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ABSTRACT

Context. Ultra-deep imaging of small parts of the sky has revealedynpapulations of distant galaxies, providing insight inbe t
early stages of galaxy evolution. Spectroscopic followaap mostly targeted galaxies with strong emission lings-a2 or concen-
trated on galaxies at< 1.

Aims. The populations of both quiescent and actively star-fogmgalaxies at 1< z < 2 are still under-represented in our general
census of galaxies throughout the history of the Universéhe light of galaxy formation models, however, the evalntof galaxies

at these redshifts is of pivotal importance and merits rthvestigation. In addition, photometry provides oniyitied clues about
the nature and evolutionary status of these galaxies. Weftire designed a spectroscopic observing campaign of plsarhboth
massive, quiescent and star-forming galaxies:atl.4.

Methods. To determine redshifts and physical properties, such aslhedy, dust content, dynamical masses, and star foinati
history, we performed ultra-deep spectroscopy with thesetsitive optical spectrograph FORS2 at the Very Largesbelpe. We
first constructed a sample of objects, within the CBHFSODS area, detected at 449, to be sensitive to stellar mass rather than star
formation intensity. The spectroscopic targets were setbwith a photometric redshift constraiat{ 1.4) and magnitude constraints
(Bas < 26, 1a5 < 26.5), which should ensure that these are faint, distant, arlgl faassive galaxies.

Results. We present the sample selection, survey design, obsamsatiata reduction, and spectroscopic redshifts. Up to 86staf
spectroscopy of 174 spectroscopic targets and 70 additbjects enabled us to determine 210 redshifts, of whichatéatz > 1.4.

The redshift distribution is clearly inhomogeneous witkiesal pronounced redshift peaks. From the redshifts antbpietry, we
deduce that thBzK selection criteria arefécient (82%) and dtier low contamination (11%). Several papers based on the GBI1AS
survey show its value for studies of galaxy formation andwian. We publicly release the redshifts and reduced spebit com-
bination with existing and on-going additional observasian CDF3GOODS, this data set provides a legacy for future studies of
distant galaxies.

Key words. Galaxies: distances and redshifts — Galaxies: evolutioratax@s: formation — Galaxies: fundamental parameters —
Galaxies: high-redshift

1. Introduction sive galaxies ¢ > 10'9° M,,) play a special role because they

. . . ) host most of the stellar mass at- 0, hence are very suitable
Multl—wavele_ngth Surveys have prowded_ stringent COMEA 1.5 car5 of the cosmic history of galaxy mass assembly and pro
on the evolution of galaxies up @~ 1. In this framework, mas- \ije 4 henchmark for the comparison of observations with the
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While the cosmic star formation density strongly decreasafter the major starburst, and (4) the strong clusteringeetqul
fromz ~ 1toz ~ 0 (see Hopkins & Beacam 2006, and referin the Lambda cold dark matteACDM) models for the pop-
ences therein), the evolution of the galaxy stellar masstion ulations located in massive dark matter halos and stronigly b
in the same redshift rangefférs markedly as a consequence adsed environments. However, recent studies suggest Hrat st
the diferent evolutionary trends that galaxies have dependiimgthese galaxies were formed instead by a quasi-steady SFH,
on their mass. In particular, near-infrared (NIR) survayisich increasing with time and extending over timescales of oeder
are more sensitive to changes in stellar mass uptol — 2 few billion years (e.g.,[_Daddi et al. 2007b; Genzel et al. 00
than optical surveys, indicate that the number density afsima |Renzinil 2009).Herschelobservations indeed show that star-
galaxies shows only a moderate increase fmm 1 toz ~ 0, bursts contribute only10% to the total SFR density at~ 2
thus suggesting that the majority of massive galaxies wkre ¢Rodighiero et al. 2011).
ready in place atr ~ 0.7 — 1, whereas lower mass galaxies dis-  All the results discussed above imply that the critical époc
play a much faster increase in their number density from1  for the formation of the massive galaxies is the redshifteaof
to z ~ 0 (see e.gl, Fontana et al. 2004; Glazebrooklet al.|20045 < z < 3. To properly investigate galaxy evolution in this cos-
Drory et al! 2005; Caputi et al. 2005, 2006; Bundy et al. 2006)mic epoch, we started a new project called GMASSalaxy

These results had previously been inferred from the evislass Assembly ultra-deep Spectroscopic Survbgsed on an
lution of the NIR luminosity function and density (e.g.ESO Large Programme (Pl A. Cimatti). The main scientific aims
Pozzetti et al. 2003; Feulner etlal. 2003), and are in broeekag of GMASS can be summarised as follows: (1) to identify and
ment with thedownsizingscenario proposed more than terstudy old, passive, massive early-type galaxies at theelsigh
years ago by Cowie etall (1996), where star formation apessible redshifts; (2) to search for and study the progenit
tivity was stronger, earlier, and faster for massive gasxiof massive galaxies a > 1.5; (3) to investigate the physical
while low mass systems continued their activity to later-coand evolutionary processes that lead to the assembly ofweass
mic times. The downsizing is consistent with several resolfi- galaxies; and (4) to trace the evolution of the stellar mass-f
tained at low and high redshifts, such as the mass—dependianmt up toz ~ 3. In addition, the GMASS observations allow us
star formation histories of early-type galaxies (Thomaa et to study the properties of a large samplezof 1.4 star-forming
2005), the evolution of the fundamental plane (e.g., Traallet galaxies, including outflows, dust extinction, and steftetal-
2005;| van der Wel et al. 2005; _di Serego Alighieri etial. 2005)icity.
the evolution of the optical luminosity function of earlype Photometric redshifts are inSicient to fully address the
galaxies toz ~ 1 (Cimatti etal. 2006| Scarlata et al. 2007)above questions because they provide limited clues on the
the evolution of the cosmic star formation density and spphysical and evolutionary statuses of the observed galaxie
cific star formation [(Gabasch et al. 2006; Feulner et al. 200Spectroscopy is therefore essential to derive reliableamod-
Juneau et al. 2005), and the evolution of the colour-madeituate spectroscopic redshifts, perform detailed spectrdipdo-
relation (Tanaka et al. 2004). However, the results of stmditometric SED fitting (with known spectroscopic redshifthda
aimed at constraining the star formation rates (SFRs) ast doharacterise the nature and diversity of galaxies in the1z <
content ofz ~ 2 galaxies show that dust attenuation is a strorgjredshift range. However, the spectroscopic approachris ve
function of galaxy stellar mass with more massive galax@ésd challenging because a typickl* galaxy in the local universe
more obscured than lower mass objects, and therefore that spould be faint in the NIR, wittK ~ 21 if observed atz ~ 2 (in
cific star formation rates (SSFRs) are constant over aboekl dhe absence of strong star formation, as in the case of garéy-
in stellar mass up to the highest stellar masses probE@tM,, galaxies), and with very faint optical magnitudes (&g> 26,
Pannella et al. 2009). In addition, Karim er al. (2011) findtth| > 25). To attempt to overcome these problems, we decided
sincez = 1.5, there is no direct evidence that galaxies of highes push theEuropean Southern ObservatofigSO) 8.2mVery
mass experienced a more rapid waning of their SSFR than lowerge Telescop€VLT) beyond the conventional limits by per-
mass star-forming systems and that since 3 the majority of forming ultra-deepmulti-slit spectroscopy in the optical with
all new stars were always formed in galaxies of M10'%%:04  the secondFOcal Reducer and low dispersion Spectrograph
Me. They conclude that the data rule out any strong downsigFORS2,| Appenzeller et al. 1998). The choice of optical spec
ing in the SSFR. In contrast, Rodighiero et al. (2010) finh@is troscopy is driven by the absence dfigient NIR multi-object
HerschelPACS far-infrared photometry, that the most massivspectrographs at 8-10m class telescopes. The choice af ultr
galaxies have the lowest SSFR at any redshift. deep spectroscopy (i.e., integrations up to 30 hours) igedyi

In this framework, a key role is played by the substantian the one hand, by the need to derive secure spectroscdpic re
population of distant early-type galaxies that have beeartsp shifts for the faintest galaxies, and on the other hand byléhe
troscopically identified at 1< z < 2 (Cimatti et al.l 2004; sire to obtain high quality and high signal-to—noise sgeftir
McCarthy et al.. 2004; Daddi etlal. 2005; Saracco et al. 200te brighter galaxies to have the possibility of detailed possi-
Doherty et all 2005). These galaxies are very iRd-Ks > 5, bly, spatially resolved spectral studies. The GMASS pitajaa
I —H > 3 in the Vega photometric system), display the speedso be seen as an experiment to assess the spectroscaisic lim
tral features of passively evolving old stars with ages of 1-of the current generation of 8-10m class telescopes aneé plac
Gyr, have large stellar masses wit > 10''M,, E/SO mor- constraints on the requirements of the future Extremelygéear
phologies, and are strongly clustered, with a comoving 10 Telescopes (ELTS).

Mpc atz ~ 1 similar to that of present-day luminous early-type In this paper, we present the GMASS project, the defini-
galaxies (e.g..McCarthy etlal. 2001; Daddi et al. 2002, $se ation of the sample, the multi—-band photometry, the estimafe
Kong et al! 2006). photometric redshifts, the details of the strategy of thecsio-

The properties of these distant early-type galaxies seémedcopic observations and data reduction, the redshift mhater
imply that their precursors were characterised by (1) angtrotion method and results, and notes about some particulactshj
(> 100 M, yrY) and short-lived £ ~0.1-0.3 Gyr) starburst In several other papers, more results based on the GMASS ob-
(where SFRx exp ¢/7)), (2) an onset of star formation occur-servations were reported. Cimatti et al. (2008) describediis-
ring at high redshiftf; > 1.5 - 3), (3) a passive—like evolution covery of superdense passive galaxies.4dtd z < 2.0 using
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a stack of 13 GMASS spectra. Fits offfidirent stellar popula- survey in the NIR with SINFONI (SINS, Forster Schreiberlet a
tions to this spectrum indicated that the bulk of the statb@se 2009; Cresci et al. 2009).
passively evolving galaxies must have formed ak2z < 3. We adoptHg = 70 km s Mpc™?, Q, = 0.3, andQ, =
The galaxy radii are smaller by a factor2 than those ob- 0.7 and give magnitudes in the AB photometric system (AB
served in early types with the same stellar mass in the loea2.5logf, - 48.60, wherd, is in erg s* cm™? Hz™1, [Oke 1974),
Universe, implying that the stellar mass surface densityas: unless otherwise stated.
sive galaxies atz>~1.6 is five to ten times higher. Such super-
dense early type galaxies are extremely rare or even coahplet .
absent in the local Universe. Cappellari et al. (2009) coréa  2- Sample definition
tha_t these earIy-typ_e ga_laxies_ are i_ntrinsic_ally mass'wmlea— 2.1. Project set-up
suring stellar velocity dispersions in two individual speacat
z ~ 1.4 and a stacked spectrum of seven galaxies@klz < An important ingredient of the GMASS project, apart from the
2.0./Halliday et al.[(2008) measured the iron-abundancdastelabove—mentioned ultra-deep spectroscopy, is MIR imaging b
metallicity of star-forming galaxies at redshift~ 2 in a spec- the Infrared Array Camera(IRAC, [Fazio etal. 2004) at the
trum created by combining 75 galaxy spectra from the GMASpitzer Space Telescope _(Werner etial. 2004). Our MIR pho-
survey. The stellar metallicity is 0.25 dex lower than thggen- tometry combined with existing ground and space-based UV to
abundance gas-phase metallicity for 2 galaxies of similar NIR photometry allowed us to perform a pre—selection of tar-
stellar mass. Halliday et al. (2008) concluded that thatithdue gets based on reliable photometric redshifts and derive mer
to the establishment of a light-element overabundancelaxga liable estimates of the stellar mass than those based otraipec
ies as they are being formed at redshift- 2.|Cassata et al. energy distribution (SED) fitting of objects that lack MIRgh
(2008) studied the evolution of the rest-frame colour distr tometry. Using this multi-wavelength data, we construeteslt-
tion of galaxies with redshift, in particular in the critidaterval alogue of 1277 objects, called tl&MASS cataloguéfter the
14 < z < 3. They used the GMASS spectroscopy and phepectroscopy was performed, we added 28 objects for which we
tometry to show that the distribution of galaxies in thé-B) could determine redshift. These were not among the 1277 ob-
colour vs. stellar mass plane is bimodal up to at least rétdshécts butincluded as fillers or serendipitously. The final &%
z = 2.|Noll et al. (2009) measured the shape of the ultravieatalogue therefore contains 1305 objects. Obviouslyad im-
let (UV) extinction curve in a sample of 78 galaxies from theracticable to obtain spectra for all of these objects. Tde r
GMASS survey at 1< z < 2.5 and concluded that diversifi- quested and allocated amount of observing time for spextipys
cation of the small-size dust component has already stamtedvas 145 hours, which were distributed over six masks inalgidi
the most evolved star-forming systems in this redshift eatig 221 unique objects, 176 of which were present in the GMASS
Kurk et al. (20009), we described the properties of a striectdr catalogue and 141 of which were pre—selected for specipysco
galaxies atz = 1.6, which form a strong peak in the redshift dis{the GMASS spectroscopic sampl@hree of the masks were
tribution within the GMASS field and an overdensity in redshi observed by employing a grism sensitive to blue wavelengths
space by a factor of six. The deep GMASS spectroscopy also {starting at~ 3300 A) and three others employing a grism sen-
clude red, quiescent galaxies and, combined with 10 redshgitive instead to red wavelengths (ranging fren®.6 to about
from public surveys, provide redshifts for 42 galaxies with 1um). These are called th#ueandred masks, respectively. We
this structure, from which we measured a velocity dispersio note that in some of the studies presented in Sec. 1 the ctemple
450 kms?. This dispersion, together with the low (undetected)MASS catalogue was used, not only those for which we have
X-ray emission, classify the structure as a group, rath@n g0 carried out spectroscopy.
rich cluster, despite the presence of a red sequence ofeglolv In the following subsections, we describe how the GMASS
galaxies, which may have formed their stars in a short bursteatalogue was constructed, how photometric redshifts dere
z = 3.|Giavalisco et al. (2011) presented the first (tentative) etermined for the objects in the catalogue, and how the GMASS
idence, based on spectra from GMASS and other surveys,spectroscopic sample was defined.
accretion of cold, chemically young gas onto galaxies i thi
structure az = 1.6, possibly feeding their star formation ac- .
tivity. Finally, (Talia et all 2012) presented evidencedatflow- 2-2- The GMASS field
ing gas of galaxies at ~ 2, with typical velocities of the order |n terms of multi-wavelength coverage, t6dandra Deep Field
of ~100 kms*, as measured in a stack of 74 GMASS spect@outh(CDFS, Giacconi et al. 2001) is one of the most inten-
of star forming galaxies. Furthermore, they found a coti@fa sjvely studied fields. This field has the following propestiél)
between dust-corrected SFR and stellar mass, with a slepe % very low Galactic neutral-hydrogen column, comparable to
agrees with other measurementg at2. that of the Lockman Hole; (2) no stars brighter thap= 14;
and (3) is well-suited to observations with 8 m class telpeso

In addition| Daddi et all (200¥7b) used GMASS and other suirom the southern hemisphere, such as the VLT (Giacconi et al
veys' redshifts, to test the agreement betwedierint tracers of [2001). The field was targeted byspitzer_egacy Programme to
star formation rates, finding a tight and roughly linear etar carry out the deepest observations with that facility fro®t®
tion between stellar mass and SFR for24-detected galaxies. 24 microns (Dickinson et al., in preparation), the deepeiste
However, 20%—-30% of the massive galaxies in the sample, shimg HerschelPACS data (Elbaz et al. 2011; L utz et'al. 2011), the
a mid-infrared (MIR) excess that is likely due to the preseotc deepesChandra4Ms imagingl(Xue et al. 2011XMM observa-
obscured active nuclei (Daddi etlal. 2007a), as suggesttbby tions (Comastri et al. 2011APEXLABOCA submm imaging
stacked X-ray spectrum. These MIR excess galaxies are p&veild etall 2009), andzTEGASTEmm imaging I(Scott et al.
of the long sought after population of distant heavily olsedu 12010).
AGNs predicted by synthesis models of the X-ray background. The GMASS sample was constrained to objects detected
We note that GMASS galaxies are also part of the sample within a square field of B x 6/8, centred at R.A= 3'32M31%3
high-redshift galaxies observed by the Spectroscopic ingag and DEC= -27°46'07 (J2000) and with position angle -13.2
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GOODS ISAAC tion (PSF) full width at half maximum (FWHM) of1.6” at 4.5
microns.

The IRAC CDFS observations were obtained as part of the
Great Observatories Origins Deep Survey (GOO[Bpjtzer
campaign and targeted at R.A. 3'32M30°37 and DEC= -
27°4816/8 (J2000) with a mean position angle of -14 degrees.
The exposure time per channel is approximately 23 hours. The
data was reduced by th8gitzej) GOODS team and have mag-
nitude limits at signal-to-noise ratios/(§ of 5 for point sources
corresponding to gp=26.1, 25.5, 23.5, and 23.4 at 3.6, 4.5, 5.8,
and 8.0 microns (Dahlen etlal. 2010).

