blue-dashed and red-solid contours correspond to [3σ, 4σ, 5σ] and [6σ, 12σ, 18σ]
levels for the 77 µm continuum and [CII] integrated intensity, respectively. From D to H: Panels include the 77 µm ALMA continuum, 110 µm
ALMA continuum, 158 µm ALMA continuum, and 158 µm [CII], and 198 µm ALMA continuum images, respectively. Contours levels in panels
D and G are the same as in panel A, B, and C, for 77 µm continuum, and [CII] integrated intensity, respectively. While blue-solid contours in
panels E and H [3σ, 4σ, 5σ] levels for 110 µm and 198 µm ALMA continuum maps, respectively, the white-solid contours in panel G are the [6σ,
4σ, 5σ] levels for the 158 µm ALMA continuum maps. Finally, while green crosses in panel B are the centers of the Seérsic profiles computed
for the three sources (e.g., HZ10-C, HZ10-W, and the Bridge) analysed in this work (see §3.2), the green circles correspond to the apertures used
to perform the angular resolved analysis (see §4.2 for more details).

project 2018.1.00348.S (P.I.: A. Faisst). The integration time
was ∼ 48 minutes on-source, achieving a sensitivity of
∼ 0.07 mJy beam−1 over ∆ν = 8 GHz, and a beamsize of
∼ 0′′.663 × 0′′.601.

– Band 7: Observations of the rest-frame [CII] 158 µm line
emission and the corresponding continuum were taken be-
tween March 26th and March 30th, 2021 during Cycle 7
(νband7 = 285.3 GHz; panels F and G, respectively, in Fig.
1) as part of the project 2019.1.01075.S (P.I.: M. Aravena).
The integration time on source-was ∼ 93 minutes. While the
sensitivity and the beamsize achieved for the 158 µm con-
tinuum are ∼ 1.6 × 10−2 mJy beam−1 over ∆ν ≈ 6 GHz,
and ∼ 0.252′′ × 0.212′′, respectively, for the [CII] emis-
sion line are ∼ 0.14 mJy beam−1 at ∆ν ≈ 47 MHz, and
∼ 0′′.264 × 0′′.225, respectively.

– Band 6: Observations of the rest-frame 198 µm continuum
were taken on January 5th 2015 during Cycle 3 (νband6 =
220.5 GHz; panel H in Fig. 1) as part of the project
2015.1.00388.S (P.I.: N. Lu). The integration time was ∼ 54
minutes on-source, achieving a sensitivity of ∼ 0.03 mJy
beam−1 over ∆ν = 8 GHz, and a beamsize of ∼ 1′′.31×1′′.03.

HZ10 was included in the CRISTAL sample as part of one of
the CRISTAL pilot programs that resulted as a combination of
the ALMA programs 2019.1.01075.S (P.I.: M. Aravena), and
2012.1.00523.S (P.I.: P. Capak; see Capak et al. 2015 for more
details); however, the latter was not considered in this work due
to its coarser angular resolution compared to the former. The
details of the data reduction of the Band 7 observations are pre-
sented in Solimano et al. (2024); among the main features their
data processing, the self-calibrated and combined measurement
sets were processed with CRISTAL’s reduction pipeline as de-
scribed in Herrera-Camus et al. (in prep.). Briefly, it starts by
subtracting the continuum on the visibility space using using
the Common Astronomy Software Application (CASA; CASA
Team et al. 2022) uvcontsub task. After that, it runs tclean
with automasking multiple times, producing cubes with dif-
ferent weightings and channel widths. In all cases the data are

cleaned down to 1σ. In this paper, we use datacubes with 20 km
s−1 channel width and Briggs (robust=0.5) weighting. The an-
cillary ALMA Band 8 and Band 6 observations are presented in
Faisst et al. (2020), using Briggs weighting (Briggs 1995) for the
image reconstruction with a robust =0.5.

In addition, we include HST data for HZ10 as part of the
project 13641 (P.I.: Peter Capak) and retrieved from the Bar-
bara A. Mikulski Archive for Space Telescopes (MAST1). The
data comprise Wide Field Camera 3 images (WFC3), including
F105W (panel A in Fig. 1), F125W, and F160W bands. These
bands cover a rest-frame wavelength range between ∼1200 to
2200Å.

3. Methods and products

3.1. Basic equations and assumptions

To compute the integrated [CII] line emission and the rest-frame
77 µm, 110 µm, 158 µm, and 198 µm continuum fluxes, we use
the following equation:

S i =

∫
A

Ii(r)dA, (1)

where A is the area of a circular aperture with a diameter equiv-
alent to the major axis of the 198 µm continuum beamsize (i.e.,
the coarsest angular resolution among the full dataset; ∼ 1′′.2)
and centered at the position of the Bridge (see §4.2 for more
details). Here, Ii is the velocity integrated flux density (in Jy
km/s beam−1) for [CII], and flux density (in Jy beam−1) for dust-
continuum bands. Finally, i = [CII], 77µm, 110µm, 158µm, and
198µm.

We also use Equation 1 to compute resolved values for the
three components of HZ10 identified in this work. In this case,
A is the area of a circular aperture with a diameter equal to the
major axis of the 77 µm continuum beamsize (i.e., the coarser
angular resolution between ALMA Band 7 and 9 data; ∼ 0′′.4)

1 https://mast.stsci.edu/portal/Mashup/Clients/Mast/Portal.html
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and centered at the locations of the three components identified
in HZ10 (green circles in panels B and D from Fig.1).

We use the SED parametrization from Casey (2012) to com-
pute the best spectral energy distribution (SED) fitting, which
corresponds to:

S λ = Nbb × f (λ; βd,TSED), (2)

with

f (λ; βd,TSED) ≡
(1 − e−(λ0/λc)βd )( c

λ
)3

e(hc)/(λkTSED) − 1
, (3)

where Nbb is the normalization, βd is the emissivity index, TSED
is the SED dust temperature, λ0 is the wavelength at optical
depth τ = 1, λc is the power-law turnover wavelength, and c
is the speed of light. We use λ0 = 100 µm for the global and
resolved HZ10 SED fittings as adopted in Faisst et al. (2020).
From Casey (2012), we also adopt the parametrization of λc =
3
4 L(α,T ), where L(α,TSED) = [(b1+b2α)−2+(b3+b4α)×TSED]−1

(with b1 = 26.68, b2 = 6.246, b3 = 1.905 × 10−4, and b4 =
7.243 × 10−5, and where α = 2.0; see Casey 2012 for more de-
tails).

We compute the peak dust temperature (Tpeak; e.g. Béthermin
et al. 2015; Schreiber et al. 2018), which is derived from the IR
emission by the Wien’s displacement law,

Tpeak =
2.898 × 103(µm K)
λpeak(µm)

. (4)

Since contribution from background CMB heating could poten-
tially affect dust temperatures at z > 5 (e.g., da Cunha et al.
2013; Faisst et al. 2020), we apply CMB corrections to our TSED
estimations using Equation (12) from da Cunha et al. (2013):

Tdust(z) = [(T z=0
dust)

4+βd + (T z=0
CMB)4+βd ([1 + z]4+βd − 1)]

1
4+βd , (5)

where T z=0
dust and T z=0

CMB are the dust temperature and the CMB
temperature measured at z = 0, respectively. Along this paper,
we adopt T z=0

CMB = 2.73 K .
To compute the total far-IR luminosity (LFIR), we perform a

numerical integration of Equation 2 in the wavelength range be-
tween 42.5 and 125.5 µm (e.g., Helou et al. 1988). To do so, we
adopt the best-SED fitting parameters of the source (see §4.2 for
more details), and we compute the total far-IR luminosity, LFIR,
by integrating the flux between 42.5 and 122.5µm (as described
in Faisst et al. 2020). Similarly, we also compute the total IR
luminosity (LIR) by integrating numerically the best-fitting SED
but in the wavelength range between 8 and 1000 µm.

We obtain the [CII] luminosity (in L⊙) using the following
equation (Solomon & Vanden Bout 2005):

L[CII] = 3.25 × 107S CII∆v ν−2
obs D2

L (1 + z)−3, (6)

where S CII∆v is the velocity integrated flux (in Jy km/s beam−1),
D2

L is the luminosity distance (in Mpc), νobs is the observed fre-
quency (in GHz), and z is the redshift.

The UV spectral slope (βUV) is derived from HST WFC3
F125W and F160W images and using Equation 1 in Liang et al.
(2021):

βUV =
log( fλ,0.19) − log( fλ,0.23)
log(λ0.19) − log(λ0.23)

, (7)

where fλ,0.19 and fλ,0.23 are the specific fluxes at 1877Å and
2311Å rest frame taken from the F125W and F160W images,
respectively. We compute βUV by taking advantage of its almost
constant value along the wavelength range 1260 < λ < 3200Å,
avoiding contamination by the 2175Å “bump” feature.

Finally, we compute the IR excess (IRX) using the equation
(e.g., Meurer et al. 1999; Popping et al. 2017)

IRX = LIR/LUV, (8)

where LUV is the monochromatic rest-frame UV luminosity at
1600Å. In order to derive L1600Å, we use the HST WFC3/F105W
image (see panel A in Fig. 1) and the PHOTFLAM constant to con-
vert the flux from e−/s to erg s−1/cm2/Å.

3.2. Parametric 2D fitting

As Fig. 1 shows, the ALMA Band 9 and 7 high angular reso-
lution observations reveal that HZ10 is a complex system with
(at least) two main components: a central one (HZ10-C) and one
in the west direction (HZ10-W). To derive the morphological
parameters of these two components, we use the 2D light pro-
file modeling code PYAUTOGALAXY2 (Nightingale et al. 2023),
which is based on PYAUTOFIT (Nightingale et al. 2021). Imple-
menting the image-based filter PYAUTOGALAXYmode for a faster
workflow, we generate the noise-map by feeding the full co-
variance matrix into the calculation of the likelihood using the
code ESSENCE3 (Tsukui et al. 2023). We model the HZ10-C and
HZ10-W morphologies by fitting a single 2D Sérsic profile (Ser-
sic 1968), with a total of seven free parameters: the coordinates
of the source’s center (R.A. and Dec.), the coordinate of the vec-
tor of the Sérsic profile’s minor and major axes (x, y), the effec-
tive radius (Re), the Sérsic’s index (n), and the intensity at the
center (I0[r = 0]).

We perform three independent fits to derive the morpholo-
gies of the rest-frame 77 µm continuum (Band 9), and the 158
µm continuum and [CII] line emission maps (Band 7). While the
continuum maps are directly generated after running the tclean
task in CASA, we produce the [CII] intensity map (or moment 0
maps) by fitting a Gaussian function to the line profile and inte-
grating the emission in the spectral range [µ-FWTM,µ+FWTM]
(where µ is the central frequency and FWTM is the full width at
one tenth of maximum of the Gaussian profile). We use the fol-
lowing method to compute the best morphological parameters of
the emission:

1. We estimate the centroid using 2D Gaussian functions (R.A.
and Dec.) of the 77 µm continuum emission of HZ10-C and
HZ10-W. We use these coordinates as an initial guess to look
for the centers of the two 2D Sérsic profiles.