For the first version of our catalogue, only the first epoch
of IRAC observations of GOODS-S were available, in which
the GMASS area was covered by data at 4.5 andu®.0
Sources were detected in the grb channel with SExtractor
(Bertin & Arnout$11996), using a Gaussian detection kernel.
After careful inspection of blended and unblended sounees,
found that the projected distance between sources detetted
IRAC images and their counterparts in theband indicates
Fig. 1. Location of the GMASS field (greyscalks band) com- whether a source is blended in the IRAC image. Empirically,
pared to other fields (K20, dashed) and instrument imaging found that the criterion of 0”5 separation, applied by our-
(UDF NICMOS and ACS, diamonds; GOODS ISAAC, dottedselves, is fiicient at discarding the vast majority of substantially
GOODS IRAC, large rectangular, with Epoch 1 indicated) cowlended sources. It was found that approximately 25% of the
erages. The GMASS field was chosen to be inside the IRAGurces to the m(4.5) 23.0 limit were blended. After the sec-
Epoch 1 and ISAAC imaging, covering as much as possible @id epoch of IRAC observations, data at 3.6 andufn8cov-
the UDF and K20 field. North is up, east to the left. ering the GMASS area became available. A new catalogue was
generated of sources detected in a summed image of channel
one and two, after applying llexican hatkernel. The higher
deblending #iciency of this kernel resulted in only 10% of
the sources being blended (see also Daddilet al. 2007b).eMont

the 46.2 square arcmin field of view of the FORS2 instrume rlo simulations were performed by the GOODS Team (in par-

and contains enough spectroscopic targets to fill the si>kma§ : . )

) : icular H. Ferguson), by placing point sources at randonién t
designed for the GMASS spectroscopic survey. It was Choﬁ%pAC imagesgand u)sing gn emgiﬁcal PSF created bySyigzer
to be completely within the area covered by the IRAC observ, cience Center. The simulations confirm the empirical aencl

tions of CDFS, but at the same time cover as much of the Hubk%(?j . .
ot ) - . n because about 10% of the simulated galaxies were ddtect
Ultra Deep Field(UDF) and K20 field|(Cimatti et al. 2002b) asg rther than 05 from the?r original position? am(4.5) = 230,

possible. for theMexican hakernel (and a significantly larger fraction for
the Gaussian kernel). The simulations also show that facesu
2.3. IRAC observations and photometry unresolved at the IRAC resolution (such as distant galjxies
recover about 90% of the simulated sources@t5) = 23.0.
As the main contributors to the light of massive galaxies are Galaxy photometry in the IRAC bands was performed using
even at high redshift, old stars that emit most of their light 4” diameter apertures. Monte Carlo simulations were develope
wavelengths above 40004, it is important to analyse this réd measure photometric aperture corrections to total mages.
light when estimating the mass of a galaxy. This is illugiddty The resulting aperture corrections were 0.316, 0.355 8) &dd
the properties of the galaxies found by the successful Lyman681 magnitudes for the four IRAC channels.
break technique, which identifies high redshift galaxieseba The GMASS sample was extracted from the public IRAC
on their strong emission in the rest-frame UV and therefere s4.5um image of GOODS-South adopting a limiting magnitude
lects almost exclusively young, low-mass, strongly starding  of m(4.5) < 23.0 (AB system), corresponding to a limiting flux
galaxies|(Steidel et al. 2003). The red, more massive, aia-(r of 2.3uJy. In this respect, the GMASS sample is a pure flux—
tively) less active distant galaxies are moréidult to find, but limited sample with no additional colour selection crigerihe
progress also has been made here, for example usitigtise- choices of 4.am band and the cut ai(4.5) < 23.0 are the
lection technique_(Daddi et al. 2004). However, to selestadiit result of several considerations related to the scieniificdi the
galaxies mainly on the basis of mass, radiation redward ef oproject, the survey design, and the spectroscopic mutiipde
micron in the rest-frame needs to be detected, as variaitionsThe main reasons can be summarised as follows:
the mass-to-light ratio with stellar population age are ltanat (1) At the time the initial GMASS catalogue was developed,
longer wavelengths, where longer-lived, cooler starsrdmute  only the 4.5 and gm images were available for the CDFS field.
a larger fraction of the integrated luminosity. This becgmoe- A severe problem that occurs with this type of data is theden
sible with the launch of the Spitzer Space Telescope, whichihg of sources due to the combination of low spatial resotuti
equipped with a sensitive MIR camera (IRAC). and high sensitivity. The background confusion limit isrthe
IRAC is a four-channel camera that provided (at the time déére relatively quickly reached in channel four, while th&m
cryogenic operation) simultaneou&%5!2 images at 3.6, 4.5, band is the optimal compromise among the IRAC bands in terms
5.8, and 8.0 microns (Fazio et al. 2004). The spatial remwiut of sensitivity, PSF, and image quality, and has minor blegdi
of the IRAC images is limited primarily by the telescope litse problems. Moreover, it samples the rest-frame near-iaftap
i.e. by its aperture of 85 cm, resulting in a point spread funto z ~ 3 (i.e. the expected upper redshift envelope of the GMASS

(north to east, see Figl 1). The field geometry is equal todhat
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cludes observationsin thé¢', U, B, V, R, I, J, H, andK s bands,
some provided by ESO as part of its participation in the GOODS
project.
RAN 1 TheU’ andU band observations (PI J. Krauffpwere con-
18f- - ® vbandl ducted at the ESMPG 2.2m telescope at La Silla using the
‘ ‘ ‘ 1 Wide-Field Imager (WFI,._Baade etlal. 1999). The data, which
cover the full CDFS field, have a seeing ¢flland 70 and reach
a 5 limiting magnitude, as measured within x FWHM aper-
ture, of 26.0 and 25.7 fd’ andU, respectively/(Arnouts et al.
2001). We used release DR (7 Mar 200f), which had been
reduced by th&SO Imaging SurvefElS, [Renzini & da Costa
1997) Team. Deepét andR band data obtained with thésible
Multi-Object SpectrograpfVIMOS, [LeFevre et &l. 2003) at the
VLT became available after we had constructed our catalogue
(Nonino et ali 2009).
The B, V, R, and| band observatioRsvere conducted at
0.0 05 1.0 15 2.0 the ESQVLT 8.2 m telescope, using FORS1. The images have a
Redshift seeing o~0’7 and cover only part of the GMASS field, their top

Fig. 2. Magnitudes as a function of photometric redshift for thedge being at DEE€ -27°4248'49 (J2000). For a description of
GMASS sample, in the ACS F606W baridjf), ISAAC Ksband  the data, we refer to Giacconi ef al. (2001). Rosati et aDZ}0
(middle), and IRAC 4.56m (bottom). A straight line is fit to the andSzokoly et al! (2004).
median of the brightest 5% in eactz=0.25 bin, up to z1.5, The J, H, andKs band observatiofsvere conducted at the
that has a slope of 3.4, 2.0, and 0.9, respectively. This sibev ESQVLT 8.2m telescope, using the Infrared Spectrometer And
relative strength of the K-correction for these bands, Wwhi Array Camera (ISAAC| Moorwood et al. 1998). At the time the
strong in V-band, and much weaker in the infrared IRAC bandeMASS catalogue was constructed, only thand Ks bands
were available (GOODEIS release v1.0, 30 April 2084 The
H band (from release v1.5, 30 September E)oata were later

sample), thus allowing a selection that is most sensitigtettar  added, but not used for the photometric redshift deterrizinat
mass. In addition, the 448 band detects the redshifted restdescribed in Se¢._2.6. The individual ISAAC pointings are as
frame 1.6um peak of the stellar SEDs far> 1.5, which is con- sembled to form a mosaic covering the entire GMASS field (and
sistent with the cut applied to photometric redshifts. Tredgal more). The seeing in the individual tiles varies froti#@o 0'6,
shift of the 1.qum peak in the 4.am band forz > 1.5 is also and the & sky background limit in a circular aperture of 0
responsible for a negative k—correctiofiieet, as illustrated in diameter from 27.4 to 27.8, from 26.6 to 27.4, and from 26.6 to
Fig.[2, similar to that occurring in the submillimetre foraty 27.2, forJ, H, andKs bands, respectively (Ret#fiet al[2010).
galaxies|(Blain & Longair 1993). _ The space—based data includes optical observations taken

(2) The limiting flux of m(4.5) < 230 was dictated partly with the Advanced Camera for Surveys (ACS) and NIR ob-
by the observational constraints imposed by the FORS2 magdvations taken with the Near Infrared Camera and Multi
exchange unit (MXU) multiplexing, i.e. by the number of dvai Object Spectrometer (NICMOS), both aboard the Hubble Space
able slits w|th respect to the su_rface density of targerssal.4 “Telescope (HST). The GOODS ACS images (Giavaliscolet al.
available in the field. We carried out several tests by vayyiip004) were taken with the Wide Field Channel (WFC), in four
the limiting magnitude, extracting the corresponding s@sipf proad, non-overlapping filters: F435VB4ss), F606W Ve06),
galaxies witte > 1.4, anq checking Whe'gher an appropriate NUNE775W {;75), and F850LP Zss0) with exposure times of 3, 2.5,
ber of targets was available to maximise the number of targets, and 5 orbits per filter, respectively. The resulting- point-
and slits for both the blue and red grism spectroscopy. The @éurce sensitivities within an aperture diameter'tf are 27.8,
m(4.5) < 23.0 represented the best compromise. 27.8, 27.1, and 26.6, respectively. The values reportednare

(3) The photometric completenessia(#.5) < 2301is 90%.  dians over the area covered by the H&TS imaging. We used

(4) At magnitudes fainter tham(4.5) = 23.0, the fraction of the images reduced by the GOODS team, which was released as
objects dected by blending increases significantly (e.g., fronersion 1.0 (29 August 2008 The Ultra Deep Field (UDF) is
10% atm(4.5) = 23.0 to 50% atm(4.5) = 25.0). located partly within the GMASS field. The ACS UDF observa-

(5) At m(4.5) < 230, the selection is sensitive to stellations consist of a single pointing at R.A.3"32M39°0 and DEC
masses down to loy(/Mo) ~ 10.5 for all redshifts (0< z< 3), = -27°4729/1 (J2000) imaged through the same four ACS fil-
using a Chabrier initial mass function (IMF). In particyltre ters as used in GOODS but for a longer time, i.e. for 56, 56, 144
limiting mass sensitivities are log(Ml.) ~ 9.8, 10.1, and 10.5 and 144 orbits, respectively. The expected-1ifniting magni-
forz=14,2, and 3, respectively. This ensures that it is possibigdes in an aperture of 0.2 square arcsec are 28.7, 29.0a2@.0
to investigate the evolution of the galaxy mass assemblyimwit 28 4, respectively. The UDF is also (almost completely)red
a mass range extending from the possible precursors ofveassjy a 3<3 mosaic of NICMOS pointings through the two broad—
galaxies (e.g., individual galaxies with 1dg{My) ~ 10 that
merge to form a more massive system) to the most massive ob-ESO Programmes 164.0-0561 and 169.A-0725.
jects available at > 1.5. 2 See hitp/www.eso.orgsciencgeisold_eigeis rel/dpgdps rel. htm!.
3 ESO Programme 64.0-0621(A).
4 ESO Programme 168.A-0485(A).
5 See hitp/www.eso.orgsciencggoodgrelease®0040430.
Our optical and NIR data set consists of publicly available i & See htt/www.eso.orgsciencggoodgreleaseR0050930.
ages provided by several institutes. The ground—-basedmtata * See http/archive.stsci.edprepdggoods.

2.4. Optical and NIR observations and photometry
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http://www.eso.org/science/goods/releases/20050930
http://archive.stsci.edu/prepds/goods
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band filters F110WY110) and F160W H1¢0), each filter being 1009 : :
exposed during 8 orbits. This resulted in @ 5/N of magni-

tude 27.7 through &'® diameter aperture at both 1.1 and/n6
(Thompson et al. 2005). We used the ACS and NICMOS data re-
leased as version 1.0 (9 March 28pAne note that the CDFS s
field will also be covered by the Cosmic Assembly Near-IR Deep
Extragalactic Legacy Survey (CANDELS), using the Wide éiel
Camera 3 oHST (Koekemoer et al. 2011; Grogin et al. 2011),
providing much more sensitive NIR images than the NICMOS ¢y,
images used by us, and covering all of the GMASS field.

We decided to use thks image as the basis of our multi-
band image stack, that is, we cropped Keimage to produce
the smallest size image that still encompassed the GMASS fiel 4
(whose orientation is not such that north is up). SincelthedH
band images have the same pixel scale, we performed the same |
procedure, after matching their positions to #teband image |
using the accurate astrometry from the header. The other im-_|
ages have dierent pixel scales and were therefore transformed
to match the geometry of th€s band image using at least 200
detected objects per image, except for the smaller NICMOS mo
saic where 162 objects were used, and the shall&emdU .
band images, where 75 objects were used. The RMS deviations ‘
resulting from a surface fit to the matched object data weoerab * K magnitude (Vegagota)

0708 for the HST images,”@ for theU’, U band WFI images, . . ,
’ ; ) : Fig. 3. K band counts for the 49.75 arcriiGMASS field. Also
0704 for theV, | band images, and’Q for theB, Rimages. The . dicated on the right-hand axis are countagarcmir?. The

same procedures were followed for the associated weigha:ma'g?OIid histogram is for the 38 K band catalogue, while the

_ Subsequently, SExtractor (Bertin & Arnouts 1996) was usgghshed histogram s for the (faint) 2-Zatalogue. The filled

in two-image mode repeatedly on allimages and their assatiapstogram indicated which objects are in the GMASS catatogu
weight maps to carry out matched-aperture photometrygusif e are counterparts of an unblendedrssource). The ver-
the Ks image as a detection image. For the photomett§,di-  ical dashed line indicated the completeness limit for tt8e-3
ameter circular apertures were used. The transformatioheof c4ta10gue. Overplotted are counts from Gardnerlefal. (1993

images described above causes the noise to be correlated pgeariight line) and Saracco et al. (2001, biderk line).
tween the pixels. SExtractor, however, assumes the noise to ) ’

uncorrelated between pixels for its noise computation. Veeg-
fore corrected the noise output from SExtractor by a factteid
mined from independent noise measurements with fRARis
factor depends on the band but was typically below 2.0. @bje ;
had to have five contiguous pixels with &\Sof >1.5¢ to be completeness of thKs band catalogue obtained. We therefore

detected, resulting in 26083.30- detections, the faintest havingcOmloared the number counts of thg band catalogue and the

. ; . “faint Ks band catalogue with literature number counts obtained
Ks = 25.8. We also created a multi-band catalogue with objecg?én - 7 r ; 98D
that have five contiguous pixels with @\sof >1.00, resulting rom Gardner et all (1993) ahd Saracco etal. (AIDZBs shown

in 6207>2.20- detections, the faintest havirkg; = 26.6, where Icnatzll% [Ee tgerggn\wlvbee"r :V%ﬁn:ﬁe(ﬂﬁeg\{‘ag;‘e =002u%12 f_rl_ohrg ﬁﬂinber
faintest is in this case defined as having an error in theirrr'nagof sougr]ces c?etected in the, band catalogue deviates signifi-
tude smaller than 0.1. We call this tfent catalogue. This cata- 9 9

logue was only used to find four counterparts to IRAC detestiocKantly agg g\brut)];lyhfrom ttr?e fz?mt catalogtuelatgﬁa > 22'0| ((t)r

not present in the maiks based catalogue (see Jec] 2.5). Iin/;?t > 24.0), which we therefore accept as the completeness
We determined absolute magnitudes by applying a correc-

tion to each band separately. The correction per band was de-

termined by comparing the circular aperture magnitudeh wig.5. Combination of IRAC and optical-NIR catalogues

SExtractor's BEST magnitude (the Kron magnitudes for u

blended cases and the isophotal one for blended caseg$)ofa t

14

© [ =
o N

Number

o

Number (x 1000) per square degree per magnitude

IS

As object detection was performed twice, once in ke
gand and once in the 4B band, it is useful to know the

Yo construct the final multi-band catalogue, i.e., the GMASS
objects deemed to be unresolved (i.e. SExtractor’s sitgllar catalogue, covering wavelengths from the UV to the MIR, the

0.90 and N > 10). The correction factors correlate quite welPPtic@-NIR catalogue and the IRAC catalogue were combined
with the seeing on the images, i.e. the ACS images have corr ¥ matching both catalogues. This matching was do_ne bylsearc
tions in the range 0.03-0.04, the NICMOS images 0.06—0.3@9! for counterparts to the IRAC 4:fn detections in thes

the ISAAC images 0.11-0.13, the FORS images 0.18-0.24 d catalogue at a distance<0fl” or less, using the centroid
the WFI images 0 37'_0 40' ' ' "~ " “celestial coordinates. Since the spatial resolution ofl&C

channel 2 image is not as good as that of kheband, some
IRAC detections have two or even three possible NIR counter-
8 See httpjwww.stsci.edfhsfudfirelease. parts. All multiple counterpart cases were checked by eye an
° |RAF is distributed by the National Optical Astronomyif an unambiguous counterpart could be allocated by eyeast w
Observatories, which are operated by the Association ofidssities
for Research in Astronomy, Inc., under cooperative agreémih the  '° From the very useful galaxy counts webpage maintained in
National Science Foundation. Durham| http//star-www.dur.ac.ykinypubhtmfcountgcounts.html
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added to the GMASS catalogue. In some cases, only a likdly < z < 2.9 with stellar masses of 0.1-1x3.0* M. All nine
counterpart could be identified, which was also added toahe cobjects from Chen & Marzke and 14 objects from Yan et al. are
alogue but flagged as ambiguous. At the time when only the firstluded in the GMASS catalogue. Four of these are common
IRAC catalogue was available (epoch 1, channels 2 and 4), thetween the two papers.