2. Then, we use the task minimize from the PYTHON pack-
age lmfit (Newville et al. 2015). We perform a two step
best-parameters searching: we adopt the least_squares
method, followed by the emcee method (the latter looks for
the maximum likelihood via a Monte-Carlo Markov Chain).
To do so, we constrain the values of n and I0 within the
ranges [0.1, 3] and [0, 2Imax], respectively (Imax is the maxi-
mum value of the intensity map).

3. Finally, we repeat step 2 for the 158 µm continuum and the
[CII] line emission maps, using this time the 77 µm con-
tinuum best parameters as a prior (i.e., centroids, Sérsic in-
dexes, Imax).

2 https://github.com/Jammy2211/PyAutoGalaxy
3 https://github.com/takafumi291/ESSENCE
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Parameter Value
R.A.:10h00m, Dec.: +01◦33′

HZ10-C HZ10-W

77 µm continuum
Center (R.A.) 59.304s±0.037s 59.255s±0.091s

Center (Dec.) 19.507′′±0.038′′ 19.408′′±0.037′′

Effective radius Re [kpc] 1.26±0.26 1.43±0.34
Sérsic index (n77µm) 1.70±0.42 1.84±0.38
Axis ratio (min/maj) 0.66±0.10 0.60±0.08
I0(r=0) [mJy/bm] 0.61±0.25 0.22±0.24

158 µm continuum
Center (R.A.) 59.297s±0.039s 59.254s±0.040s

Center (Dec.) 19.486′′±0.037′′ 19.396′′±0.038′′

Effective radius Re [kpc] 0.78±0.25 1.00±0.23
Sérsic index (n158µm) 1.63±0.49 1.54±0.19
Axis ratio (min/maj) 0.58±0.07 0.59±0.04
I0(r=0) [mJy/bm] 0.24±0.04 0.12±0.03

[CII] line emission
Center (R.A.) 59.298s±0.039s 59.253s±0.048s

Center (Dec.) 19.492′′±0.040′′ 19.405′′±0.039′′

Effective radius Re [kpc] 1.49±0.23 1.03±0.10
Sérsic index (n[CII]) 2.76±0.12 2.21±0.31
Axis ratio (min/maj) 0.64±0.02 0.48±0.07
I0(r=0) [Jy/bm km/s] 1.18±0.09 1.30±0.27

Table 2. Results of the parametric 2D fitting of Sérsic profiles, using
PYAUTOGALAXY, of the 77 µm continuum (top), 158 µm continuum
(middle), and [CII] 158 µm line emission (bottom) for HZ10-C and
HZ10-W.

Table 2 lists the best parameters and uncertainties of the fit-
ting procedure. We note that the differences in DEC in Table 2
are larger than the spatial resolutions of the observations in each
band (see §2.2).

4. Results and Discussion

4.1. The structure of HZ10

Figure 2 shows the results of the 2D parametric fitting, confirm-
ing the complex structure of HZ10. The figure shows this system
has (at least) two main components, HZ10-C and HZ10-W, each
of them slightly showing different morphologies depending on
the datasets. On the one hand, HZ10-W shows a slightly more
extended distribution of the [CII] emission than HZ10-C; on the
other hand, the two components have surprisingly similar Sér-
sic profiles when analyzing the 77 and 158 µm continuum maps.
These results may reflect significant dust content (relative to the
gas) in HZ10-W that causes severe dust attenuation, as evidenced
by its faint UV emission (shown in panel A of Fig. 1).

Interestingly, the middle row of Figure 2 show that the HZ10
system cannot be described just considering two Sérsic profiles.
A visual inspection of the residual map of the 158 µm contin-
uum emission reveals a third component connecting HZ10-C
with HZ10-W. Applying the procedure described in §3.2 to the
residual 158 µm map, we note that the extra component (or the
Bridge) cannot be well described by a Sérsic profile (after trying
to fit a Sérsic profile to the residuals). To analyze the physical
properties of the dust at the Bridge, we derive the coordinates of

the centroid of its 158 µm continuum emission (R.A.Int, Dec.Int);
we obtain (10h00m59s.279±0s.037, +01◦33′19′′.463±0′′.038).

The Bridge may suggests either the interaction or a tidal tale
connecting the two main components of the HZ10 system. We
are conducting a more detailed analysis of the [CII] morphology
to further probe the interacting nature of the system to be pub-
lished in a forthcoming paper (Telikova et al. in prep). This third
component is also presented in new and deep JWST/NIRSpec
IFU observations of the main nebular lines in HZ10 (Jones et al.
2024).

4.2. SED fitting, TSED and Tpeak

We perform far-IR SED fitting in order to determine the physical
conditions of the dust in HZ10. We use Equation 1 to compute
the global values of the 77 µm, 110 µm, 158 µm, and 198 µm
dust-continuum fluxes, which correspond to the sum of all the
flux within a circular area with a diameter equivalent to the ma-
jor axis of the 198 µm continuum beamsize. We recall that the
latter is the coarsest angular resolution among all the dataset (i.e.,
= 1.′′2 ≈ 7 kpc at HZ10’s distance). The aperture is placed at the
158 µm continuum emission centroid of the Bridge (see §4.1). To
do this, we convolve all the maps to the coarsest angular resolu-
tion among the continuum maps (i.e., 198 µm dust-continuum
beamsize). We then use these fluxes to look for the best-fit pa-
rameters of equations 2 and 3 by performing the task minimize
from the PYTHON package lmfit (Newville et al. 2016). We
adopt the emcee method, which determines for the maximum
likelihood of the parameters via a Monte-Carlo Markov Chain.
We finally choose fixed values for α = 2.0 and λ0 = 100 µm
to perform the fitting (see §3.1). The results, including the best
parameters for the far-IR SED fitting and the 1σ uncertainties
curves, are shown in Figure 3. We highlight that ALMA Band 9
data, which is closer to the SED peak of HZ10 (see Fig. 4), allow
us to reduce the uncertainties by almost three times of TSED es-
timations when compared to global estimations included in pre-
vious studies (e.g., Faisst et al. 2020; Mitsuhashi et al. 2023b).