process resulted in alist of 1202 objects, from which thespe

scopic sample was selected. We later repeated the prosess, u . . o

the second IRAC catalogue (epoch2l all channels), adding 70 2-6- Photometric redshift determination

new objects. . Photometric redshifts for the objects in the GMASS catatogu
For almost all IRAC sources, we foun(_JI counterparts in thﬁere estimated by applying théyperz softwar&], version 1.1
mainKs based catalogue. To find the remaining missing opticgojzonella et al. 2000). This photometric redshift codedsed
NIR counterparts, we checked the faitd based catalogue andgn the fitting of given spectral energy distributions (SE@ghe
added four objects from this catalogue. Two, apparently vegpserved data. Using a range of redshifts and reddeningneect
red, 4.3um detections remained completely without a countefhe sum of the squaredftirence between the observed and tem-
part and were added to the GMASS catalogue without optic@iute flux divided by their uncertainty, is minimised. Reiftsh
NIR information. We note that 52 of the original 1202 4r& de- \yere computed between= 0 andz = 5 in steps ofAz = 0.044.
tections are not present in the second IRAC catalogue bu wey range of reddening was also applied, using Calzetti's eeed
retained in the GMASS catalogue as two had already been jpg |aw (Calzetti et dl. 2000) withy between 0 and 1 magnitude
cluded in the first two GMASS spectroscopy masks. These wejigq steps of 0.1 magnitude. These parameter ranges are very
mostly faint sources that, although just being below theatlit proad and we therefore assume they represent flat priors.
magnitude in the original catalogue(@.5) < 230), hadamag-  The resulting photometric redshifts were compared to 309
nitude just above the cutfioin the second IRAC catalogue. Ingecyre spectroscopic redshift values in the GMASS field-avai
addltlt_)n_, some sources that were within tHesdarch radius in gpje from the literature (at that time, see 9] 2.7). A@sgss
the original catalogue had moved outside this radius inéte She giference between the fitted template flux and the observed
ond. Four bright sources were not present in the second cg{gx for all objects in the catalogue revealed systematic o
logue as they were either blended with other nearby sourmces@is for some bands, which indicates that the colour terms ar
close to a region containing artifacts from a bright stateAive co\,sed mainly by the incorrect relative flux-calibratiomveen
determined spectroscopic red_shlfts, we added 28 moretshjgfe bands, at least for the aperture photometry used heter. Af
to the catalogue. These were included in the masks as fillers.gyrecting these fésets, the photometric code was run again to
§erend|pltously. The final GMASS catalogue contains 1305 e whether photometric redshifts closer to the known spect
jects. ] _ scopic redshifts could be obtained, at which point the hast t
The internal consistency of th_e photqmetry in the GMAS§teps could be repeated again, a process callsidg We per-
catalogue was tested by comparing optical, NIR, and IR ph@yymed a large number of tuning steps, which also involved in
tometry of stars in the field using models Dy Lejeune et &ly,ging diterent template spectra and excluding some observing
(199_]) and_Bruzual & Charlot (2003),_and IRAC observat|or1§ands (as some ground-based bands overlap with some space-
bylEisenhardt et al. (2004). As some discrepancy with thédRAyased bands). After 28 runs, we concluded that we had obitaine
photometry could not be ruled out to better than 10%, we add@ﬂtimal results, given the data at hand. The tuning restited
this uncertainty in quadrature to the measurement errotisein zero-point dfsets of -0.35,-0.33 for the U’ and U bands, and val-
IRAC photometry. , ues between -0.15 and 0.19 for the other bands, except for the
_ Only 7% of the sources in the GMASS catalogue have maggsets for the IRAC 3.5 and 4/6m bands, which were 0.18 and
nitudes fainter thaiKvega = 22.0, where theKs band catalogue . 21, respectively. Theseffeets most likely represent correc-
is incomplete. The number of 451 counterparts in thi&s band - jons needed for imperfect PSF matching, and possibly byypar
begins to deviate slightly from the total number K§ band  jnadequate template SEDs. The zero-poitgets were only ap-
counts atKvega = 19.5 and significantly akvega = 205, indi- pjied to the photometric catalogue used as input for therdete
cating that manys band sources fainter than t_hls limit do Notnination of photometric redshifts, not to the catalogueduse
have an IRAC counterpart with /.m < 230, either because construct plots in the remainder of the paper. The megereli
these counterparts are indeed fainter thagm= 23.0 orthese apce divided by (& 2) and its standard deviation (RMS) be-
counterparts are blended with other sources in the IRAC énagyyeen these photometric redshifts and 309 secure redfoifis
Within the catalogue, there are several objects that hase bene |iterature were(z) = —0.0002 andr(A(2)) = 0.014. The fi-
found in other papers to be peculiar. Using the deep ACS apg)| SED of templates used consisted of four empirical tetapla
NICMOS images in the UDF. Chen & Marzks (2004) identizng two model templates. The empirical templates, whicrewer
fied nine galaxies at (their) photometric redsfzift- 2.8 that roviged with the HyperZ software, were constructed byrtgki
exhibit a pronounced discontinuity between the F110W akRfle mean spectra of local galaxies from Colemanlet al. (CWW
F160W bandpasses. These discontinuities are consistémt W§gpg, 1980) and extending these to both the UV and IR regions
redshifted 4000A breaks in/60 and Sab galaxy model tem-ysing Bruzual & Charlot models (BC93, Bruzual A. & Chalrlot
plates. After some additional analysis of these nine getaxi[1993) with parameters (SFR and age) selected to match the
they concluded that five of them have stellar masses compasBserved spectra (Bolzonella et/al. 2000). These four teiepl
ble to the present-day Mand are at least 1.6 Gyr old. Yan et alrepresent averagg'®0, Shc, Scd, and Im galaxies, but cannot re-
(2004) used the same data in addition to IRAC observationgoduce the very blue SEDs found for some high redshift galax
to select objects withf,(3.6um)/f,(zs50) > 20, called IEROs jes. To alleviate this problem, two model SEDs were addew, re
for IRAC-selected extremely red objects. After discards8 resenting very young galaxies of 100 Myr and 1 Gyr old, gen-
objects, whose IRAC photometry may be inaccurate becaus@ted with the BCO3 spectral synthesis code. As the ISAAC

of nearby objects, they retain a sample of seventeen boea-fighnd and the IRAC channel 1 and 3 bands were unavailable at
IEROs. The SEDs of these objects are best explained by tke pre

ence of an old41.5-2.5 Gyr) stellar population in galaxies at!! See httg/webast.ast.obs-mip/hyperz.
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Fig. 4. Plots of spectroscopic versus photometric redshifts f& @flaxies in the GMASS field with secure redshifts deterhine
in other surveys (dark [black] circles) and 160 galaxieweiecure redshifts determined by GMASS spectroscopy (bhigt]
squares). The latter set of redshifts are shown here onlistrate the quality of the photometric redshifts. Theyeveot used to
optimise the photometric redshifts itself. The plot on bk shows theearly photometric redshifts used to select the spectroscopic
sample (based on the partly available IRAC images avaiktiteat time), while the plot on the right shows the photoime#dshifts
determined later, using all four IRAC bands, but based orséime set of 309 spectroscopic redshifts.

the time we estimated the photometric redshifts, they wete r A Star forming galaxies - Passive galaxies
used in this run. In addition, the FOR®and was excluded be- N G atlds<z<2s o atld<z<2s
cause it is shallower than the other availableands. For thé | » L7 . P
band, the UDF ACS band was used if available, or otherwise t wa ga B ey | ow Y .
FORSB band, and in places where neither of those were ave “ AAAf A A S
able the GOODS ACS band. The optj®R magnitudes were S S ;Z” P va o

v

boostedper object to match the IRAC magnitudes, by thiéed ol
ence between SExtractor's BEST magnitude and the corre

aperture magnitude in thi€s band for that object. We checked,
by eye the observed SEDs and the fits made by HyperZ for ¢ | e

>

jects withzphe > 2.5, all of which seemed to be fine. i}, o8 -7
After the selection of targets for spectroscopy, imagingda | .4 %} .

of the CDFS for all four IRAC bands became available, and | * ¢

more sophisticated photometric-redshift determinatias ten 4 o X v

attempted, resulting in(z) = 0.013 andr(A(2)) = 0.010. These  O[™; 7 %%

later set of redshifts are used in the analyses in this patidic. e ’ Stars

In Fig.[4, we plot the photometric versus spectroscopictriéds < il s s 7 < 4

for the 309 galaxies with known spectroscopic redshiftshfiih B-z

the early photometric-redshift determination and the later, mor .
sophisticated, determination. We also plot the redshiétemd '9'? 5. B- ZVSZ_b.K plot pLaII GMASS objects. Qlosedd%m-
mined by GMASS, which illustrate that the scatter at high- re{ii}o S represent objects with secure spectroscopic rees

; : - e remaining (open) symbols, the photometric redshifsisou
shifts (where few redshifts were formerly known) is smaftar Upward pointing triangles indicate> 1.4 these are grey [red]

the second set of photometric redshifts.
P . . for the range ¥ < z < 2.5 and black forz > 2.5. Downward
Apart from photometric redshifts based on many photQyinting (blue) triangleg < 1.4 and (black) stars indicate= 0
metric bands, certain colour-colour selections can alse gi (i.e., stars). No specialffiert has been undertaken to identify
good indication of the redshift for particular redshiftentals. star,s based on their spatial appearance, hence most dosvnwar
A colour-colour selection of special interest to our pUBRS sinting symbols in the stellar region will indeed be starse

i.e. the selection of galaxies at> 14, is theBzK selection |imjts of the BzK selection are indicated by dashed lines.
(Daddi et al. 2004). Applying the criteridBzK = (z— K) - (B -

2) > —0.2 allows us to select actively star-forming galaxies at

1.4 < z< 2.5, independent of their dust reddening, while objects

with BzK < -0.2 and ¢ — K) > 2.5 colours include passively of theB — zandz - K colours of the objects in the GMASS cat-
evolving galaxies in the same redshift range. A plot (seeBig alogue, with the colour selection superimposed, showstkieat
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photometric redshifts and tHgzK selection method are indeed  During our target selection, we excluded all the targeti wit
consistent. Of the 1275 objects with photometric redsh#f2® secure redshifts that were known at the time that the GMASS
havezphe > 1.4 and 865t < 1.4. Of the former (latter), 349 spectroscopic sample was defined and available from the sur-
(92) fall in the region allocated to» > 1.4 by the BzK method. veys mentioned above. At the time of the GMASS spectroscopic
The BzK selection method, however, should be ma$éaive target selection, not all of the above surveys had been &dish
for the selection of galaxies atdl< z < 2.5 (Daddi et al. 2004). In these cases, we avoided all galaxies targeted by these sur
The number of objects with.4 < znot < 1.4 is 343, while 934 veys, as derived from the target lists provided to us by the au
havezshot < 1.4 or Zonot > 2.5. Of the former (latter), 303 (138) thors (e.g., Vanzella et al., private communication). Idiadn,
fall in the region allocated t0.4 < z < 2.5 by the BzK method. we excluded the 29 distant supernova (SN) host galaxies with
On the basis of photometric redshifts, tBeK selection seems secure spectroscopic redshifts found by Strolgerlet aD4ph
therefore to select.4 < z < 2.5 galaxies with anféiciency of the CDFS. The redshifts known in the CDFS were collected by
69% and to sfier 21% contamination by < 1.4 galaxies. Balestra et &l (2010) in a master catalogue that we extetid wi
those obtained in the GMASS surfidy

2.7. Other spectroscopic surveys in the CDFS field

In addition to deep imaging, the CDFS field has extensive 0%18' Selection of targets for ultra-deep spectroscopy

tical spectroscopic coverage. In particular, ESO hase@wout The goal of our spectroscopic campaign was to study a mass-
spectroscopic observations of all galaxies in both GOODEie selected sample of galaxies at high redshift. The masstiselec
down to a magnitude of 24-25, with this limiting magnitude bes taken care of by the use of IRAC photometry, @, < 23.0),

ing in theB andV bands for objects observed with VIMOS andphile the high redshift selection is guaranteed by the pinete

in the z band for objects targeted with FORS2, both mountegt redshift estimateszgno > 1.4). We did not select sources on
at the VLT. At the time that the GMASS spectroscopic samptfie basis of their observed magnitudes, but we did set madgmit
was defined, Vanzella etlal. (2005, 2006) reported that tse filimits to assure that spectroscopy was possiblé, ©f26.0 and

two FORS2 releases together contained 930 observed souges 26,0 for the red and blue masks, respectively. For P74, the
and 724 redshift determinations. They used five categofieS@pand limit was set t@ < 26.5 because we had seen from a
target selection, one of which (partly) overlaps with the 888  first assessment of the blue P73 mask that fhedBthe faintest
selection, namely, the photometric—redshift selectioseddaon  objects in the mask was still fiicient. In addition, we divided
the redshifts determined by Mobasher etial. (2004) of gefaxithe selected objects into two samples: those most suitabie-f

at 1 < znot < 2. We note, however, that the GMASS tarcjusion in the red masks being red and at intermediate rédshi
get selection also includes significantly fainter obje€tse full sych thatz - K¢ > 2.3, Zohot < 2.5 and those most suitable for
dataset of the ES@OODS FORS2 campaign was presentegclusion in the blue masks, being blue with K < 2.3 or hav-

by [Vanzella et al. [ (2008) and contains a total of 887 redshiﬁg Zonot > 2.5 such that UV absorption lines are redshifted in
determinations (obtained from 1715 spectra of 1225 ind&id the optical domain.

targets). In addition, spectroscopic identifications fad lad- The target selection was done separately for P73 and, after
ditional galaxies were obtained in this field by Vanzellalet &, first assessment of the results of P73, for P74. For P73y usin
(2009). These, however, aB; V, andi-band dropouts, at meanthe constraints given above, 128 and 32 objects were selfeate
redshiftsz ~ 4, 5, and 6. The VIMOS spectroscopy in thénc|ysion in the blue and red masks, respectively. Aftersaiai
CDES is part of the largeVIMOS VLT Deep SurveyVDS,  assessment of the IRAC detections, some objects were remove
Le Fevre et al._1998) and targets galaxies as faink as 24.  from this selection, as they seemed to have inaccurate piesto
At the time of the GMASS spectroscopic sample definitionyy, pecause of blending (they were near bright objectsy;ea

Le Fevre et dl.[(2004) reported that 784 redshifts wererdetg2, and 30 objects in the blue and red parts of the spectrimscop
mined within the GOODS field. The redshift distribution waggget ist, respectively.

peaked at a median redshift= 0.73, but also contained some

redshifts aw > 1.4, up toz ~ 4. The full GOODSVIMOS spec- i, the p73 masks. For the blue masks, we found 95 targets usin
troscopic campaigr_(Popesso etal. 2009; Balestra £tah)204q tajnters band limit. This would have been 146, if the objects
produced 3218 r?dSh.'ftS’ obtained from 5052 spectra. Th6S8he P73 masks had not been excluded. For the red mask, we
were observed with either thelue or orangegrism, targeting ;qe4'some extra constraints to set priorities. As highéstigyr
galaxies at B < z < 3.5, andz < 1Nz > 3.5, respectively. 54615 (16), we selected objects in the upper left partoBEK
Another large VIMOS survey, aimed at intermediate mass@ala(?iagram i.e. wittBzK < —0.2 andz—K > 2.5, in the upper right

ies atz < 1 bylRavikumar et al! (2007), provided an additiongly, ~,ith B7K > _02andz—K > 2.7, objééts Withzpnot > 4.0, ’

531 redshifts in the CDFS. andHyEROsi.e. withJ — K > 3 (Vega magnitudes). As second
~ The optical counterparts of X-ray sources foanﬂi}andra riority objects (25), we selected galaxies that had nataaly
in the CDFS were observed by Szokoly €t al. (2004), who prEéen included in the steps above, which are faint in bluenbtut
sented spectroscopic redshifts for 168 sources, mostymaty- gt enoughin red, i.e8 > 26.5. As third priority objects (18),

nitudbesR 3 24. Anqthler, s(rjnill:gr, q#asi-stellar object (QS(jO) Su&v-a{e selected objects that had already been included in tHé#@d
vey based on optical an photometry was carried out K fai h h obtimal
Croom et al.[(2001), resulting in 14 measured redshiftsditi-a ask, but were very faint afaf not observed through optima

tion, the K20 survey was carried out in the CDES (Cimatti et afj,
20023). .Thls SUrvey was deS|gned to obtain optical and NI}%% redshifts from 16 observing programmes and can be fatind
sp_ectral information and redshifts .Of a Completelsample4t5f 5bttpy/www.eso.orgsci/activitiegproject$good$MasterSpectroscopy.html.
objects toKsvega < 20.0 over two independent fields, one Oiye extend this catalogue, to v3.0, with 210 new entries (icly 42
Wh|Ch IS the CDFS The reported redShIft |dent|f|cat|0n Con'é'ntries for ga|axies that were a|ready present but with ﬂm“ty
pleteness is very high>( 92%, and has been increased to aredshifts, and 33 that were already present and had similalitg
even higher percentage by the current work, see[Sdc. 6.4). redshifts) (v3.0, see Sdd. 7).

For P74, we excluded objects that already had been targeted

CDFS master catalogue v2.0 by |. Balestra (2010) contains


http://www.eso.org/sci/activities/projects/goods/MasterSpectroscopy.html
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slits, and objects close to the upper left part of the BzK diag tain slit depends, apart from the grism and order separfitien
i.e.BzK< -0.2 and 22 < z— K < 2.5, without selecting on the on the position in the mask in the dispersion direction. We-co
basis of photometric redshift. strained the slits to be inside an area where the coveragklwou

An additional 24 objects would have satisfied the constraibgé 3500-6500 A and 6000-9700A, for the blue and red masks,
forinclusion in the spectroscopic target list, had theyaltady respectively, covering about 72% and 66% of the field of view
secure spectroscopic redshifts obtained in other surveys. available for spectroscopy, respectively.