We also perform the far-IR SED fitting for the three sources
described in §4.1. Similarly to way than for the global SED fit-
ting described above, we use a circular aperture with a diameter
equivalent to the major axis of the 77 µm continuum (i.e., the
coarsest angular resolution among the [CII] line, 77, and 158
µm continuum emission maps; ∼ 0′′.4, or ∼ 2.5 kpc) to compute
the integrated fluxes within such aperture (included in Table 3).
The aperture is located at three different positions given by the
centers of the 77 µm continuum Sérsic profiles for HZ10-C and
HZ10-W (see Table 2), and the 158 µm continuum emission cen-
troid of the Bridge. The integrated fluxes are shown in Table 3.

When comparing our results from the integrated SED fit-
ting with previous studies, we find a dust emissivity index βd =
2.00±0.14 slightly lower (although still consistent) than that de-
rived from Faisst et al. (2020) (βd = 2.15+0.41

−0.54; based on the SED
modelling of Band 6, 7 and 8 data). Conversely, we obtain a con-
sistent global SED dust temperature when compared that derived
by Faisst et al. (2020) to ours (46.2+16.2

−8.5 and 46.7±6.8 K, respec-
tively). We remark that βd, TSED, and Tpeak (derived from Equa-
tion 4) are very sensitive to both the assumptions for the fixed
values and the completeness of the dust-continuum dataset.

For the resolved SED far-IR SED fitting, and considering the
caveat above, we adopt a fixed value for βd = 2.0 (i.e., the value
derived from the global SED fitting). We find slightly dissimi-
lar Tdust estimations when compared to the integrated quantities
included in Faisst et al. (2020). Our results of the far-IR SED
fitting for the three components, including the best parameters
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Fig. 2. Results from the parametric 2D modeling of HZ10 using PYAUTOGALAXY, in panels of 3′′ × 3′′. While left panels contain the observed
emission (colormap and black-solid contours), middle and right panels show the best model using 2D Sérsic profiles (see Table 2 for more details)
and the residuals after subtracting the maximum likelihood model, respectively. From top to bottom, panels contain the rest-frame 77 µm ALMA
continuum (top row), 158 µm ALMA continuum (middle row), and [CII] 158 µm line emission (top row). The beamsize of the data are represented
by ellipses at the bottom-left of middle panels. For all the subplots, the contour are the [0 (dashed), 4σ, 5σ, and 6σ] levels. The figure confirms
the binary nature of HZ10, which can be decomposed in HZ10-C (at the center), HZ10-W (to the left), and the Bridge in between the two main
components (with at least a 5σ significance on the residual 158 µm continuum map). The latter seems to reflect the extended dusty component
connecting HZ10-C and HZ10-W.

Source S 77µm S 158µm TSED Tpeak log[LFIR] log[LIR] log[L[CII]] log[ΣFIR] βUV IRX
(mJy) (mJy) (K) (K) (L⊙) (L⊙) (L⊙) (L⊙ kpc−2)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11)
Global 3.78±0.63 1.76±0.51 46.7±6.8 35.5±7.0 12.42±0.12 12.60±0.27 10.48±0.14 9.59±0.14 -1.59±0.24 2.27±0.98

HZ10-C 1.04±0.38 0.42±0.20 46.4±11.7 35.3±11.9 11.83±0.38 12.01±0.32 9.89±0.15 9.94±0.15 -1.63±0.03 1.71±1.01
HZ10-W 1.06±0.39 0.36±0.13 51.2±13.1 37.8±13.3 11.89±0.45 12.06±0.33 9.65±0.20 9.98±0.20 -1.80±0.14 2.71±1.32
Bridge 0.79±0.37 0.44±0.17 39.2±9.8 35.9±10.0 11.71±0.33 11.88±0.37 9.76±0.42 9.80±0.42 -1.74±0.15 2.38±1.59

Table 3. Main properties of the HZ10 system derived in this work. Column (1): component name. Column (2) and (3): 77 and 158 µm continuum
emission flux, respectively. Column (4) and (5): logarithmic of the SED and peak temperatures, respectively. Column (6): logarithmic of the total
FIR luminosity computed in the range of 42.5 and 125.5 µm. Column (7): logarithmic of the total IR luminosity computed in the range of 8 and
1000 µm. Column (8): total luminosity of the [CII] emission line computed by using Equation 6. Column (9): FIR luminosity surface density
computed after dividing column (7) by the area of a circular region with a diameter equivalent to the major axis of the ALMA 77 µm continuum
beamsize (i.e., ∼ 2.5 kpc). Column (10): UV spectral slope. Column (11): IR excess.

and the 1σ uncertainty curves, are shown in Figure 4. Although
still within the uncertainties, we note that the resolved structure
of the dust revealed by the data presented in this work shows
that the TSED depends critically on the component of the HZ10
system. While the SED dust temperature in HZ10-C is consis-
tent with integrated values presented by previous studies (46.4
K), we note that HZ10-W’s TSED is about 5 K higher than that
found by Faisst et al. (2020) (51.2 and 46.2 K, respectively). In-
terestingly, we also find that the Bridge has a lower TSED values
(although still consistent; 39.2±9.8) compared to HZ10-C and
HZ10-W. The latter seems to be reflecting the detached nature
of the Bridge respect to the two main components (perhaps due

to outflows) and without close sources of hard radiation fields
required to increase its Tdust up to temperatures similar to those
of HZ10-C and HZ10-W.