All slits were 1’ wide. To ensure a correct on-sky position-
ing, three 2x2” openings were added to the masks centred on
stars bright enough to be seen during the acquisition. In-add
3.1. Spectroscopic strategy tion, one slit with a 8 length was centred on a relatively bright

. . . . . int-like object to track the on-sky dithering and seeing.
Spectroscopic observations were carried out in serwceemdodo J y 9 9

in three periods (ESO periods P73, P74, P75, and P76 from
August 2004 until November 2005) with FORS2 at ESO'S 2. Mask preparation
8.2m VLT ANTU (UT1). The FORS2 spectrograph is equipped
with a MXU, which contains laser-cut multi-object spectrogy In March 2004, a twenty-minuteband image was obtained with
masks. It also has a range of available grisms. We chose to B§&RS2, consisting of six exposures of 3m24s. This imageserv
the blue 300V grism without an order separation filter and tl&s a pre-image on which spectroscopic masks were designed to
red 3001 grism with the order separation filter OG590, both prensure the correct positioning of the slits, and to avoidrigato
viding a dispersion of 1.7 A per pixel. The exact wavelengtprrectforinstrument distortions. This shallow imageasaeep
range covered depends on the slit position, but for cenlital senough to show the positions of all spectroscopic targetsiw
the coverages are 3300-6500A, and 6000-11000A, resplludes targets as faint &s- 26.0(265) andB = 25.0(260) for
tively. A relatively low resolution was chosen because af thP73 (P74). To design the masks, it is however necessaryue vis
large wavelength coverage that it provides, given the wange ally identify the targets. We therefore constructed pseudo
of redshifts we wished to survey and the broad range of sp&€-imagesone for each grism. The red pre-image was con-
troscopic features we wished to detect. The resolutionda-h Structed by co-adding the FORSband and the ACS GOODS
ever, high enough to resolve enough spectral features toiperi77s @ndzsso band images, while for the blue-image we used the
a redshift determination. The field of view of FORS2 is imagefiCS GOODSVeos band. The images were transformed to the
by two backside-illuminated, 204@096 pixel CCDs. For read- Pre-image geometry before the co-addition.
out, we used the standard spectroscopic modex@f [#&nning, We used dedicated software to find the optimal mask
100kHz speed, and high gain. position-angle based on the spectroscopic targets selertde
The allocated 145 hours — which included overheads — werle and red masks. The masks were subsequently prepahed wit
distributed over six masks, three observed through the 30830’s FORS Instrumental Mask Simulator (FIMS) software us-
grism (the blue masks) and three observed through the 30T the pseudo pre-images described above. In each mask, we
grism (the red masks). In P73, 30 hours of observing time wereluded as many spectroscopic targets as possible, gien t
allocated to test our assumption that the stability of trsrin  constraints on slit length and wavelength coverage. Tohfdl t
ment would allow us to combine many one-hour exposures. igmaining spaces, we placed slits on additional targeteof s
this period, we therefore observed both a red mask (refésrasl ondary interest (i.e., fillers). We first positioned slits airjects
r1, from now on) for 12 hours and a blue mask (b2) for 11 houfe®®m the spectroscopic target list, using slits that slighio-
of pure integration time. The results confirmed our assusngti lated our constraints, i.e., were in a position without thiérie-
allowing for even longer co-added exposures in P74: two blgelired wavelength coverage godhad slit lengths shorter than
masks (b3, b4) and two red masks (r5, r6) for 15, 15, 32, and @@uired. Second, we included spectroscopic targets #ukdlso
hours, respectively. These included the longest integmdtme been included in other masks (of the same or the other cglour)
ever executed for spectroscopic VLT observations. As same twith slits fulfilling or not fulfilling the constraints (in tis mask).
gets were included in two or even three masks (in some cadésrd, we included objects that almost fulfilled our constts
both blue and red, in other cases one colour only), the total for inclusion in the spectroscopic target list, i.e. wittopdmet-
tegration time for individual targets can be up to 77 houes (sric redshifts slightly below 1.4. If none of these secondargets
Sec[6.41). were available, we putthe slit on a random object in the GMASS
The objects in the red masks have stronger continuum entgtalogue. If even such an object was unavailable, we plheed
sion in the red than those in the blue masks, but their sgect$ht on an object visible in the pseudo pre-image but notemes
features are more challenging to identify as they most probia the GMASS catalogue (i.e. with 48, > 23.0 and without a
bly do not possess emission lines. In addition, the sky eariss determined photometric redshift). In some cases, moredhan
lines at wavelengths above 7200 A cause extra noise. We h@@ect was present in a slit. As the GMASS field has the size of
used on-sky dithering to avoid integrating complete sgectr the field of view of the FORS instrument, the central posgion
bad pixels. For the red masks, we also used the ditheringrto p&f the masks were very close to each other, while the position
mit background subtraction in a way similar to NIR observir:)%;@es were 290, 90, 303, 28, 278, and388spectively for r1,
methods. The blue masks were therefore dithered to two pd&# b3, b4, r5, and r6, where the FIMS convention is followed,
tions at a distance of’®, while the red masks were dithered td-e. north through west, wheré theans pointing north.
four positions with a ‘15 distance. To include at least df sky In the blue mask for P73, 32 objects from the P73 blue spec-
on both sides of the assumef dized target, we had to choosedroscopic target list were included, four of which had ingiete
a minimum slit length of 9 for the red masks, while for the wavelength coverage and, two of which had also been included
blue masks we chose a minimum slit length §ft® be able in the red mask. For the shallower P73 mask, we gave higher
to measure enough of the background to perform subtracfionpoiority to objects withB < 25.0, of which 17 were included.
the sky background. The actual wavelength coverage for-a cier addition, 14 objects from the GMASS catalogue that did not

3. Spectroscopic observations
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Table 1. Spectroscopic sample selection criteria and redshifrogtation statistics

Selection criteria

Targets actually observed Zspec>0 Zspec>1.4

ID P° Pricc M(AB)¢ Zohot other # Tot Red Blué P73 P74 g=1" g=0" g=1" g=0"
S2 P73 Bl B26.0 1.4z<25 z-K<2.3 122 103 31 91 39 71 95 4 90 4
S5b P73 B2 B26.0 25 5 5 1 5 5 2 5 0 5 0
S1 P73 R1 &26.0 1.4z<25 z-K>23 30 24 23 2 17 12 12 4 12 3
S5 P73 R2 &26.0 25 23 15 10 7 5 12 7 3 6 3
S6 P73 R3 &26.0 1.4z<25 1.&z-K<2.3 22 15 13 4 6 11 9 2 9 2
S7 P73 R4 &26.0 1.4z<25 1.6cz-K<1.8 18 15 8 9 9 8 10 3 10 3
S8 P73 R5 &«26.0 1.4z<25 1..47-K<1.6 24 17 7 12 7 14 13 0 12 0
P73 Total unique targets in P73 samples (S2-S8) 202 86 61 34 & 51 12 49 11
S21 P74 Bl B265 1.4 1>26.0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0
S22 P74 B2 B26.5 1.4 1<26.0 94 71 19 70 1 70 64 2 59 2
S25 P74 R1 426.0 - BzK, z-K>2.5 8 8 8 0 0 8 7 1 5 0
S27 P74 R2  426.0 4.0 4 4 4 0 0 4 1 2 0 2
S28 P74 R3 426.0 1.4 B<26.5 25 12 12 0 0 12 5 3 5 3
S29 P74 R4 426.0 -BzK, 2.2<z-K<25 11 9 9 0 0 9 7 0 1 0
S30 P74 R5 426.0 - J-K>3 (Vega) 3 3 3 0 0 3 0 1 0 1
S31 P74 R6 Promising faint targets in P73 masks 7 7 7 0 7 6 3 1 3 1
P74  Total unique targets in P74 samples (S21-S31) 144 114 621 78 112 88 10 74 9
P73+tP74  Total unique targets in red or blue sample 221 174 92 105 685 135 15 120 13
P73+P74  Total unique targets in red sample 135 102 77 34 44 73 64 144 512
P73+tP74 Total unique targets in blue sample 140 115 34 103 44 80 104 98 4
P73+P74 Total fillers from catalogue 40 17 23 19 21 33 0 5 0
P73+tP74 Total fillers not in catalogue 41 25 16 15 16 26 3 8 2

@ Additional criteria valid for all samples are m(4<£3.5, crfk2, and no secure known redshift from earlier spectroscapieeys. For the
P74 samples, targets already included in the P73 masks wetaled (except in sample S31). Note that the sample sefectiteria are not
mutually exclusive, i.e., objects can appear in more thansample.

Sample constructed for mask design in observing period 73)(&r 74 (P74).

Priority during mask design for inclusion in a mask.

Magnitude limit in B or | (AB).

Total number of targets from this sample actually included spectroscopic mask.

Observed in either a red or blue mask.

Observed in either period 73 (P73) or period 74 (P74).

Redshift determination quality flag, for either a (1) seaur¢0) tentative determination.

BzK here indicatesz-K)—(B-2)<-0.2

- T Q@ -~ o 9 o T

Table 2. Masks: slits and exposure times

M2  Grating Slit8 Blu&& Red P73 P74 P75 P76 Total Used
[h] [h] [h] [h] [h] [h]
1 3001 41 1 33 12.75 1.00 - - 13.75 12
2 300V 45 32 - 4.00 8.50 - - 12.50 11
3 300V 43 39 1 - 15.00 - - 15.00 14
4 300V 45 36 - - 16.00 - - 16.00 15
5 3001 42 8 26 - 34.00 - - 34.00 32
3001 39 14 19 - 3.00 9.75 21.00 33.75 30
Total 2558 130 79 16.75 7750 9.75 21.00 123.00 114

Mask number

The remaining slits contained fillers (i.e., #filless#slits - #blue - #red).

If a slit contained another target in addition, this is natred here.

Amount of exposure time (i.e., not including any kind of dweads) obtained during ESO periods 73, 74, 75, or 76, cametipg to Apr-Sep
2004, Oct-Mar 2004, Apr-Sep 2005, and Oct-Mar 20@5 respectively. This includes time during conditions veotisan specified for the
service mode observations, and aborted observing blocks.

Exposure time actually used in the reduction of the spectra.

The total number of slits is not equal to the total number cfesbed targets as some targets were observed in more thameskeln addition,
a few slits contained more than one target.

o o T o

- o

fulfil the constraints for inclusion in the spectroscopigtt lists which had incomplete wavelength coverage) and one objélat wi
were included as fillers. Zphot > 2.5. All of these are also in the spectroscopic target list,
ut might have been more suitable for the blue mask. In additi
e object already included in the blue mask was includeuién t
red mask. Finally, five objects from the GMASS catalogue that

In the red mask for P73, we were able to include 17 objec
from the spectroscopic target list. In addition, 16 objeétse
included that were a bit less red (downze Kg > 1.4, two of
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. Star forming Qalaxies L7 Passive galéxies 3.3. Observations
x " . . at 1.4<z<2.5 , at 1.4<z<2.5
HE . . ,

The observation blocks (OBs), including either two 30 ménut

(blue) or four 15 minute (red) exposures, were carried ogein

vice mode under the following conditions: airmas4.3 (blue)

or 1.6 (red), lunar illuminatior: 0.1 (blue) or 0.4 (red), distance

to moon> 60° (blue) or 120 (red), seeingc 1”70, and clear sky.

Most of the OBs were carried out under photometric condgtion

For each mask, at least one standard star was observed, under

photometric conditions, before or after the science olzgims,

; .-~ "o | using a long slit but otherwise the same set-up as the science

e observations. The overheads amounted to about 25% of the ob-
: serving time, mainly because of the time spent during the ac-

quisition procedure and on observations of the standarsl. $ta

Table[2, we provide a precise account of the exposure timres fo

each mask.

Stars
5 §

4. Reduction

Fig.6. B—zvsz—K plot of all GMASS objects, showing which . .
; : : : The reduction of the 115 hour exposure of the six masks (and a
objects were included in the mask for spectroscopy. Colimrs . . .
: : P few minutes of standard stars) was carried out using IRAF and
dicate photometric redshift either aboxe- 1.4 (red) or below QL[E. We note that the CCDs were read out using on-chip pixel

z = 1.4 (blue). Objects included for spectroscopy are mark% - R :
. . . - inning, resulting in images of 1022048 pixels. When we re-
by crosses (no redshift obtained), boxes (tentative rédshi fer to gixels in tr?is sectign we mean theplatter (binnedpsix

tained), and circles (secure redshift obtained). Notettiatin- he di ion in th ¢ ‘< theref A el
cludes mask fillers (at low redshift) and stars (for moniigrof | "€ dispersion in the raw frames is therefer@.4 A per pixe
and the spatial scal¢’'2 per pixel in this section.

the seeing and telescope pointing). The limits of Bz selec-
tion are ingdicated by da%hgd Iineg.) Since the blue and red masks wefteated by diferent sky

backgrounds and hadftérent dithering patterns, the reduction
differed in some ways between them, but the first few steps were

equivalent.
did not fulfil the constraints for inclusion in the spectropic First, an assessment of the data quality of each observed OB
target lists were included as fillers. was done, including those that had been rejected by ESO. We

In the two blue masks for P74, 71 objects from the P74 blised some of these rejected OBs. These were OBs taken un-
spectroscopic target list were included, 17 of which hadine der conditions slightly worse than requested (e.g., bathgke
plete wavelength coverage or were close to the edge of the gidding these improved the quality of the co-added data,-espe
In addition, seven objects were included that had also been ¢ially because we found several accepted OBs that were also
cluded in another blue mask. In addition, nine objects frbe ttaken under slightly worse conditions than requested.

GMASS catalogue that did not fulfil the constraints for irgthn As FORS?2 is equipped with two CCDs, all of the reduction
in the spectroscopic target lists were included as fillers. steps described below for the full frames were carried out fo

In the two red masks for P74, 42 objects from the p7aoth CCDs. The spectral dispersion direction is along thé ho
red spectroscopic target list were included, eight of witied zontal direction on the CCDs.
incomplete wavelength coverage, as well as one target from
the P74 blue spectroscopic target list. Four and twentyod:eti)je4 1. Flat fields
that had already been included in other red or blue masks, ré-’
spectively, were also included. In addition, 12 objectsrfriine We first treated the dome flat fields. These were taken for each
GMASS catalogue that did not fulfil the constraints for irsittn  night that science observations had been carried out. Betie
in the spectroscopic target lists were included as fillers. and 20 flat-field frames were produced for each night. As the fla

This led to a total of 170 targets being included in the masKiglds were very stable, we combined them all, making one flat
out of the 221 objects in the merged spectroscopic tardgeftis field per mask. Bias values were subtracted by using the over-
P73 and P74. In addition, 46 objects in the GMASS cataloggean region. Using IRAF'sesponse task, a 75th order cubic
that were not in the spectroscopic target list were obseived spline was fit interactively to the average of the lines ofheac
these filler objects that were not in the spectroscopic tdigjs, separate slit. Each slit in the flat was then divided by itsdfit t
we preferred to select objects that had no known spectrascoferm the normalized response function.
redshift. A small number of other objects were included ia th
slits serendipitously, but are not in the GMASS catalogue. L

In total, 170 out of 221 objects from the spectroscopic sele?:'z' Wavelength calibration
tion could be included in the masks, 36 of which were includeSecondly, we treated the wavelength calibration framess&h
in two different masks (but not in three), and 5 in thre@edlent  were taken at the same time as the flats and enabled us to also
masks. Tabll1 gives an overview of the samples, selectiten crcheck the instrumental stability. As they turned out to ke st
ria, and number of targets observed. In Tdble 2, we indidete tle too, we used the wavelength calibration frame for onétnig
number of slits cut for targets from either the blue or redglas
(or fillers) in each mask. In Fifl 6, we show, in a BzK diagram}3 |DL, the Interactive Data Languages commercial software dis-
the distribution of targets actually observed. tributed by ITT Visual Information Solutions.
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only for each mask. After bias subtraction, trimming, flatdfie slits were interpolated to a linear wavelength scale withisa d
ing, and the construction of a list of 24 (blue) and 20 (red) upersion of 2.5A per pixel, while at the same time the shifts in
blended lines out of the HeHgAr and HeAr line lists providegd bthe spatial and dispersion directions were corrected dothlea
IRAF, the observed lamp lines were identified interactiveding  resulting rectified slits could be co-added without furter-
IRAF’'s identifyandreidentify tasks. Starting from the bot- rections. Using eight unblended sky lines, the dispersiciié
tom of the CCD, three lines were averaged, emission lines weectified slits was checked and found to be correct to within O
identified, and a tenth-order Legendre polynomial was fitlde opixels.

tain a dispersion solution. This procedure was repeateeon

set of three lines, re-using the last dispersion solutialiokd

as long as the same slit was concerned, until the top of the C@@. Co-addition and extraction of one-dimensional spectra

was reached. Depending on the position of the slit and theref
the actual wavelength coverage, typically fewer lines ttten
number of entries in the line list could be identified. Theesr
of the polynomial fit was decreased for slits with fewer than
identified lines to ensure a plausible solution. An IDL pradaee
was written to divide the resulting database into separatts p
for each slit, removing the first and last records, i.e. désinig
the first and last three lines of a slit as these were typically
taminated by emission lines from the neighbouring slit.

Before combining the individual frames, we computed the av-
q €rage airmass of all the frames together. First the airmasse
1the beginning, middle, and end of each exposure were com-
puted using the date and time, hour angle, and declinatibn va
ues obtained from the FITS header. The average airmass (AM)
for an exposure was then computed by taking (AM(start)
4xAM(middle) + AM(end)) / 6. Finally, the airmasses of all
frames were averaged to obtain the average airmass for tive co
bined frame.

At this point, the individual files can be combined to form
4.3. From masks to slits one file representing an exposure of up to 32 hours. There are

fferent methods for performing this. We useffefient meth-

Thirdly, we treated the science frames. These were bias sﬁh
' ; o O Y s for the blue and red masks, following thé&elient ditherin
tracted and trimmed. Shifts in the dispersion directiomieen rategies used. We experimented with \?arious methodsmagco

the frames were determined using three sky lines in three oﬁ% ;
ferent slits (i.e. nine lines per frame). The shifts werehef or- are the results, trying three methods for the biue masks and

der of one pixel. As the wavelength calibration is more agtair eight for the red masks, after which we decided which method

than one pixel, these shifts had to be corrected. The shliftstrﬁeliﬁgggrug]:df:(gflﬂzidblfﬁgo% (;nr ézenfggﬁ\smng’ we describe t
the spatial direction were determined using the brightalgé- '

served in the slit for dithering tracing. Apart from the diting,

shifts of up to several pixels were measured. These alsmHz® t 4.4.1. Blue masks
taken into account before the frames could be combined. $s an

non-integer pixel shifts involve interpolation that degga the For the blue masks, we carried out the following steps foheac
quality of the data, we preferred to carry out only one suep stslit. First, all frames were averaged per dither positioitheut

in the entire reduction process. This means that the distortrejection (as cosmic rays had already been removed). Flisx ca
correction and the positional corrections had to be donaeat ration, extinction correction, and telluric absorptianrection
same time. Interpolation of data containing cosmic rayddaa Were then applied to the two-dimensional frames. To remioge t
spreading of the cosmic rays over several pixels, which ishmusky lines, IRAF'sbackground task was used, fitting a second-
more dificult to remove than the cosmic rays in the original dat@rder Legendre polynomial (with four iterations to excluiee
We experimented with several methods of cosmic ray detectigiant pixels from the fit) to all lines in a column. From a visua
and removal and found the method designed by van Dokkwasessment of the background-subtracted two-dimensional
(2001), based on a variation of Laplacian edge detectiompt  age, the position(s) of the spectrum or spectra was (wetej-de
best. This method works by first removing the sky lines usingmained and the background subtraction was repeated on tpe ori
low-order polynomial fit to the CCD columns and then identinal image using this information to exclude the lines comitay
fies cosmic rays by subsampling the image and convolving withe spectrum from the column fits. In principle, the two two-
the appropriate kernel. This only works for single spectoawe dimensional frames could now be averaged to form the final two
extracted the individual two-dimensional slit spectrarireach dimensional spectrum, but in almost all cases there wertctef
frame before applying the procedure. We note that a mask witrat had to be corrected by hand at this stage. These included
an average of 40 slits, observed for 30 hours at four dithsipothe residuals of cosmic rays, CCD defects, bright sky linesf
tions, is represented by 4800 single files (called slits frmw neighbouring slits, and slit edges. The latter two are paldily

on) at this stage. The resulting cosmic-ray mask is keptfier] common in slits at the outer edges of the field of view. The ap-
use. The slits were subsequently flat fielded. plied distortion correction corrects only along the linegich
The rectification transformation was determined witieans that the strong distortion in FORS2 causes straigt sl

IRAF's fitcoordd™ from the fits to the arc lamp lines madeto be projected onto the CCD as curved stripes. As we created
earlier using a two-dimensional Legendre polynomial offsix individual slitimages using a fixed number of CCD lines péy sl
order in the dispersion direction and second order in théadpatnexposed pixels from regions outside the slit becameleisib
direction (note that an individual slit has typically onlyaut 30 €ither short or long wavelengths, for some of the slits. Oag w
lines). In some cases, a fifth or seventh order was used in tRgesolve this problem is to reduce the vertical size of éytan
dispersion direction, depending on the number of emissi@s| On the image allocated to slits, but this would have redubed t
fit. Using the resulting rectification transformation sadas, the area from which the background signal can be measured signifi
cantly as the deformation can lead to &efience in the vertical

4 \We reported a (confirmed) bug in this task causing the digplayPOsition of up to 1 between the blue and red edges of a slit.
rms to represent the rms using the present fit but includisg @hlues The latter two &ects and the first two when occurring outside
not used (i.e. deleted) for the fit. the location of the spectrum of interest, caused undesitedts
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in the background estimates. These were corrected by ieglacTable 3. Average magnitude and fluxfiiérence between spec-
the dfected part of the column(s) by an ufexted part of the tral and imaging photometry

column(s), typically three pixels, and redoing the backgib _

subtraction, or excluding thefacted lines from the background Mask Grism Amag  AFlux®
fit (for certain columns). If a defect occurred inside theioag 3001 0.230.24 1.20.3
where the actual spectrum was located, it could not be reglac 300V 0.5%0.20 1.%0.3
by another part of the column. In that case, it was replacetéy 300V 0.58025 1204
same two-dimensional region at the other dither positieduc- 300V 0.48&0.25 1604
. . . L . . 3001 0.130.37 1.20.4
ing the 9N in this region in the final image by a factor of2. 300 049028 1604
Finally, one-dimensional spectra were extracted from e t

dimensional ones using unweighted summing overab6 p_ixel fotes. @ The values are@-clipped averaged over all objects in the
1”5) aperture, unless there was clear evidence of a spatially eespective mask and all three filteBufs, Vsos, i775) that were covered
tended source, in which case the aperture was broadened. by spectroscopy.

OO~ WNE

4.4.2. Red masks We computed synthetic spectral magnitudes by convolving
the spectra with the HSACS Bass, Veos andizzs filters, wher-

For the red masks, we used a method similar to the one appl@gr the spectra covered the full wavelength range of these fi

in the NIR, starting with the frames where cosmic rays were rters. Five spectra cover only part of thes filter and none of

moved and flat fielding was carried out. In the following, théhe others. Here we convolved only the appropriate part@f th

four dither positions are called A, B, C, and D. First, thréber i77s filter (which was more than 50% of its full width in all five

positions (BCD, CDA, DAB, and ABC) were median-combine@ases). As expected, due to the more severe flux loss — cayised b

without shifting to form a representation of the sky backgro. the finite width of the slits — for extended galaxies than fue t

These median frames were subtracted from the position tasmt winresolved standard stars, the synthetic magnitudes ah@ost

not part of the median (A, B, C, and D, respectively). Thisigto all cases higher than the imaging magnitudes, by 0.4 ongeera

have taken care of the sky background removal, but owing T&ve 3r-clipped averageftsets difer per mask and are listed in

temporal variations in the strength of the sky lines somalresTable[3, together with the corresponding average ratio i flu

uals remain. The frames were subsequently transformedrto cbhe obtained average valuedidr less than 0.1 mag from the

rect for the distortion. To remove the sky line residuals afi w median values (which were notclipped). We excluded twelve

as possible, we used IRARgckground task to fit a first-order outliers manually beforehand that were mostly serendigitab-

Legendre polynomial (i.e. a line) to the columns and subtrgects not centered in the slits and thereforeurom additional

this fit. As for the blue masks, this step was repeated onee aflit losses. Also excluded were 14 objects for which imaging

the location of spectra in the two-dimensional frame hachbeghotometry is not available. The averaggset is slightly higher

determined, avoiding the lines containing the spectraallin for the bluer filters, by 0.1-0.2 mag. In Taljle A.1, we list the

the sky-subtracted frames were averaged using a sigmairdip flux ratio per spectrum (averaged over multiple filters ifiava

rejection method and applying the appropriate shifts taiobt able), that is also the multiplicative factor needed to raiise

the final two-dimensional spectra. The two-dimensionatspe the spectra in order to obtain fluxes consistent with the intag

were flux-calibrated and corrected for extinction and tédlab- magnitudes.

sorption. One-dimensional spectra were extracted fronvtbhe

d|msnS|onaI ones using unweighted summing over a seveﬂ-p| 6. Galaxies observed in multiple masks

(= 1’75) aperture, unless there was clear evidence of a spatially

extended source, in which case the aperture was broadened.To combine spectra of the targets that had been observedin mu
tiple masks, we scaled the one-dimensional spectra us#ig th
common wavelength range, after which the common part of the

4.5. Spectrophotometric calibration spectra was averaged. Since the spectra had been fluxatadibr
we neither scaled nor weighted the spectra during the cambin

Standard stars (LTT1788 and LTT3218) were observed duritign.

some (photometric) nights througH Slits. The observations of

the standard stars were bias subtracted using the oversean r

gions and flat fielded using the flat fields taken for thestit. 5. Spectroscopy results

Distortion correction was also carried out using the disioer

solution obtained from the wavelength calibration franeeglie

5 slit. The observations of one standard star repeated over sene-dimensional spectra of galaxies for which we were able t
eral nights were combined and a 14 pixel (66Bwide aper- determine a redshift (either secure or tentative, see Hedoev
ture was used to extract the spectrum, using a third- to fiftgresented in AppendixIB. All objects presentin the GMASS cat
order Legendre polynomial to trace the spectrum position. ogue that were observed spectroscopically are listegitier

response curve was determined using a standard star for egfih their redshifts, photometry, and the Table in Apperix
period (P73 or P74), by fitting a 15th order cubic spline to the

parts of the standard-star observationfteeted by telluric ab- ]

sorption, while those partdfacted were used to create a curvé-2. Redshifts

representing the telluric absorption. We attempted toteraa 5.2.1. Determination

telluric absorption curve from the brighter spectra in &sce

mask, but this turned out to be impossible as tf¢ i8S insufi- Redshifts were principally determined by finding and idigiriig
ciently high. absorption and emission features in the galaxy spectraldir a

5.1. One-dimensional spectra
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— ; target list and observed in at least one of the GMASS masks.

1.6 s, A e T g * In addition, 15 of these objects have less secure redshif{
i Feln,  Fel Cﬁﬁ_—” e S 1 ity flag 0). For 22 objects, the extracted spectra did not igiev
14~ ey i T 7 clues about their redshift or result in conflicting redshiéter-
1 2; b minations. Finally, two objects turned out to be too faintaite
: low extraction of their spectra. Among the objects with newl
T 10% determined secure redshifts, 22 had been observed in pgevio
surveys, but did not yet have secure redshifts. The suceéss r
0.8l of redshift determination by GMASS is therefore 76% (86%,
H including less secure redshifts) for the full spectroscaam-
O.GJ ple observed, 63% (76%) for the red sample, and 90% (94%)
0.4l | | | for theh_blrl:e szri]mé)le. We note ;chgt éherzgat;s would _havhe been
B ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ even higher, had we not excluded t ie) targets in the
1500 Wavgltt)e?%th ( Angstzrggwo) 3000 GMASS field, for which redshifts had been previously deter-
mined in other surveys. Thefiency of selecting galaxies at
td Fe‘ . [(‘) "]‘ ‘ z > 14, i.e,, the fraction for whiclspec > 1.4 among those
1.0 T Mgl H ] with determined secure (tentative) redshifts is 89% (8riife
i e e : ] complete sample, 84% (85%) for the red, and 94% (94%) for the
0.8 T P 3 blue sample. In Tablgl 1, we list some more statistics, irinlyd
i : § ‘ the number of redshifts determined @t 0 andz > 1.4) per
< 06 : o sample.

- ; P 8 Among the targets used to fill empty places in the masks, 40
0.4+ ; = | objects were in the GMASS photometric catalogue, but had not
L §§ D 1 been classified as spectroscopic targets. For 33 of thesaawe

0.2 : i 4 aged to obtain a secure redshift, 5 of these beirgpai > 1.4.
¥ o , In addition, we extracted 41 spectra of sources not presehei
oo """ , ., % . 4 L GMASS photometric catalogue, most of these being serendipi
2500 3000 3500 4000 tously included in slits placed on other targets. We were &bl
Wavelength (Angstrom) determine 26 secure and 3 tentative redshifts for thesesfilg

Fig. 7. Rest-frame composite spectra of galaxies in the tiu ( [%nd 2 atzgpec > 1.4, respectively. These are also listed in Table
and red bottom) masks. The mostimportant absorption lines an : : ;
one emission line (O I}3727) are indicated. Note the clear dif- In Fig [, we have plotted the number of redshifts determined

: as a function of magnitude, for several bands, in the form of
ference in slope and strength of the Fell and Mgll,Mgl absorplistograms. The spectroscopic redshift determinationescis

tion lines. relatively independent of th€ and 4.5:m magnitudes, but is, as
expected, a strong function of magnitude in Biand| bands,
. ) . . decreasing fron+90% forB, | < 25t0 25%, and 43% fdB > 27
tion, once a sfiicient number of redshifts had been determinegh,q| - 25 respectively.
for a mask, an average de-redshifted SED was constructed usi |, Fig.[@ (left panel), we have plotted a histogram of pho-
the spectra with known redshifts and subsequently usedés-deyometric and secure spectroscopic redshifts, both defied
mine the redshift of galaxies for which the first method did ng;\MASS observations and other surveys. We also indicateathe r
result in a redshift. Using the second method, only a few mofg f spectroscopic redshifts derived from GMASS to thaltot
redshifts were found and subsequently confirmed by idéngfy ,ymper. It is clear that, within the GMASS field,z¢ 1.5 most
several spectral features that had not been noticed béfbee. (oqshift information comes only from GMASS, namely 120 out
quality of the redshifts determined was assessed, taktngam of the 152 (or 80%) spectroscopic redshifts, and, in the eang
countthe number of features used and te & these, resulting 15 < 7 < 2.9, 119 out of 145 (or 79%) redshifts. The redshift
in three quality flags: (1) secure redshifts; (0) tentateashifts, gjstribution is inhomogeneous: several peaks are visibleé
often based on only one spectral feature, very IgW fatures, pistogram. The properties of the most significant high-nétls

or discontinuities in the observed SED; and (-1) where ne reﬁl\/erdensity ar = 1.6 are described in Kurk etlal. (2009).
shift could be determined. )

In Fig.[4, we show composite spectra of blue (obtained in all ) _ _ )
masks) and red (obtained in the red masks only) galaxies, sir2-3. Comparison with photometric redshifts and BzK
ilar (but of higher @N) to those used to determine the redshifts selection

of individual_ galaxy spectra. During the_co-add!tion toguce |, Fig.[4, we compare the newly obtained spectroscopic iEesh
the composites, each spectrum was shifted to its rest-fre#ne \ i, 1oth theearly photometric redshifts (see SEC.12.6) used for
binned to 1 A bins, and normalized in the 3000-3500 A (200¢h¢ sample selection and the more sophisticated photamed
2500 A) wavelength range, which is always present in the ofhits obtained later. We also show with dashed lines foh bot
served spectroscopic window of the galaxies observed iretthe Zohot aNd Zspec €qual to 1.4 the lower limit to our photometric
(blue) masks. redshift selection. The deviation of spectroscopic fromeharly
(sophisticated) photometric redshifts for the new GMAS&-re
shifts (bright [red] squares in the figure)i¢z) = 0.021 (-0.005)
ando(A(2) = 0.041 (0.021). This is a factor of two higher than
In total, we were able to determine 135 secure redshiftsl{quthe deviation from the training set of more than 300 spectro-
ity flag 1) for the 174 objects belonging to the spectroscopscopic redshifts in this field, most (92%)ak 1.4. Indeed, the

5.2.2. Redshift determination success
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Fig. 8. Magnitude histograms of the 1305 objects in the GMASS cgtador the following bands: AC8, ACS |, ISAAC K,

and IRAC 4,5um (from left to right and top to bottom). The smaller histapsarepresent objects in the spectroscopic sample
(dashed), those observed spectroscopically (light gtegge resulting in redshifts (grey), and those with secadshifts (dark
grey). The objects in the bin at magnitude 29.5 were not tledeia the respective bands. Each panel contains the faddrism

at the bottom, while the top histogram is a zoomed image offieetroscopic sample and includes filled circles reprasgtiie
secure spectroscopic redshift determination succespeatmagnitude bin (in percentages). Note that the specpissample
does not include objects with secure redshifts publisheladiterature.

fraction of newzspec > 1.4 that havezpnoteary(Zonotsoph) > 1.4 firms this: of the 570 objects with secure redshifts, 142 have
is 94% (98%), while the fraction of newpec < 1.4 that have 1.4 < Zynot < 2.5 (110 of these, i.e. 77% have redshifts measured
Zphotearly(Zphotsoph) < 1.4 is 81% (92%). by GMASS) and 42&pnot < 1.4 oOr Zynot > 2.5. Of the former

As described in Se€2.6, tRzK diagram can also be used(latter) 124 (27) fall in the region allocated to4ls z < 2.5 by
to select galaxies at4 < z < 2.5 with high eficiency and low the BzK method (see also Fif] 5). THzK selection therefore

contamination. The sample of known spectroscopic redshift S€€MS EO beféicient (82%) and to sier only low contamina-
the GMASS field (produced by GMASS and other surveys) colion (18%). If theBzK criteria are used to selezt> 1.4 galax-
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Fig.10. Stellar mass as a function of redshift in the GMASS
catalogue. Galaxies with spectroscopic redshifts aretiiiteth

by open [blue] squares. Those determined in the course of the
) 3 4 GMASS survey are shown as filled [red] squares. Photometric
Redshift (o/Zsed redshifts are identified by the dark [black] filled circles.

Fig.9. Histogram of redshifts in the GMASS catalogue. The
open histogram represents photometric redshifts, whidegytiy
(dark) histogram represents secure (GMASS only) spedmsc at the cost of introducing an additional parameter. We uséd v
redshn‘ts. The dots indicate the percentage of secureifesidé- | es of extinction covering the range<® Ay < 4. Moreover,
termined by the GMASS survey. we applied aprior in the choice of the best-fit models, simi-
lar to the one used hy Fontana et al. (2004)/and Bolzonelle et a
(2010), that is, to exclude models wigly > 0.6 and agér > 4
ies, the contamination is only 11%. These percentages aemp@e., old galaxies must have a moderate dust extinction) an
favourably to those computed for the larger sample of 126 ptmodels witht < 0.6 Gyr and ages for whiclm is < 1 (to
tometric redshifts, which were 69% and 31% (or 21% if webtain a better estimate of the ages of early-type galayjgs t
are not concerned aboubntaminationby z > 2.5 galaxies), cally fitted by these lowr models). In addition to the canonical
respectively. The larger contamination among photomedde stellar population models provided by Bruzual & Charlot@ap
shifts may therefore be due to inaccuracies in the photanetBC03), we computed masses using the stellar population mod-
redshift determination rather than due td ¥ z < 2.5 galaxies els of/Maraston/ (2005), with the Kroupa initial mass funatio
with colours inconsistent with thBzK criteria. We note, how- (IMF) (Kroupa!2001), similar to the Chabrier IMFE_(Chabrier
ever, that the galaxies with secure redshifts are a sub4sashp 2003) used in Bruzual & Charlot models, and those by Charlot
all galaxies within theBzK region, which are probably biased& Bruzual (Bruzual 2007a,b), both of which include the ther-
towards brighter galaxies afwd with emission lines. mally pulsing asymptotic giant branch phase of stellar @vol
tion. For intermediate age stellar populations, this plcasecon-
. . tribute up to~50% to the total bolometric light, radiated mostly
5.3. SED-derived properties of the GMASS samples inthe NIR (e.g.|_ Marastan 2005). The use dfelient SED mod-

Once the spectroscopic redshifts had been determined, BBw Is implies diferent mass estimates: for instance the change in
fits were obtained for the whole GMASS photometric cataloguée IMF from Chabrier to Salpeter produces higher estimaftes
this time fixing the redshift parameter to the 609 spectrpico the stellar masses (0.23 dex; i.e., a faet@r7). In the remain-
redshifts (both secure and tentative) known, and leaviragsit der of this paper, when we refer to stellar masses, we refer to
a free parameter for the other objects (resulting in a phetemthose computed using the BCO3 models as these provide the bes
ric redshift). During the fitting, observed magnitudes wesed fits among the three models, and for consistency with previou
only up to rest-frame wavelength = 2.5 um to avoid the in- Works.

fluence of dust emission (which was not included in the models The stellar masses of observed galaxies and other galaxies
used) and to minimise thefect that dfferent stellar population in the GMASS photometric catalogue are shown in Fig. 10.
synthesis models would have. No photometric shifts were aphe range of derived stellar masses for the galaxies with red
plied in this fitting procedure, owing to uncertainties neting  shifts from GMASS observations is between 7.5 and 11.6 in
their origin. We employed exponentially declining starnf@- 109(Ms), with most (96%) galaxies being between 9.0 and 11.0
tion histories, with characteristic times= 0.1, 0.3, 1, 2, 3, 5, inlog(Mo).