To put the results from HZ10 in a more general context,
Figure 5 shows the evolution of peak dust temperature in star-
forming galaxies (expected evolution of the peak temperature
derived from Eq. 4, Tpeak) as a function of redshift. The combi-
nation of Tpeak measurements for low-z galaxies and the inter-
polation of these estimations at high redshift suggests that tem-
peratures increase up to z ∼ 4 and then flatten off and then flat-
ten off following hydrodynamical simulations from Liang et al.
(2019) (blue dashed-dotted line in Fig. 5). The scatter from the
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Fig. 3. Best-fitting IR SEDs for the global ALMA Bands 9, 8, 7, and 6
continuum emission of HZ10 (77 µm, 110 µm, 158 µm, and 198 µm,
respectively). The wavelength is given in rest frame. The blue-solid line
corresponds to the best-modified SED given by equations 2-4 and using
the maximum likelihood parameters (see top-left corner). The combina-
tion between new ALMA Band 9 and 7 continuum measurements (77
µm and 158 µm rest frame, respectively) allow us to probe the peak of
the dust SED, and hence constrain these parameters accurately. Error-
bars are smaller than symbols.

linear relation expected for galaxies at 0.5 < z < 4 (see black-
dashed line in Fig. 5) has been shown to depend on many fac-
tors. Some of them have been identified in galaxies from the lo-
cal Universe (e.g., KINGFISH; Skibba et al. 2011, GOALS; U
et al. 2012), including changes in the dust mass density, effects
on the dust opacity, and/or variability in the UV luminosity of a
central source (e.g., young stars or AGN activity). For instance,
Faisst et al. (2017) propose that metallicity also has a significant
effect on the Tpeak measured. In particular, their results indicate
that galaxies with faint IR emission and low metallicity could
have Tpeak values similar to those for high IR luminous galax-
ies. In addition, metallicity can potentially alter the dust proper-
ties (e.g., Pak et al. 1998; Misselt et al. 1999; Sommovigo et al.
2022), mainly produce environments with lower opacities (e.g.,
Issa et al. 1990; Lisenfeld & Ferrara 1998) due to harder stellar
radiation fields are expected for low metallicity environments al-
tering the dust temperature.

Based on the HST WFC3/F160W data of HZ10-W shown in
panel A of Figure 1, the higher TSED may be responding to UV
emission severely attenuated by dust, producing a significant in-
crease of the dust temperature. Spectroscopic observations of the
main nebular lines with JWST/NIRSpec (e.g., Jones et al. 2024)
and future ALMA Band 10 continuum and JWST observations
could help us to get better constraints on the dust emission and
metallicity, allowing us to break down the potential degeneracy
of the TSED estimations.

4.3. The Physical Properties of the ISM in HZ10

Figure 6 presents the relation between far-IR luminosity, LFIR,
and TSED for the three components of HZ10 identified in this
work. The values of LFIR for HZ10-C, HZ10-W, and the Bridge
are consistent with the global far-IR luminosity derived by Faisst
et al. (2020). However, compared to the expected relation from
the optically thick case (i.e., where L ∝ T 4; grey-dashed line in
Fig. 6), the HZ10 components seem to be either too warm (i.e.,
to the right of the relation) or underluminous in the far-IR (thus,
below the relation). In addition, when compared to dusty star-
forming galaxies at similar redshifts (DSFG, included as gray
solid circles in Fig. 6; Riechers et al. 2020), our LFIR values may
be reflecting intrinsic differences of the dust properties between
some CRISTAL and DSFG systems, but most likely due different
spatial configuration and/or optically thickness. Some of these
differences could respond as well to the factors described at the
end of §4.2, including the effects of metallicity, dust abundance
on the dust opacity (Faisst et al. 2017), or changes in the pho-
toelectric efficiency of the dust (e.g., Nath et al. 1999; Malhotra
et al. 2017; McKinney et al. 2021; Glatzle et al. 2022).

The [CII]-to-FIR luminosity ratio, [CII]/FIR=L[CII]/LFIR,
has been found to be closely related to the physical properties
of the ISM. For instance, while in low-metallicity environments
the typical values are log([CII]/FIR)∼ −2 (e.g., dwarf galaxies
or star-forming disks; Madden et al. 2013; Smith et al. 2017;
Herrera-Camus et al. 2018a), in nuclear regions, starburst sys-
tems, and AGNs are around log([CII]/FIR)∼[-4,-3] (e.g., Mal-
hotra et al. 2001; Díaz-Santos et al. 2013; Herrera-Camus et al.
2018a).

Figure 7 shows [CII]/FIR as a function of the far-IR lumi-
nosity surface density, ΣFIR, for the three components of HZ10
analyzed in this work. We note that HZ10-C, HZ10-W, and the
Bridge have a very smooth distribution of [CII]-to-FIR values,
with a variation at most as 25% between the faintest (i.e., the
Bridge) and the strongest continuum emission (i.e., HZ10-W).
Although differences in the [CII] emission are slightly more sig-
nificant, these are at 35-45% between the faintest (i.e., the Bridge
and HZ10-W) and the strongest [CII] emitter (HZ10-C). Our re-
sults are consistent with those of ∼ 100 pc scale regions in the
central disk of the nearby starburst galaxy M82 (green unfilled
dots; Contursi et al. 2013; Herrera-Camus et al. 2018a). Follow-
ing a similar methodology to that described in §4.2 to the phys-
ical parameters of the dust in a typical star-forming galaxy at
z ∼ 5.5 (βd = 1.5, TSED = 45 K; e.g., Pavesi et al. 2016; Faisst
et al. 2017), Herrera-Camus et al. (2021) compute the [CII]/FIR-
ΣFIR relation for HZ04 (CRISTAL-20 in the CRISTAL survey).
Splitting the analysis in four independent beams (red unfilled
triangles in Fig. 7), they find log([CII]/FIR)∼[−2.7,−2.3] and
log(ΣFIR/[L⊙ kpc−2])∼10. Although [CII]/FIR values for our
sources are comparable to those for HZ04, we note that our
sources have ΣFIR values (directly the star-formation rate, SFR)
around 4 times higher than those derived in Herrera-Camus et al.
(2021). These results may suggest a deficit in the [CII] content
in the HZ10 system, specially in HZ10-W, although we note that
the dust SED setup used in Herrera-Camus et al. (2021) is differ-
ent to ours and therefore this may affect the comparison between
the two sources given its impact on the derived IR luminosities.

Several studies have shown the strong impact that AGNs
could potentially have on the [CII] line emission, producing low
[CII]-to-FIR luminosity ratios in nearby galaxies (e.g., Stacey
et al. 2010; Sargsyan et al. 2012; Herrera-Camus et al. 2018b).
Díaz-Santos et al. (2013) suggest that in galaxies with a strong
[CII] deficit (log([CII]/FIR)< −3) the AGNs can play an im-

Article number, page 7 of 12



A&A proofs: manuscript no. aanda

Fig. 4. Best-fittings for far-IR SEDs for 77 and 158 µm continuum emission, using equations 2-3 and adopting the βd obtained in Fig. 3, for the
three components identified in the analysis from §4.1: HZ10-C (left panel), HZ10-W (middle panel), and the Bridge (right panel). Conventions are
as in Fig. 3. As shown in Figs. 1 and 2, HZ10-C and the Bridge have lower 77 µm continuum emission compared to that for HZ10-W (although
still within the uncertainties); this may be reflecting a strong UV dust absorption in HZ10-W, which translates into a higher TSED temperature when
compared to those of the other two components (although all of them with the same temperature within 1σ).

Fig. 5. Peak dust temperature (Tpeak) evolution with redshift for HZ10-C, HZ10-W, and the Bridge as blue, orange, and green squares, respectively.
The figure also includes galaxy samples at different redshift ranges: z = 0.2 − 4 (gray unfilled circles from ALESS; da Cunha et al. 2015; yellow
triangles, Béthermin et al. 2015), and z > 6 (purple circles; Knudsen et al. 2016; Hashimoto et al. 2019; turquoise pentagons, Algera et al. 2024).
The red triangle, black circle, and brown circle are galaxies at z ∼ 5 included in Faisst et al. (2020). Magenta stars correspond to z ∼ 7 galaxies
selected from the Reionization Era Bright Emission Line Survey, REBELS (Sommovigo et al. 2022). Blue large dark-blue circles correspond to
galaxies from at 0.5 < z < 4 selected from the deep CANDELS fields, and the dashed-black line correspond to their linear best-fit, both extracted
from Schreiber et al. (2018). Green inverted triangles correspond to results based on the stacking analysis and the expected redshift evolution from
Viero et al. (2022). The blue dot-dashed line is the expected peak temperature evolution from hydrodynamic simulation (Liang et al. 2019; Ma et al.
2019). Red unfilled circles correspond to galaxies at z ≳ 6 selected from the Systematic Exploration in the Reionization Epoch using Nebular And
Dust Emission (SERENADE; Harikane et al. in prep.), as included in Mitsuhashi et al. (2023a). The sample also contains three galaxies selected
from Harikane et al. (2020). Finally, red and green dashed areas are correspond to the parameter space covered by galaxies selected at different
redshfits from the Herschel Multi-tiered Extragalactic Survey (HerMES; Magnelli et al. 2014) and ultraluminous infrared galaxies selected from
the Great Observatories All-sky LIRG Survey (GOALS; U et al. 2012), respectively.

portant role in destroying significant fractions of polycyclic aro-
matic hydrocarbon (PAH) molecules (i.e., associated with [CII]
emission) due to their hard radiation field (e.g., Lai et al. 2023).
This is consistent with the evidence (although marginal) from
the new JWST/NIRSpec observations that suggest that HZ10-W

may contain nuclear activity (Jones et al. 2024). On the other
hand, by modeling the emission of the molecular, neutral, and
ionized gas of galaxies selected from the Survey with Herschel
of the Interstellar medium in INfrared Galaxies (SHINING),
Graciá-Carpio et al. (2011) found that a decrease in [CII]/FIR
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Fig. 6. Comparison of far-IR luminosity (LFIR) and SED temperatures
(TSED) for the three components of HZ10 covered in this work. The
figure includes a sample of dust star-forming galaxies at z > 5 (gray
solid circles; Riechers et al. 2020), strongly gravitational lensed dusty
star-forming galaxies at 1.9 < z < 6.9 included in Reuter et al. (2020),
and previous comparisons for HZ09 (black unfilled circle), HZ04 (red
empty triangle), and HZ10 (purple filled circle), as included in Faisst
et al. (2020). The gray dashed line is the L ∝ T 4 relation, also extracted
from Faisst et al. (2020).

ratios can be explained by increasing the value of the ioniza-
tion parameter (U) on the surface of molecular clouds. As U
increases, a larger fraction of UV photons are absorbed by dust
in the ionized region and reemitted in the form of infrared emis-
sion. The net effect is that the fraction of UV photons available
to ionize and excite the gas is reduced at high U, decreasing the
relative intensity of the fine structure lines compared to the FIR
continuum (e.g, Voit 1992; Abel et al. 2009; Graciá-Carpio et al.
2011; Herrera-Camus et al. 2018a). However, the UV photons
could be also interacting with gas itself, having a potential im-
pact on its physical properties (i.e., the [CII] line emission).