10, 15, and 30 Gyr, plus a model with a constant rate of star In Fig. [I1, we show histograms of SED-derived stellar
formation. A minimum age of 0.09 Gyr was imposed. We usadasses, star formation rates, ages, and extinction\jrféx the

only solar metallicities as we had found that introducinpaice sample with spectroscopic redshifts derived by GMASS (open
of metallicities did not lead to a substantial improvementhie histograms), secure spectroscopic redshifts derived byAGM¢
quality of the best-fits and producedidirences in the best-fit (filled histograms), for all redshifts (black), redshits< 2.0
stellar masses 0.1dex, compared to solar metallicity SEDs(red), and redshifts < 1.4 (blue). There are no obvious redshift

0 1
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Fig. 11. Histograms of SED-derived stellar masses, star form

5.4. Extending the CDFS spectroscopic catalogue

As described in Se€. 2.7, the CDFS, in which the GMASS field
is located, is the focus of many spectroscopic campaigosighr

ing thousands of galaxy redshifts. The GMASS survey pravide
additional spectra and redshifts, which fill an importachei in
parameter space: its resulting redshifts are prefergntrathe
former redshift desertat 14 < z < 2.5, and the galaxies are
up to two magnitudes fainteB(1 < 26.0) than those targeted

in most other surveys, which explains the extremely long-int
gration times needed-(30 hours)| Balestra etlal. (2010) com-
piled amastercatalogue of spectroscopic redshifts obtained by
16 authors with 7332 entries. We extend this catalbijog 210
entries obtained by the GMASS project. Some of these (42) con
cern galaxies that had tentative redshifts from other sisrtheat

are now replaced by more secure GMASS redshifts. In[Elg. 12,
we show the positions in the GMASS field of the galaxies with
redshifts obtained by GMASS and other surveys. In Eig. 13, a
redshift cone of galaxies in the GMASS field is displayed.

6. Notes on individual objects

Here we provide notes on individual objects, in particuterse
that have been detected at other wavelengths or observed by

tion rates, ages, and extinction (inyAfor the sample with Other surveys.
spectroscopic redshifts derived by GMASS (open histogfams
secure spectroscopic redshifts derived by GMASS (filled hig 1. Radio sources

tograms), for all redshifts (black), redshifts< 2.0 (red), and

redshiftsz < 1.4 (blue). These histograms are plotted on top dfhe CDFS was observed at 1.4GHz using the Australian

each other, i.e., they are not cumulative.

15 -
Redshift 2.0

2.5

09T

2.5

3.0

Fig. 13. Cone plots showing the projection in R.A. in thap
panel and declination in tHeottompanel of the spatial distribu-
tion of galaxies in the GMASS field. Only galaxies with speetr

scopic redshifts up ta = 3.0 are shown. Red symbols indicaté
redshifts determined by spectroscopy from the GMASS surve
The angle of each cones was stretched by a factor of six to h

visualisation.

Telescope Compact Array down to a limiting sensitivity
of ~14uJy (Koekemoer et al., in preparation). Within the area
covered by the ACS observations, a total of 64 radio sources
are found with 1.4GHz fluxes between &8/ and 20 mJy
(Afonso et all 2006). Afonso et lal. (2006) identified thestioga
sources with objects detected on the Afg$ band using a like-
lihood method. Identifications were inspected visually heak
for cases where the likelihood method might not apply. Seven
of the radio sources were not identified with an optical seurc
We cross-correlated the GMASS catalogue with the catalogue
published by Afonso et al. (2006), using the coordinatesef t
ACS counterpart, except for the seven cases without a counte
part, for which we used the coordinates of the radio sourde. A
objects at distances smaller thdf0dwere considered matches.
Fourteen of these were found, all at distange@’3 and with
optical identifications by Afonso et al.. Twelve of thesesally
had secure spectroscopic redshifts determined by Szokaly e
(2004), one has no spectroscopy at all, and one was observed
in a GMASS mask. This last object - GMASS 2113, No. 24 in
Afonso et al. — has a spectroscopic redshift of 1.613. Ouc-spe
f.én of this galaxy displays a narrow [O Il] emission linetbu
there is no evidence of broad lines. It has an extended Lilzeg
morphology, with a colour gradient. As this galaxy is partted
redshift spike az = 1.61 in the GOODS-S field, its spectrum
and HST image can be foundlin Kurk et al. (2009), where this
spike is described in detail. This galaxy was also obseniéd w
SINFONI, the VLT's NIR integral field spectrograph, display

differences in the distributions of mass and extinction. Far sigq evidence of a merging system (Forster Schreiberle0apR

formation rates, the high-redshift galaxies have the héghtar
formation rates, while the lowest bin (SKR5 My, yr1) is dom-

the clearest interacting system among the 63 galaxiestddtec
in the SINS survey. We note that Kellermann etlal. (2008 late

inated by the galaxies at< 1.4. As the GMASS catalogue wasy|sg published deep radio observations of the CDFS, pegidrm

selected on MIR magnitude, thisfiirence in SFR can only be
partly explained by selectiorffects. The highest redshift galax- 15 \ersion
ies, have, as expected the lowest ages (most are youngér.thaner

Gyr).
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3.0 of the GOODEDFS spectroscopy mas-
catalogue is available from the ESO website at
http;//www.eso.orgsciactivitiegprojectggoodgMasterSpectroscopy.htiml
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Fig. 12. K-band image of the GMASS field in CDFS. Grey circles indicage1275 objects in the GMASS photometric catalogue.
Blue downward pointing triangles indicate galaxies witleaposcopic redshiftz < 1.4, while red upward pointing triangles
indicate galaxies with spectroscopic redshifts 1.4. The triangles are filled if the redshift was determined figcsroscopy from
the GMASS survey.

with the Very Large Array (VLA) at 20 and 6 cm, containingSzokoly et al.|(2004). The latter authors note that withis -

266 sources. An even deeper VLA survey of Extended-CDF&r circle, 0.15 field galaxies are expected to fall. Thaise

is presented in Miller et al. (in prep.), containing 883 sms false candidate is expected for every seventh X-ray source a
that are identified with opticahid-IR sources and their spectro-R < 26 (Vega magnitude).

scopic and photometric redshifts by Bonzini et al. (subeoijt There are four (possible) X-ray counterparts with eithev ne

or now confirmed formerly tentative redshifts:

GMASS?2443, 2043 These objects, at distances df4D and
Szokoly et al.[(2004) carried out a spectroscopic surveypef 01”35 from their X-ray counterparts (Giacconi et al., Nos. 148,
tical counterparts to X-ray sources in the CDFS, as obser28il, resp.) were also observed by Szokoly etlal. (2004, Nos.
by Chandrafor 942 ks (Giacconi et al. 2002; Rosati elial. 200241, 23, resp.) but they were unable to determine redstuifts f
They used FORS2 with the 1501 grism with typical exposuithese objects. We observed GMASS 2443 for a total of 44h
times of two to four hours. To check whether any of the neim two red masks and GMASS 2043 for 15h in a blue mask,
redshifts determined by the GMASS survey correspond to Xesulting in secure redshifts af = 2.298+0.004, andz =

ray emitting sources, we cross-correlated the GMASS cafa576+0.002, respectively. GMASS 2043 exhibits a broad emis-
logue with the 1 Ms X-ray catalogue fram Giacconi etlal. (2002sion line and has a compact morphology, suggesting thatit is
using a distance of””6 to match the coordinates, followingQSO.

6.2. X-ray sources
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GMASS 1084 This object at 096 distance from its X-ray coun- presented above are therefore likely the deepest galaxg spe

terpart(Giacconi et al., No. 227) was observed by Szokoallet tra ever taken, with GMASS 1084 and GMASS 2454 being the

(2004, No. 26, no redshift obtained) and Vanzella et al. €200record holders.

No. 736, tentative redshift af = 1.552). We observed it for 15,

32, and 30h in one blue and two red masks, respectively,tfeSLél

ing in a secure redshift af= 1.552+0.004. '

GMASS253 This object was also described by Daddi et affhe faintest object in th& band with a secure redshift and

(200%, No. 7, or 1446 in the UDF publicly available cataloguan(4.5um)<23.0 is GMASS 2032 at = 1.962+0.005 andK =

as a high redshift elliptical with probable redshifinf 2.47. We 24.1, while the faintest object in theband is GMASS 1667 at

observed this object for 30 h in a red mask, but were unableto g = 1.613+0.002. The least luminous objects with secure red-

cure its redshift, although our best estimate is 2.670+0.001, shifts are GMASS 365 and GMASS 408 for tKeand| bands,

close to that proposed by Daddi et al.. It {5 away from its atz = 1.609+0.002, and 1.5080.003 andMx = -21.0 and

X-ray counterpart (Giacconi etlal., No. 224). M, = —20.7, respectively.

In addition, GMASS1155 at z = 1.727 has broad emission

lines and a compact morphology, reminiscent of a QSO. It j . : .

listed as No. 145 without a redshift by Szokoly et al. (2004#4'3' The highest redshift objects

Le Fevre et al.[(2004) report a redshift of= 1.730 for this The most distant object for which a secure redshift could

source. be derived from our observations is GMASS 1788 zat=

3.413+0.003, described in Sdc. 6.1.1, followed by GMASS 1160

6.3 IEROS atz = 2.865:0.002, which forms the top of.a more continuous
"~ redshift distribution down ta = 0 (see also Fid.]9). We note that

Three IEROs[(Yan et al. 2004) were included in the masks, bi@ne of the forty targets with secure redshifts 2.00 derived
unfortunately their emission was too faint to determinernna from GMASS observations had previously published secure (o
biguous redshifts. One of these is GMASS 253, which was al§¥en tentative) redshifts. . _ o
described by Chen & Marzké (2004). It has a tentative GMASS The highest redshift object with a tentative redshift is
redshift estimate of 2.670 (see SEc]6.2), which is almost cd>MASS 2467 az = 4.379:0.006, observed for 32h in a red
sistent with the photometric redshift 0f2.8 determined by mask. This redshift is based on the presence of two emission

Chen & Marzke[(2004) and is consistent with the redshift Ean%nes identified with Lyr and C 1V, the latter being blue-shifted
1.6 < z< 2.9 given by Yan et al[(2004). y 4500 kms® w.r.t. to Lya. In the spectrum, there is a hint of

continuum emission blueward of the tentativenLline, which
_ would be uncommon for this redshift. In addition, in theband
6.4. Objects from the K20 survey image, there seems to be emission from this galaxy, although

' . a nearby much brighter object prevents a firm detection.df th

AS- the C-;MASS f'el‘?' par;ly over_laps with t.hat of the K20 SUVEY|uest emission line were to be identified with C I, the rafish

E<C2|5natt| etal. 200{.a)|, ?ggt. ob#]ectcs;'\afg/gusly ielectmdtlf}e ﬁv)(ould bez = 2.384, which is rather consistent with its photo-
survey were included in the masks, one alrea ) L ' .

. - etric redshift oz = 2.3. The second, redder, line should then
having a secure redshift. For all K20 targets, secure _ré_tdshhe considered spurious, however, despite it Smilar to that
ﬁalrjrll% gre Odfe't<ezr6n :)nb?g Jtr: Tvitﬂessmf\esrseggﬁgg?:grgséE)allilggszfg the bluer line. We ther'efore pre]zer to list the two-linemtifi-
and the spectroscopic redshift completeness of the K203§;ur\9at'on as tentative, but note= 2.384 as an alternative solution.

from 92% to 93% (50845, Mignoli et all 2005).

4.2. The faintest object with a secure redshift

7. Public release

6.4.1. The deepest spectra As originally stated in the proposal of this Large Progranmwwes

. . , _ make available for the general public the fully calibrateduced
Five targets were observed in threéeiient masks (none in four ¢ ectra, both two- and one-dimensional, the corresporidiog
or more masks): GMASS 1084, 1314, 1380, 1788, and 24%inensional fully calibrated sky background, and the GMASS
These objects were observed for 77, 62, 53, 55, and 77h, &ta|0gue. The GMASS catalogue contains both the photametr
spectively, resulting in secure redshifts of= 1.552:0.004, iytormation on which the photometric redshifts are basededk
2.00%0.002, 1.6120.003, 3.41%0.003, and 1.6020.002, re- 55 spectroscopic information, such as the redshift andiatg.
spectively. Apart from GMASS 1084 described in_SECl 6% e data can be accessed on a web page dedicated to GRIASS
only GMASS 1380 had been observed before by Vanzella et @a nave also updated the compilation of GOQODBFS spec-

(2006), who derived a tentative redshiftmof 1.611 that we con- ;

firm (z = 1.612+0.003). In addition, there are three targets O%Zi)zﬁieﬂy.master catalogue (now v3.0), available from th® ES
served in both masks r5 and r6, resulting in a total exposuee t

of 62h: GMASS 1030, 1901, and 2239. None of these targets

previously had spectroscopic data. Our observationstegsia 8. Summary

tentative redshift oz = 2.447+0.003 for GMASS 1030, and se-We have undertaken a spectroscopic survey of galaxies irSCDF

cure redshifts oz = 0.1032:0.0002, 1.41%0.002, respectively, d ificall laxi I 4 ¢
for the others. We note that GMASS 1901 is a bright object with 96t¢d_Specifically at galaxies selected in terms of mass a
> 1.4. This field is one of most intensively imaged, from ra-

a point-like core that was used to position both masks and {5 to X-ray wavelengths, and also the focus of extraordinar
data of the highest/8 among our spectra and quite likely the '

deepest spectrum ever taken fara 0.1 galaxy. 16 currently at[ http/www.mpe.mpg.dé-kurk/gmass, soon also at
We are unaware of any other galaxy spectra, published in fit€7/www.astronomia.unibo/iAstronomigdefault.htm
literature, with exposure times of 60 hours or more and thia da!’” |http;/www.eso.orgscyactivitiegprojectggoodgMasterSpectroscopy.htir
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spectroscopicféorts. Nevertheless, the number of spectroscopand dust properties of high redshift galaxies (Cassata 2088B;
redshifts known in the range8 < z < 2.5 is relatively low, INoll et al.l2009), and the properties of galaxies in, and i
especially for galaxies that do not exhibit strong featukes cold gasinto, the galaxy overdensityat 1.6 (Kurk et all 2009;
lated to on-going star formation. The spectra of these gedaxGiavalisco et al. 2011). The public release of the GMASS spec
do not reveal sflicient detail in the typical exposures of a fewtra will facilitate further studies of the distant galaxiesgeted
hours to determine their redshift or other fundamental grop by our survey.

ties. We therefore carried out a spectroscopic surveygusire
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TableA.1. Galaxies observed in the GMASS masks: coordinates, phatgmedshifts, N, photometric normalisation factor, sample and mask(s)

ID R.A. Dec. B I Ks Mas Zpec ¢ SNP Norm* ST M®

2467 3:32:38.96 -27:42:43.7 9900.00 25.7£0.30 21.540.03 20.260.01 4.37920.0064 11 15 1 5
9111 3:32:16.07 -27:44:26.1 - - - - 4.1365.0061 0.3 0.0 5

418 3:32:33.03 -27:47:59.5 99480.00 25.040.17 23.7£0.13 22.660.02 4.062%£0.0062 0.9 22 13 6
1788 3:32:36.31 -27:44:34.6 250821 24.020.07 23.080.07 22.730.02 3.41230.0030 4.2 14 12125
1807 3:32:19.05 -27:44:29.9 99:00.00 25.940.33 22.950.06 21.030.01 3.356%0.0012 0.6 20 13 5
9101 3:32:41.56 -27:45:26.5 - - - - 3.1060.0028 0.2 0.0 3
9102 3:32:41.91 -27:45:24.0 - - - - 3.0A40.0067 0.1 0.0 3
1160 3:32:46.93 -27:46:04.7 254014 24.430.10 23.860.18 22.860.02 2.864%0.0021 3.8 13 24 4

920 3:32:47.99 -27:46:39.5 2450.06 23.6@0.05 22.960.08 22.6%0.02 2.828%0.0013 8.8 17 24 4
1048 3:32:47.23 -27:46:20.4 258020 24.6£40.13 23.0%0.11 22.020.01 2.80540.0027 1.6 27 1.2 2

307 3:32:35.05 -27:48:23.3 26£8.26 25.340.22 23.3@0.08 22.350.01 2.79730.0040 1.6 2.3 1 2
9103 3:32:30.59 -27:42:39.5 - - - - 2.68901.0001 0.2 0.0 3
1980 3:32:14.99 -27:44:08.2 2580.13 24.7%0.11 23.490.11 22.720.03 2.67340.0017 51 11 24 45
1479 3:32:15.70 -27:45:15.4 25#0.18 24.7@0.12 22.530.05 21.3%0.01 2.67320.0068 3.0 22 12 23

253 3:32:39.18 -27:48:32.3 278851 25.840.34 22.780.06 22.020.01 2.669£0.0006 0.8 1.7 13 6

191 3:32:27.28 -27:48:45.7 248@.05 23.580.05 23.330.11 22.760.02 2.630%0.0033 8.1 16 1,2 2

330 3:32:28.42 -27:48:19.0 2466.07 24.080.07 23.680.12 22.960.02 2.62740.0035 6.2 1.6 2 2
1796 3:32:15.64 -27:44:345 248305 23.880.05 23.360.11 22.280.02 2.61610.0037 11.6 20 24 3
2161 3:32:29.24 -27:42:58.9 26406.24 25.240.16 23.9£0.24 22.860.03 2.576%0.0024 4.6 1.9 4 3
2043 3:32:41.88 -27:43:59.9 258019 24.920.14 23.120.09 22.050.01 2.57630.0021 2.4 18 24 4

167 3:32:37.89 -27:48:53.0 24580.06 23.720.05 23.2@¢0.10 22.480.01 2.57220.0016 7.1 20 24 4
2512 3:32:42.01 -27:42:27.8 2680.46 25.550.25 23.580.17 22.020.01 2.57130.0030 1.6 1.2 3 6
1049 3:32:23.18 -27:46:20.3 24#@.07 24.120.07 23.180.08 22.560.02 2.48320.0018 5.6 1.9 4

885 3:32:43.69 -27:46:46.4 258€0.14 24.720.19 23.350.10 23.0%0.02 2.467#0.0059 3.8 1.4 2 2
2562 3:32:33.30 -27:42:01.9 254317 24.7%0.13 22.520.07 21.4%0.01 2.449%0.0020 3.9 18124 3,6
2207 3:32:36.89 -27:43:03.8 252211 24.7#0.13 23.6&0.17 21.750.01 2.44880.0018 7.9 11 24 3
2303 3:32:38.88 -27:43:21.5 248807 24.020.07 23.340.14 22.820.03 2.448£0.0017 11.0 16 24 3
2363 3:32:39.41 -27:42:35.7 2580.22 24.5%0.10 22.9%0.10 21.730.01 2.44850.0005 3.0 15 24 6
2578 3:32:33.01 -27:42:00.5 2586.15 24.7@¢0.13 22.0&¢0.05 20.880.01 2.44810.0049 2.0 12 1 1