4.4. The IRX-βUV relation

Unbiased galaxy star-formation rates at low and high redshift are
essential to get a complete picture of the mechanisms changing
the physical properties of the ISM as a function of cosmic times.
It is critical thus to account for both the dust thermal emission
and the UV light to mitigate the natural biases on the derivation
of accurate SFR estimations. In this sense, the IRX-βUV relation
(e.g., Meurer et al. 1995, 1999) has shown to be a strong ob-
servational tool to link the IR emission to UV measurements,
particularly to the tight correlations of the IRX-βUV plane exhib-
ited at different redshift ranges (e.g., Heinis et al. 2013; McLure
et al. 2018; Fudamoto et al. 2020; Bowler et al. 2024). In the last
decades, however, several studies have revealed that some local
LIRGs/ULIRGs (e.g., Howell et al. 2010) and high-z galaxies
(e.g., Álvarez-Márquez et al. 2016; Bouwens et al. 2016; Reddy
et al. 2018) can depart from this relation due to changes in in-

Fig. 7. [CII]/FIR ratio as a function of the FIR surface density (ΣFIR)
for HZ10-C (blue square), HZ10-W (orange square), and the Bridge
between them (green empty square). For comparison, the figure also
includes nearby star-forming and starbursts galaxies from the SHIN-
ING sample (grey filled stars; Herrera-Camus et al. 2018a), ∼ 100 pc
scale regions in the central disk of M82 (green unfilled dots; Contursi
et al. 2013; Herrera-Camus et al. 2018a), ∼ 400 pc scale regions from
central regions of M83 (purple filled circles), lensed dusty star-forming
galaxies at z ∼ 1.9 − 5.7 (DSFGs; red-solid diamonds; Spilker et al.
2016) , and four kpc-size regions extracted across the disk of HZ04 (red
unfilled triangles; Herrera-Camus et al. 2021). The The solid grey line
corresponds to the best quadratic fit to the SHINING data (as included
in Herrera-Camus et al. 2018a).

trinsic dust properties. Such variations can be produced by the
composition of the dust, the spatial distribution of the dust and
UV emission, or due to ISM turbulence, among others (see Liang
et al. 2021 and references therein).

To test which is the more adequate scenario in the HZ10 sys-
tem, we use equations 7 and 8 to drawn the IRX-βUV relation
for HZ10-C, HZ10-W, and the Bridge, as shown in Figure 8.
In addition to several galaxy samples at different redshifts, we
have also overplotted some of the schematics from Figure 11 in
Popping et al. (2017), which reflect the distinct physical mecha-
nisms affecting the properties of the emission sources (see light-
blue and light-orange shaded areas, and the green arrow at the
bottom of Fig. 8). While HZ10-C is close to the best linear-fit
for UV-selected near starburst galaxies (black solid line; Meurer
et al. 1999), we note that both HZ10-W and the Bridge lie sig-
nificantly above it. According to Popping et al. (2017) models,
the location of HZ10-W and the Bridge in the IRX-βUV relation
seems to favor scenarios where a screen of dust is placed with
holes in between a relative young stellar population and the ob-
server. Although a small level of turbulence within the dust could
also increase its optical depth (e.g. Fischera et al. 2003; Popping
et al. 2017), the dust screen appears to be a simple (yet reason-
able) explanation for the dust emission in the more dusty com-
ponents of the HZ10 system. For example, although with higher
βUV than those for the three components analyzed in this work,
the star-forming main-sequence galaxies analyzed by Fudamoto

Article number, page 9 of 12



A&A proofs: manuscript no. aanda

et al. (2020) have similar IRX values than HZ10’s. They propose
that the high dust-attenuation properties shown by those galaxies
may correspond to supernovae (SNe) driven dust production at
z ≥ 2 − 3. Such SNe dust could be consistent with the steeper
dust curve observed at z ∼ 4 − 6 galaxy sample compared to the
attenuation inferred at z < 3 for sources similar to those included
in Meurer et al. (1999)(e.g., Maiolino et al. 2004; Hirashita et al.
2005; Gallerani et al. 2010).

Numerical simulations have also found that [CII]/FIR ratios
can decrease with increasing ΣFIR, leading to an apparent [CII]
deficit. In particular, Bisbas et al. (2022) show that this could
reflect the thermal saturation of [CII] as a consequence of the
strong far-UV heating related to the high SFR. They propose
that while the [CII] emissivity increase asymptotically in this
regime, the FIR emission increases linearly, leading the deficit
of the [CII].

The IRX-βUV relation has been shown to be a powerful
tool to characterize the complex structure of the HZ10 system.
However, some studies have suggested the that IRX-βUV rela-
tion may fail in probing the physical conditions of the ISM
in galaxies with large IR-to-UV flux ratios compared to the
βUV (e.g., Ferrara et al. 2022). To address this problem, Fer-
rara et al. (2022) introduce the non-dimensional “molecular in-
dex”, Im = (F158µm/F1500Å)/(βUV−βint); here, F158µm and F1500Å
are the fluxes at 1500Å and the observed far-infrared continuum
flux at 158 µm, respectively, and βint is the intrinsic UV spec-
tral slope (typically, βint ≈ −2.406; see Ferrara et al. 2022 for
more details). When applying to sources selected from REBELS,
they note that Im is a good predictor of the simultaneous pres-
ence of optically thin and thick regimes, showing that galax-
ies with a two-phase medium have Im > 1120. When com-
puting the molecular index for the HZ10 system, we obtain
Im = 1156 ± 104. The latter is consistent with the IRX-βUV
relation for HZ10 discussed above, supporting the scenario of
a two-phase structure with young stars embedded in optically
thick giant molecular clouds and an older stellar populations im-
mersed in a more transparent medium.

Future ALMA-CRISTAL studies (Killi et al. in prep.) will
analyze the variations of the IRX-βUV relation among CRISTAL
galaxies on ∼kiloparsec scales, therefore allowing us to derive
more statistically significant results and to perform a meticulous
comparison with other similar studies from the literature.