1030 3:32:39.34 -27:46:23.7 2780.70 25.5%40.27 23.720.14 22.880.02 2.44620.0027
1489 3:32:29.17 -27:45:14.8 254@.14 24.580.09 23.250.08 22.680.02 2.43340.0029
2471 3:32:32.36 -27:42:48.0 248506 23.720.06 22.9%0.11 22.080.01 2.430%0.0024
1989 3:32:43.89 -27:44:05.8 24406.06 23.740.05 21.64£0.02 20.830.01 2.4286&0.0005
2090 3:32:18.72 -27:43:51.7 248408 24.260.08 22.860.07 22.1%0.01 2.41640.0011
2252 3:32:19.05 -27:43:15.2 258215 24.820.13 22.660.07 21.4%0.01 2.406%0.0028

181 3:32:34.11 -27:48:49.6 2440.04 23.8%0.06 23.040.09 22.4%0.01 2.343&0.0022

249 3:32:22.42 -27:48:33.6 258023 25.120.16 23.4£0.13 22.230.01 2.33420.0039
1711 3:32:27.11 -27:44:44.1 25#@18 25.020.16 23.320.08 22.620.02 2.323%0.0040
2450 3:32:43.64 -27:43:47.9 2400.09 24.240.09 22.7&¢0.06 22.040.01 2.31340.0017

796 3:32:28.50 -27:46:58.2 2646.36 25.6%0.32 22.490.04 20.720.01 2.309%0.0019
2443 3:32:24.20 -27:42:57.5 250010 24.420.09 21.920.04 21.1@¢0.01 2.297%20.0037
2099 3:32:31.53 -27:43:50.9 2406.08 24.380.08 23.060.08 22.720.03 2.19340.0026
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459 3:32:26.59 -27:47:50.1 2580.13 24.820.12 23.330.09 22.560.02 2.16210.0054 2 24
2572 3:32:36.89 -27:42:25.9 250310 24.220.09 22.830.09 22.020.01 2.137%0.0028 7.2 161,24 3
881 3:32:31.32 -27:46:46.9 2560.16 25.220.19 23.5@0.10 23.020.03 2.133&0.0018 3.8 13 24 46
1372 3:32:21.72 -27:45:29.6 2580.15 24.7920.14 23.240.08 22.850.03 2.07920.0051 55 121,24 3
949 3:32:23.69 -27:46:32.9 255@.15 26.2%0.42 23.420.09 21.960.01 2.07640.0052 3.5 11 24 35
1663 3:32:24.73 -27:44:50.3 248311 24.230.08 23.160.08 22.430.02 2.02420.0032 6.5 19 24 36

502 3:32:34.14 -27:47:43.5 252011 24.7¢0.13 23.4#£0.11 22.7@0.02 2.01560.0032

N
(o2}
N
[
N
N

149 3:32:21.95 -27:48:55.6 24580.06 23.850.06 22.640.05 21.930.01 2.00620.0018 8.4 19 24 3
1314 3:32:26.73 -27:45:40.0 24:00.09 24.4@0.08 23.320.10 22.640.02 2.006%0.0023 7.3 18 24345
426 3:32:40.06 -27:47:55.4 2446.06 23.640.05 21.650.02 20.4@0.01 1.99620.0014 6.1 1.7 1.2 2
271 3:32:41.69 -27:48:29.6 24¥6.07 24.230.09 23.0£40.08 22.520.01 1.995%#0.0021 4.1 1.8 2 2
2559 3:32:42.34 -27:42:04.2 990000 25.320.27 22.0&0.04 20.7%0.01 1.980%£0.0014 11 19 13 16
2219 3:32:39.69 -27:43:06.6 2368.03 23.420.04 22.9@¢0.09 21.920.01 1.96460.0013 16.6 1.7 24 3
2032 3:32:45.19 -27:44:01.7 250309 24.460.10 24.050.18 22.640.03 1.96220.0046 2.8 19 24 2
2018 3:32:44.72 -27:44:01.4 2488.05 23.930.06 22.820.07 21.820.01 1.962%0.0053 5.6 1.7 2 2
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8005 3:32:21.35 -27:46:54.8 2300.03 23.7%0.05 23.9&0.27 22.820.03 1.94030.0030 155 15 24 3
472 3:32:38.12 -27:47:49.6 9980.00 25.990.37 21.8a&0.02 21.040.01 1.92130.0037 1.2 11 13 6
1427 3:32:33.15 -27:45:22.8 2500.15 25.6%0.21 23.630.12 23.020.03 1.91820.0014 1.7 10 12 16
870 3:32:28.16 -27:46:48.4 258010 24.650.10 23.260.08 22.340.01 1.90920.0018 4.7 1.7 24 3
508 3:32:33.74 -27:47:442 24£6.09 24.320.09 23.060.07 22.080.01 1.909&0.0024 4.6 19 24 4
656 3:32:35.84 -27:47:18.7 24588.07 23.730.05 22.350.04 21.7£0.01 1.905#0.0006 10.4 15 24 3
2275 3:32:117.28 -27:43:29.7 2546.14 24.74£0.13 23.1£0.12 22.340.02 1.905&0.0033 11 11 1.2 1
90 3:32:34.09 -27:49:11.4 24.¥6.08 24.230.10 22.9%0.07 21.530.01 1.90230.0023 4.0 18 24 4
923 3:32:27.26 -27:46:38.9 24+#@.11 24.330.09 23.540.11 22.820.02 1.884%0.0014 8.1 17 24 3
2107 3:32:30.09 -27:42:429 24¥@.07 24.260.08 23.420.16 22.160.02 1.88430.0021 3.8 15 24 35
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Table A.1. continued

J. Kurk et al

.. GMASS ultradeep spectroscopy of galaxies-ap **

ID R.A. Dec. B I Ks Mas Zspec @ SNP NormF ST M°®
1789 3:32:31.84 -27:44:35.4 2586.10 24.530.09 23.1%0.08 22.1%0.01 1.88340.0014 1 3.3 1.8 24 4
250 3:32:30.91 -27:48:32.1 2440.06 23.960.08 22.940.07 22.330.01 1.882&0.0016 1 5.8 1.7 2 26
679 3:32:35.52 -27:47:15.7 2520.12 24.630.12 23.640.12 23.0%:0.02 1.882£0.0019 1 4.4 15 24 46
183 3:32:31.16 -27:48:48.2 24£0.07 23.740.06 23.030.08 22.420.01 1.882@0.0013 1 9.2 16 24 4
118 3:32:31.53 -27:48:53.8 2566.18 24.790.14 22.330.04 20.840.01 1.879%0.0041 1 1.8 24124 4
1486 3:32:18.73 -27:45:14.4 2380.03 23.530.04 22.860.06 22.280.02 1.876%0.0013 1 19.0 10 24 45
355 3:32:37.08 -27:48:14.4 269@.46 25.380.23 23.420.10 22.5%0.01 1.868&0.0013 O 1.4 1.4 1,3 6
1748 3:32:20.20 -27:44:38.9 250012 24.720.13 23.540.11 22.550.02 1.866&0.0023 1 2.8 20 24 4
894 3:32:35.82 -27:46:43.7 25488.08 24.480.09 23.130.07 22.250.01 1.85020.0020 1 4.6 1.8 24 3,6
220 3:32:37.18 -27:48:33.9 2460.07 23.790.06 22.220.04 21.080.01 1.84990.0013 1 4.7 1.7 2 2
875 3:32:37.09 -27:46:47.1 24¥8.08 24.480.10 23.9@0.15 - 1.849%0.0010 1 5.1 2.0 3
1498 3:32:41.91 -27:45:12.1 26E6.35 25.630.26 21.7%0.02 20.720.01 1.84780.0016 O 1.4 0.9 1 1
858 3:32:37.36 -27:46:45.5 2446.06 23.760.05 22.08¢0.03 21.1%0.01 1.84630.0017 1 8.4 1.7124 3,4
1224  3:32:17.58 -27:45:51.8 26#@42 25.940.35 21.950.03 20.350.01 1.84320.0027 1 2.0 05 1,3 5
1822 3:32:15.35 -27:44:31.9 24:£60.07 24.320.08 22.940.07 22.450.02 1.84190.0022 1 5.7 19 24 4
675 3:32:38.81 -27:47:14.8 2490.09 24.160.08 22.2%0.03 21.160.01 1.836%0.0076 1 3.3 19 1,2 2
2526 3:32:37.91 -27:42:15.4 2660.36 25.260.19 22.1%0.05 20.330.01 1.81390.0027 1 2.3 09 13 15
390 3:32:22.09 -27:48:06.7 24€6Q.03 23.9820.05 23.550.15 22.580.02 1.773&0.0022 1 6.8 1.8 2 2
487 3:32:36.40 -27:47:47.0 2388.03 23.650.06 22.530.04 21.860.01 1.76720.0006 1 9.3 1.8 24 4
178 3:32:38.20 -27:48:49.4 25£6.12 24.560.11 22.940.10 22.020.01 1.76620.0051 1 2.3 19 1,2 2
484 3:32:35.65 -27:47:48.8 2388.03 23.730.05 23.230.08 22.7@0.02 1.765%0.0019 1 8.9 1.3 2 2
2403 3:32:30.95 -27:42:48.3 258B.20 24.560.11 22.850.09 21.960.01 1.764#0.0020 1 1.8 14 1,2 1
335 3:32:40.99 -27:48:16.8 24€0.04 23.830.06 23.320.09 22.6#£0.02 1.762&0.0016 1 6.9 1.7 2 2
1938 3:32:23.71 -27:44:11.8 24#0.10 23.640.05 21.590.02 20.330.01 1.75960.0029 1 5.8 09 1,2 1
1464 3:32:28.31 -27:45:18.8 25#0.18 24.850.12 23.460.10 21.950.01 1.75520.0039 1 2.7 26124 34
1454  3:32:28.55 -27:45:19.4 278863 25.640.22 23.4#0.10 22.1#0.01 1.75520.0015 1 1.7 0.8 1,3 5
316 3:32:20.82 -27:48:22.5 23¥#8.03 23.660.05 23.330.16 22.320.01 1.736%0.0015 1 10.6 1.5 2 2
1155 3:32:22.54 -27:46:03.8 2400.09 24.220.08 22.230.04 20.460.01 1.72690.0029 1 3.8 15 1,2 15
1133 3:32:22.87 -27:46:07.2 25:66.10 245%0.11 23.030.08 22.260.02 1.724%0.0018 1 3.6 1.4 2 2
1624 3:32:18.11 -27:44:55.1 260823 25.140.18 23.520.11 22.320.02 1.716&0.0036 O 1.2 1.3 1 1
1274 3:32:31.33 -27:45:44.7 2540.14 24.720.12 22.640.05 21.180.01 1.669#0.0029 1 2.1 1.1 1,2 1
9112 3:32:36.31 -27:47:22.4 - - - - 1.6300.0008 O 0.4 0.0 6
1399 3:32:41.66 -27:45:25.6 258415 25.260.19 23.720.14 22.7%0.02 1.61460.0026 1 3.2 14 24 3
2196 3:32:36.67 -27:42:58.5 99:00.00 25.130.17 21.330.02 20.340.01 1.61380.0038 1 1.2 2.0 3 6
1667 3:32:40.99 -27:44:50.2 26£6.27 25.460.23 23.760.14 22.5%0.02 1.61340.0020 1 1.4 1.2 1 5
2540 3:32:30.33 -27:42:40.3 2460.07 24.020.07 22.540.07 21.460.01 1.61280.0015 1 4.1 1.1 24 3,6
2113 3:32:22.00 -27:42:43.5 264826 24.740.13 22.150.05 20.3#0.01 1.61280.0016 1 1.5 1.5 1 1
2368 3:32:17.10 -27:43:41.9 254811 24.440.09 22.480.07 21.150.01 1.612%0.0014 1 35 19 12 24
1380 3:32:25.25 -27:45:29.0 2400.09 24.680.09 22.990.07 22.3@0.02 1.612%0.0027 1 35 1.7 21,26
2603 3:32:27.85 -27:43:05.7 24280.06 23.8&0.05 22.760.08 21.740.01 1.612&0.0008 1 12.1 16 24 3
2543 3:32:35.92 -27:42:41.0 99:00.00 25.430.18 21.530.03 20.260.01 1.61190.0030 1 1.0 1.3 1,3 1
1691 3:32:31.90 -27:44:45.0 24980.08 24.120.07 22.1%0.03 21.1%0.01 1.61190.0009 1 4.0 19124 4
1495 3:32:35.36 -27:45:12.6 2540.10 24.640.10 22.560.04 21.260.01 1.61120.0013 1 2.1 261,24 4
2055 3:32:26.77 -27:43:58.1 26H836 25.490.23 23.020.07 22.2%0.02 1.61120.0015 1 1.8 1.0 1,3 6
1979 3:32:24.64 -27:44:07.8 244204 23.5%0.04 22.160.03 20.950.01 1.61120.0011 1 2.7 1.6 2 2
1254  3:32:20.17 -27:45:49.3 2380.03 23.7%0.05 23.490.10 22.2%0.02 1.610%0.0013 1 7.1 1.7 2 2
2327 3:32:26.12 -27:43:25.0 25£9.10 25.080.13 23.880.22 - 1.61030.0014 1 1.6 1.9 6
2111 3:32:27.94 -27:42:45.7 99:00.00 24.790.13 21.520.03 20.640.01 1.61020.0025 1 3.0 1.2 1 15
2142 3:32:23.54 -27:42:49.3 24#8.08 24.340.09 22.830.09 22.220.02 1.60980.0028 1 7.1 10 24 45
2355 3:32:14.32 -27:43:32.9 264826 25.020.14 21.9%0.04 20.920.01 1.609%0.0015 1 1.2 1.4 1 1
2251 3:32:29.48 -27:43:22.0 2540.10 24.280.08 21.680.03 20.640.01 1.60940.0019 1 6.2 16124 3,6
2361 3:32:26.05 -27:42:36.6 99:00.00 24.990.15 21.250.02 20.4@0.01 1.608&0.0016 1 2.3 1.1 3 5
2247 3:32:27.86 -27:43:13.5 250819 24.8%0.13 22.560.07 21.7#0.01 1.608&0.0007 O 1.9 1.1 1,2 1
2148 3:32:36.30 -27:42:49.5 274654 24.4#0.10 20.960.02 19.8@20.01 1.608&0.0031 1 3.9 1.0 3 5
365 3:32:27.80 -27:48:12.0 2448.06 24.240.08 23.720.13 23.1@0.02 1.608&0.0015 1 4.9 1.6 2
1808 3:32:26.15 -27:44:33.3 248a.09 24.280.08 23.240.09 22.6%0.02 1.608%0.0012 1 4.8 1.6 4,6
2180 3:32:29.56 -27:42:56.0 24FE0.05 23.720.04 22.060.04 21.060.01 1.607#0.0016 1 9.1 201,24 3,6
2493 3:32:38.51 -27:42:28.0 244804 23.640.04 22.160.05 20.880.01 1.60720.0016 1 8.4 1.8 24 3
1708 3:32:23.12 -27:44:42.2 99:00.00 25.2#40.19 22.220.03 20.8%0.01 1.60620.0012 1 1.3 1.7 1,3 15
781 3:32:17.71 -27:47:02.9 23#0@.03 23.640.05 23.4@0.15 22.540.02 1.60520.0016 1 9.1 1.5 2 2
2352 3:32:33.88 -27:42:04.1 2540.10 24.150.08 21.3%0.02 20.020.01 1.60420.0027 1 3.6 1.0 1,2 1
2286 3:32:29.99 -27:43:22.6 99:00.00 25.2¢0.17 21.860.04 20.820.01 1.603&0.0025 1 1.9 1.1 3 5
2454  3:32:28.91 -27:43:03.6 258011 24.4%0.09 22.240.05 20.860.01 1.60190.0015 1 4.0 1.21,2,445,6
2341 3:32:17.52 -27:43:36.6 24BE8.06 24.2%0.08 23.350.16 22.4#0.02 1.60180.0037 1 7.7 21 24 3
2550 3:32:30.08 -27:42:12.2 24#807 24.140.08 23.020.11 22.030.01 1.60120.0015 1 7.7 16 24 3
2081 3:32:29.86 -27:43:54.8 2480.06 24.530.10 23.54#0.14 22.090.01 1.601%0.0010 1 4.5 1.4 2 2
1084 3:32:39.74 -27:46:11.5 264231 25.160.19 21.640.02 19.730.01 1.55180.0037 1 1.5 1.8 1,445,6
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ID R.A. Dec. B I Ks Mas Zspec @ SNP NormF ST M°®
2573 3:32:31.10 -27:42:05.3 26:B8.33 24.740.13 21.940.04 20.060.01 1.54960.0013 1 1.8 1.3 1 1
1050 3:32:17.88 -27:46:20.8 24E0.06 24.160.07 23.7£#0.20 22.6%0.02 1.53920.0022 1 5.9 25 24 3
1146 3:32:15.75 -27:46:04.6 240209 24.050.07 22.080.04 20.860.01 1.536&0.0017 1 7.7 181,24 3