5. Summary and conclusions

We present a study of the dusty, main-sequence galaxy HZ10
at z ≈ 5.66, as part of the CRISTAL survey. We present new
ALMA [CII] line emission and Band 9 dust continuum data,
which is key to constrain the peak of the dust SED. In combina-
tion with ALMA Band 6, 7, 8 and HST WFC3 archival data, we
conduct a systematic analysis of the morphology and the physi-
cal conditions of dust and gas in such multi-component system.
We characterize the main properties of the structures identified
in HZ10, such as the SED and peak dust temperatures, FIR lu-
minosities, [CII]/FIR ratios, UV spectral slopes, and their IR ex-
cesses, and we compare our results with the current literature.
Our main conclusions are enumerated as follows:

1. We perform a parametric 2D fitting to derive the morphologi-
cal parameters of the two main components of HZ10 (HZ10-
C and HZ10-W), which are well described by Sérsic pro-
files in the 77 and 158 µm dust continuum and the [CII] line
emission data (see Table 2). Interestingly, the residual map of
the 158 µm dust continuum data reveals a third component

Fig. 8. Comparison between the IR excess (IRX) and the UV spectral
slope (βUV); i.e., the IRX-βUV relation for HZ10-C, HZ10-W, and the
Bridge between them. Conventions are as in Fig. 7. Green diamonds
correspond to the MASSIVEFIRE sample at z = 6, as included in Liang
et al. 2021. The figure also encompasses a series of galaxy samples from
the literature: yellow triangles are taken from Heinis et al. (2013), red
stars from Álvarez-Márquez et al. (2016), orange stars from Bouwens
et al. (2016), blue-edge diamonds from Reddy et al. (2018), magenta-
edged circles from McLure et al. (2018), and cyan-edged squares from
Fudamoto et al. (2020). The black solid line is the best linear-fit for the
IRX-βUV relation for UV-selected starburst galaxies as shown in Meurer
et al. (1999). The light-blue/light-orange shaded areas, and the green ar-
row at the bottom are extracted from the schematic figure included in
Popping et al. (2017), which summarizes the different physical mecha-
nisms affecting the properties of the emission sources.

(Bridge), which seems to correspond to a bridge-like dusty
structure connecting the central and west components.

2. We carry out a global modified blackbody SED fitting of
HZ10 using the 77, 110, 158, and 198 µm dust contin-
uum fluxes. We derive a global dust emissivity index βd ≈

2.0±0.14 and a global dust temperature of TSED = 46.7±6.8
K. We adopt the global value of βd to perform modified SED
fittings of the three main structures identified in the HZ10
system using the 77 and 158 µm dust continuum maps (since
these two datasets allow us to resolve spatially the three com-
ponents of HZ10), obtaining spatially-resolved estimations
of their SED and peak dust temperatures. We find that HZ10-
W, which is the component that shows the higher obscura-
tion of the rest-frame UV emission, has a dust temperature
of TSED = 51.2±13.1 K, which is about ∼ 5 K higher than the
two other components (although all of them with the almost
the same SED temperature within 1σ). More importantly, the
inclusion of the new ALMA Band 9 continuum data allow
us to reduce the uncertainties in the global dust temperature
measurements by a factor of ∼ 2.3.

3. We compute the [CII]-to-FIR luminosity ratio, [CII]/FIR,
for HZ10-C, HZ10-W, and the Bridge. When we compare
[CII]/FIR with the FIR surface density, ΣFIR, we find that our
sources cover a similar parameter space to that of local star-
burst galaxies. We note that HZ10-W shows signs of a [CII]
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deficit, suggesting possibles scenarios such as hard radiation
field destroying PAHs associated with [CII] emission (e.g.,
young stellar populations or AGN activity), or variations in
the dust photoelectric efficiency.

4. We calculate the IR excesses and the UV spectral slopes (the
IRX-βUV relation), for the three components in HZ10. While
HZ10-C has IRX and βUV values consistent with those of
UV-selected starburst local galaxies and other high-z galax-
ies, both HZ10-W and the Bridge clearly depart from the
observed sequence of global galaxies the IRX-βUV relation.
According to theoretical models from previous studies, our
results suggest that the UV-emission in HZ10-W and the
Bridge may be strongly attenuated by a dust screen in be-
tween young stellar populations and the observer.

As mentioned previously, TSED estimations (and related
quantities) are very sensitive to the completeness of the inte-
grated FIR continuum fluxes set available to model the dust
SED. Complementary continuum fluxes measurements at higher
frequencies than those covered by ALMA Band 9 data could
thus allow us to get better constraints on the dust temperature of
the different components in HZ10. In particular, it is necessary
to check possibles scenarios where the dust peak is located at
higher frequencies than those covered by Band 9. ALMA Band
10, centered at λBand10 =350 µm, is a good candidate to address
this issue for z ∼ 4 − 6 galaxies. Since it gives spectral coverage
in the wavelength range ∼ [45, 60] µm at the redshift of HZ10,
ALMA Band 10 provides a valuable option for a better charac-
terization of dust continuum emission.

Upcoming ALMA-CRISTAL studies will analyze the [CII],
kinematics and morphologies of HZ10, and the variations of the
IRX-βUV relation among CRISTAL galaxies in more detail (e.g.,
Telikova et al. in prep.; Ikeda et al. in prep.; Killi et al. in prep.).
In addition, future ALMA Band 10 continuum and JWST (e.g.,
Jones et al. 2024) data will help us to get better constraints on
the dust emission and metallicity of HZ10, therefore allowing us
to break down the potential degeneracy of our dust SED tem-
perature estimations and related physical quantities. In addition,
ALMA band 10 data would allow us to trace the small TSED dif-
ferences and reducing their uncertainties in the HZ10 system.
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