408 3:32:23.56 -27:48:02.6 2494.08 24.460.10 23.720.13 22.820.02 1.50760.0033 1 2.9 2.0 2 2
685 3:32:25.33 -27:47:155 25¥@.17 25.620.27 24.6%0.26 - 1.487#0.0007 1 1.0 1.0 1
512 3:32:22.84 -27:47:425 2688.42 25.550.26 22.940.07 21.940.01 1.46920.0001 1 1.9 0.8 1,3 5
9110 3:32:22.90 -27:47:42.3 - - - - 1.4685.0007 1 1.3 0.0 5
2484  3:32:37.69 -27:42:19.5 240809 24.090.07 22.580.07 21.590.01 1.435&0.0008 1 4.3 1.7 24 4
2381 3:32:38.77 -27:42:18.4 25HB0.15 24.540.11 22.830.09 21.550.01 1.43020.0009 O 3.2 21 24 3
2470 3:32:43.15 -27:42:42.1 99:00.00 24.150.07 21.150.02 20.160.01 1.41560.0019 1 4.7 1.1 1,3 5
2239 3:32:31.32 -27:43:16.2 99:00.00 24.930.15 21.580.03 20.6%0.01 1.415%0.0018 1 2.6 1.5 3 56
996 3:32:36.92 -27:46:28.5 99#€80.00 25.560.26 22.140.03 21.360.01 1.38440.0032 0 1.6 1.3 3 5
1652 3:32:41.58 -27:44:52.8 240810 24.930.15 23.440.11 23.0%30.03 1.352#0.0015 1 4.0 1.2 24 4
793 3:32:45.98 -27:46:57.7 2460.07 23.860.06 22.3%0.05 21.730.01 1.295%0.0014 1 4.6 1.7 2
1682 3:32:41.50 -27:44:40.2 268245 24.630.11 21.120.01 19.840.01 1.29580.0010 1 3.1 1.1 3 6
2135 3:32:38.60 -27:42:37.0 258012 24550.11 22.640.07 21.760.01 1.24580.0002 1 3.2 14 24 4
9107 3:32:22.74 -27:46:02.6 - - - - 1.22/30008 1 1.0 0.0 1
1217 3:32:21.23 -27:45:54.8 2402805 24.030.07 23.450.10 - 1.225%0.0016 1 4.7 1.8 2
1952 3:32:34.65 -27:44:08.1 25€@.21 24.190.07 20.980.01 20.040.01 1.22390.0063 1 4.5 1.2 3 5
1227 3:32:21.30 -27:45:54.6 24E0.06 24.240.08 23.760.13 22.650.02 1.22320.0014 1 4.3 1.8 2 2
2235 3:32:41.25 -27:43:09.7 99:00.00 25.540.26 22.1%0.05 20.860.01 1.22160.0014 1 1.4 1.3 3 5
1020 3:32:24.60 -27:46:20.3 26£66.37 23.920.06 21.160.01 20.1#0.01 1.22090.0017 1 4.5 1.3 4
2580 3:32:42.97 -27:42:04.2 24#89.06 23.830.06 22.740.08 21.580.01 1.21990.0008 1 4.2 1.1 1
886 3:32:47.14 -27:46:44.4 27380.64 25.060.18 21.680.03 20.920.01 1.21930.0003 1 2.0 1.6 3 6
774 3:32:16.45 -27:47:02.3 2390.04 23.440.04 22.640.08 22.350.02 1.217%0.0015 1 6.5 2.1 2
773 3:32:16.26 -27:47:03.2 24288.05 24.040.07 23.320.14 22.660.02 1.21690.0022 1 3.1 2.8 2
2092 3:32:25.74 -27:43:47.1 99:00.00 24.240.08 20.930.01 19.830.01 1.21680.0015 1 3.9 1.7 3 6
2283 3:32:12.27 -27:43:24.3 99:00.00 25.720.28 22.160.04 20.920.01 1.216%0.0007 O 0.5 1.7 1 1
2231 3:32:33.28 -27:42:36.1 99:00.00 25.460.22 22.660.08 21.730.01 1.213%0.0003 1 0.9 22 1,3 6
712 3:32:38.64 -27:47:11.5 2480.08 24.040.07 23.180.08 22.550.02 1.133&0.0015 1 4.6 15 6
795 3:32:42.77 -27:46:59.1 24#806.05 23.520.05 22.650.05 22.5%0.01 1.119%0.0016 1 6.9 1.8 2
1567 3:32:24.01 -27:45:.04.0 24#0.07 23.940.06 22.960.06 22.740.02 1.110%0.0023 1 5.2 1.4 2
2158 3:32:26.38 -27:43:21.5 24280.05 23.640.05 22.930.10 22.620.02 1.109#0.0006 1 5.1 1.1 1
9108 3:32:28.31 -27:42:44.4 - - - - 1.1680.0002 1 0.9 0.0 1
692 3:32:47.44 -27:47:11.1 26#0.42 24.640.12 21.860.03 21.080.01 1.098%0.0019 1 2.6 1.2 3 5
1315 3:32:39.26 -27:45:32.3 258816 23.440.04 20.650.01 19.740.01 1.09520.0007 1 55 14 4
428 3:32:18.44 -27:47:57.0 2408.04 23.360.04 22.380.06 22.020.01 1.07920.0011 1 7.4 2.9 3
2191 3:32:29.29 -27:42:44.8 258216 23.940.05 21.860.04 21.230.01 1.04040.0015 1 5.6 0.9 1
9105 3:32:29.61 -27:43:20.3 - - - - 1.038B.0001 O 0.3 0.0 3
839 3:32:42.98 -27:46:50.0 99£€0.00 24.350.09 21.1@¢0.01 20.280.01 1.035&0.0010 1 5.6 0.9 3 5
983 3:32:15.79 -27:46:29.9 23380.02 22.630.02 21.940.04 21.050.01 1.02140.0007 1 22.6 21 24 3
1704 3:32:26.43 -27:44:43.7 99:00.00 24.8#40.14 21.540.02 20.6%0.01 1.01420.0021 1 1.6 2.0 3 6
1585 3:32:38.59 -27:45:00.0 24#0.07 23.680.05 22.460.04 22.080.01 0.97820.0024 1 5.6 1.6 4
2296 3:32:41.68 -27:43:21.5 99:00.00 24.890.14 21.9%0.04 20.940.01 0.97820.0015 1 1.9 1.0 1
1394  3:32:28.90 -27:45:25.4 23#0.03 22.920.02 22.540.04 22.430.02 0.952@0.0003 1 1.7 10.2 6
1309 3:32:20.39 -27:45:42.1 256316 24.490.10 24.430.23 - 0.914320.0017 1 2.3 1.3 1
2461 3:32:39.09 -27:42:44.2 23B3.03 22.740.02 22.360.06 - 0.89390.0007 1 9.8 1.7 5
9113 3:32:29.60 -27:42:54.6 - - - - 0.8570.0007 1 0.6 0.0 6
9114 3:32:41.53 -27:44:36.8 - - - - 0.83730001 1 0.6 0.0 6
1579 3:32:25.76 -27:44:59.3 244Q05 23.030.03 21.9%0.03 - 0.833%0.0008 1 13.2 1.8 4
1592 3:32:25.80 -27:45:00.0 24#@08 23.8%0.05 22.450.04 21.430.01 0.831920.0004 1 8.6 18 24 46
942 3:32:36.49 -27:46:29.2 23.60.03 22.260.01 21.440.02 21.040.01 0.76490.0003 1 24.0 1.4 5
1501 3:32:35.45 -27:45:14.3 264Q30 24.840.12 23.9%0.15 - 0.738@0.0006 1 1.2 2.1 4
9109 3:32:28.41 -27:45:19.2 - - - - 0.737%.0003 1 0.8 0.0 5
210 3:32:39.43 -27:48:38.8 2550.15 23.8%:0.06 22.3%:0.05 22.0%:0.01 0.736%0.0032 1 4.1 1.6 2
9106 3:32:21.23 -27:44:01.7 - - - - 0.7343.0002 1 0.8 0.0 1
558 3:32:46.54 -27:47:35.9 246Q.07 23.190.03 22.180.04 22.630.02 0.70640.0012 1 6.2 1.9 2
2223 3:32:30.89 -27:43:16.1 2546.11 22.990.03 21.7%0.03 - 0.67920.0001 1 1.7 10.0 5
2109 3:32:35.60 -27:42:43.3 25#@.13 24.250.07 23.850.21 - 0.676&0.0003 1 2.4 14 1
1700 3:32:22.66 -27:44:45.2 240009 23.620.05 23.2#40.09 - 0.667#0.0007 1 1.1 5.6 1
2357 3:32:29.64 -27:42:42.6 224801 20.940.00 19.820.01 19.4#0.01 0.667&0.0009 1 30.2 2.1 1
1388 3:32:25.57 -27:45:28.9 26:04.32 24.4#0.08 24.060.17 - 0.66690.0002 1 2.7 1.6 2
1920 3:32:33.17 -27:44:15.2 26£66.36 23.540.04 21.560.02 21.7%0.01 0.665#0.0007 1 4.5 1.9 4
643 3:32:48.47 -27:47:19.7 2488.08 22.530.02 21.120.02 21.450.01 0.53280.0007 1 13.3 1.8 4
192 3:32:27.42 -27:48:45.8 25¥406.17 24.630.12 24.1%0.21 - 0.475&0.0026 1 1.0 0.0 2
1232 3:32:32.97 -27:45:45.6 234802 20.4%0.00 19.0#40.00 - 0.36520.0005 1 62.8 1.7 2
453 3:32:33.83 -27:47:48.0 2366.03 22.140.01 21.380.02 21.730.01 0.34440.0006 1 36 11.0 4
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1304 3:32:26.89 -27:45:42.0 2540.10 23.850.05 23.690.12 - 0.33720.0001 1 0.7 10.2 4
815 3:32:42.35 -27:46:57.2 268Q0.24 24.930.16 23.530.11 22.3@0.01 0.333%0.0002 1 25 1.7 14 4
9104 3:32:29.70 -27:42:54.5 - - - - 0.232%.0001 1 1.5 0.0 3
1323 3:32:41.52 -27:45:325 218001 20.730.00 20.460.01 20.840.01 0.14620.0001 1 575 1.2 1
1901 3:32:44.80 -27:44:.06.4 200000 19.140.00 18.480.00 18.940.01 0.10320.0002 11002.2 0.6 5,6
750 3:32:31.74 -27:46:58.4 2056.00 18.830.00 18.640.00 19.980.01 0.00040.0003 1 280.0 1.4 4
1277 3:32:19.95 -27:45:33.7 2040.00 17.930.00 17.3#0.00 18.530.01 0.00020.0005 1 603.1 1.7 3
2246  3:32:25.90 -27:43:41.2 254311 20.220.00 18.240.00 19.1#0.01 0.000%0.0004 1 4.0 227 6
1581 3:32:25.76 -27:45:.01.7 2360202 22.260.01 22.580.05 - 0.000@0.0001 1 21.7 1.7 6
2494  3:32:21.04 -27:43:10.2 24:€60.04 20.790.00 20.920.01 21.3#0.01 0.000&0.0000 O - 0.0 3
2210 3:32:1255 -27:43:.06.0 9900.00 25.580.25 22.850.08 21.0&0.01 0.00080.0000 -1 - 0.0 1 1
2022 3:32:14.79 -27:44:025 2584.18 25.420.19 22.840.06 21.650.01 0.000&0.0000 -1 - 0.0 14 3
1805 3:32:33.48 -27:44:30.5 2346003 22.650.02 22.530.04 22.850.03 0.000&0.0000 O - 0.0 2
1794 3:32:36.47 -27:44:31.8 2480.08 23.620.04 23.130.08 22.640.02 0.00080.0000 O - 0.0 1
1619 3:32:44.15 -27:44:53.6 250810 23.130.03 22.040.03 22.430.02 0.000&0.0000 O - 0.0 2
1588 3:32:42.11 -27:44:58.4 2480.05 23.3#0.04 22.150.03 21.760.01 0.000€0.0000 O - 0.0 2
809 3:32:26.59 -27:46:48.9 2288.01 20.780.00 19.340.00 19.7%0.01 0.000&0.0000 O - 0.0 4
676 3:32:25.59 -27:47:14.4 27%850.72 25.490.24 21.980.03 21.180.01 - -1 - 0.0 1 1
603 3:32:36.21 -27:47:26.2 27406.55 99.060.00 22.440.04 21.230.01 - -1 - 0.0 6
2595 3:32:26.21 -27:43:48.4 99:00.00 24.920.14 23.580.16 22.480.02 - -1 - 0.0 13 15
2445 3:32:42.29 -27:42:445 26#£6.28 25.520.27 23.550.16 22.5@0.02 - -1 - 0.0 13 15
2372 3:32:23.01 -27:43:04.6 260@47 25.9%0.33 24.580.38 22.7@0.02 - -1 - 0.0 1,3 5
2338 3:32:38.24 -27:41:47.0 276851 25.180.23 24.180.27 22.540.02 - -1 - 0.0 13 1,6
2325 3:32:26.10 -27:43:26.6 2626.21 25.490.19 22.160.05 21.0&0.01 - -1 - 0.0 6
2253 3:32:19.35 -27:43:14.8 2746.67 25.38¢0.20 23.320.12 21.830.01 - -1 - 0.0 1,3 5
2171 3:32:23.44 -27:42:55.0 2508.22 24.750.12 21.950.04 20.990.01 - -1 - 0.0 1 1
2087 3:32:44.67 -27:43:51.8 2540.11 22.830.02 21.860.03 22.5@0.02 - -1 - 0.0 1
2076  3:32:32.12 -27:43:55.3 274@51 25.9%0.30 23.220.09 21.230.01 - -1 - 0.0 1 1
2015 3:32:20.96 -27:44:03.1 2646.25 25.5%0.23 23.540.11 22.3#0.02 - -1 - 0.0 1 1,3
1846 3:32:15.81 -27:44:27.0 2780239 25.890.24 22.820.07 21.820.01 - -1 - 0.0 1,3 5
1672 3:32:25.02 -27:44:47.6 258016 24.740.12 22.160.03 20.7@0.01 - -1 - 0.01,2,4 4
1528 3:32:33.74 -27:45.07.6 278069 25.850.27 22.6£#0.05 21.230.01 - -1 - 0.0 1,3 5
1485 3:32:18.18 -27:45:15.9 26:60.31 25.8%0.28 23.920.15 22.760.03 - -1 - 0.0 1,3 5
1298 3:32:20.15 -27:45:43.1 268843 25.890.32 24.020.16 22.630.02 - -1 - 0.0 1 1
1070 3:32:32.28 -27:46:15.3 258219 24.890.14 22.3%0.04 21.440.01 - -1 - 0.0 2
1018 3:32:44.01 -27:46:25.5 2646.34 25.2%0.20 23.830.16 22.640.02 - -1 - 0.0 14 35
824 3:32:35.78 -27:46:55.1 2586.18 24.720.12 23.380.09 22.4@0.01 - -1 - 0.01,24 35
739 3:32:48.57 -27:47:.07.6 99#€60.00 25.5%40.27 21.9%0.03 21.150.01 - -1 - 0.0 3 5
463 3:32:33.67 -27:47:51.1 9960.00 25.320.21 22.360.04 21.530.01 - -1 - 0.0 1,3 6
441 3:32:48.10 -27:47:56.1 264032 25.620.30 23.580.15 22.780.02 - -1 - 0.0 1,3 6
410 3:32:26.00 -27:47:51.4 25#8.18 24.7#0.12 22.780.05 21.120.01 - -1 - 0.0 1,2 2
396 3:32:22.49 -27:48:04.7 2566.12 25.440.18 22.980.07 21.490.01 - -1 - 0.0 1,2 1
190 3:32:24.42 -27:48:44.2 26£€6.22 25.490.24 23.2%0.09 21.980.01 - -1 - 0.0 14 3

Notes. @ Quality of the spectroscopic redshift determination: (G9d, (0) plausible, and (-1) guess or no redshift.

® Average N per pixel (only averaged over pixels that have a noise vaitlein 1 o of the 3o-clipped mean noise).

© Multiplication factor needed to obtain spectral magnitidensistent with imaging photometry (see $ed. 4.5). Zeirnafjing photometry is
not available.

@ Part of sample: (1) red selection sample in P73, (2) bluetetesample in P73, (3) red selection sample in P74, (4) sdlection sample in
P74 (see also Tah[é 1). If there is no number here, the galagyineluded as a filler or serendipitously.

© Mask number where galaxy was observed. Multiple entriesiptes Masks 1,5,6 wened and masks 2,3,4 weldue Masks 1,2 were observed
in P73 and masks 3,4,5,6 in P74 (or later).
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Fig.B.1. Spectra and postage stamp images of the 181 galaxies asdvittaredshifts determined. Wavelength in A on the hori-
zontal axis and flux in 10° ergs* A~ cm2 on the vertical axis. Uncertainties caused by backgrourserare indicated by the
underlying filled grey spectra. Indicated in each spectruen @MASS identification number, redshift and its uncettgiredshift
quality (1: secure, 0: tentative), and megN Per pixel. The postage stamps are constructed fromyASS observations in thB,

V, andl bands, convolved with a Gaussian kernel. Indicated are Inodogical class (see text, on the left) anchagnitude (on the
Eight). The spectra are sorted in descending order of rédshi
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Fig.B.2. See Fig[ Bl for description.

29



=

ON A~ O OI\)J>O'> OI\)-bo"OOo OFR, NDW ON
T T T T [ —

PERDNN
ouioul

ol

J. Kurk et al.: GMASS ultradeep spectroscopy of galaxies-ap **

-GMASS 2562 z=2.4495+/-0.0020 g=1 <S/N>= 3.9

\

-GMASS 2207 z=2.4488+/-0.0018 g=1 <S/N>= 7.9

G

SS z=2.4487+/-0.0017 ¢=1<S/N>= 11.0

"GMASS 2363 z=2.4485+/-0.0005 =1 <S/N>= 3.0

e sl bl

H O ORPNWAUT ONPKAOOO O N D O OFRLPNWD
T T T T T

-GMASS 1030 z=2.4469+/-0.0027 =0 <S/N>= 15

- GMASS 2578 z=2.4481+/-0.0049 g=1 <S/N>= 2.0 | ]

'GMASS 1489 z=2.4334+/-0.0029 =1 <S/N>= 2.7

WWWMWWWWWWWM MM

'GMASS 2471 z=2.4301+/-0.0024 g=1 <S/N>= 9.3
phoidy

-GMASS 1989 7z=2.4286+/-0.0005 =0 <S/N>= 4.8

| GMASS 2090 z=2.4164+/-0.0011 g=1 <S/N>= 6.

S e g

"GMASS 2252 z=2.4065+/-0.0028 g=1 <S/N>= 2.1

ORNWHAUID) O N A O
T T T T [ —

"GMASS 181 z=2.3436+/-0.0022 ¢=1<S/N>= 10.9

4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000 10000

Fig.B.3. See Fig[ Bl for description.
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Fig.B.4. See Fig[ Bl for description.
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Fig.B.5. See Fig[ Bl for description.
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Fig.B.6. See Fig[ Bl for description.
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Fig.B.7. See Fig[ Bl for description.
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Fig.B.8. See Fig[ Bl for description.
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Fig.B.9. See Fig[ Bl for description.
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Fig.B.10. See Fig[B.1L for description.
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Fig.B.11. See Fig[B.1L for description.
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Fig.B.12. See Fig[B.1 for description.
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Fig.B.14. See Fig[B.1L for description.
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Fig.B.15. See Fig[B.1L for description.
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Fig.B.16. See Fig[B.1L for description.
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Fig.B.17. See Fig[B.1L for description.
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Fig.B.18. See Fig[B.1L for description.
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