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ABSTRACT

Estimating the redshifts of distant galaxies is critical for determining their intrinsic properties, as
well as for using them as cosmological probes. Measuring redshifts spectroscopically is accurate,
but expensive in terms of telescope time, hence it has become common to measure ‘photometric’
redshifts, which are fits to photometry taken in a number of filters using templates of galaxy spectral
energy distributions (SEDs). However, most photometric methods rely on optical and near-infrared
(NIR) photometry, neglecting longer wavelength data in the far-infrared (FIR) and millimeter. Since
the ultimate goal of future surveys is to obtain redshift estimates for all galaxies, it is important
to improve photometric redshift algorithms for cases where optical/NIR fits fail to produce reliable
results. For specific subsets of galaxies, in particular dusty star-forming galaxies (DSFGs), it can be
particularly hard to obtain good optical photometry and thus reliable photometric redshift estimates,
while these same galaxies are often bright at longer wavelengths. Here we describe a new method
for independently incorporating FIR-to-millimeter photometry to the outputs of standard optical/NIR
SED-fitting codes to help improve redshift estimation, in particular of DSFGs. We test our method
with the H-ATLAS catalog, which contains FIR photometry from Herschel-SPIRE cross-matched to
optical and NIR observations, and show that our approach reduces the number of catastrophic outliers
by a factor of three compared to standard optical and NIR SED-fitting routines alone.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Measuring the distances to galaxies is one of the fun-
damental challenges of extragalactic astronomy, and is
necessary for understanding their intrinsic properties
and leveraging them as cosmological probes. The spec-
tral energy distribution (SED) serves as the primary ob-
servable for estimating an object’s redshift. The expan-
sion of the Universe redshifts identifiable features in an
SED, such as emission and absorption lines, breaks, etc.,
which can be measured and used to convert the amount
of redshifting to distance (e.g., Baum 1957; Yee 1998;
Newman & Gruen 2022).
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While spectroscopy provides the most accurate red-
shifts (henceforth spec-zs) thanks to its high spectral
resolution, photometric redshifts (henceforth photo-zs)
are much more efficient and are therefore the primary
tool for large galaxy surveys. This is especially true
for fainter sources, since spectroscopic redshifts require
deeper integrations than photometric redshifts and so
are not always readily available due to constraints on
telescope time, or are only available for a biased subset
of brighter sources (see e.g., Salvato et al. 2019). De-
spite advancements in multi-object spectrographs over
the past decade, we are only able to acquire adequate
spectra for a small percentage of sources detected in
deep imaging surveys.

Most photo-z methods limit themselves to only optical
and near-infrared (NIR) data. In these wavebands, the
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main broadband SED signatures are the 4000 A Balmer
break, arising from the absorption of photons with en-
ergies above the Balmer limit and the superposition of
various ionized metal absorption lines in stellar atmo-
spheres, and the Lyman break (below 1216 A), caused
by the absorption of photons with energies beyond the
Lyman limit (Ilbert et al. 2008).

However, for dusty star-forming galaxies (DSFGs),
such features tend to be less prominent. Yet there is
an additional broadband feature accessible at longer far-
infrared (FIR) and submillimeter (submm) wavelengths,
resulting from the thermal emission of dust heated by
stars. The use of this feature may allow us to improve
photo-zs for these sources, since optical and NIR pho-
tometry is less reliable. DSFGs are clearly an important
class of galaxy, responsible for roughly half of the cos-
mic star-formation rate (SFR) at intermediate redshifts
(Koprowski et al. 2017), and so obtaining reliable red-
shifts for this population is crucial for furthering galaxy
evolution.

Figure 1 illustrates an example of photo-zs and spec-
zs from the Great Observatories Origins Deep Survey
(GOODS) of the Chandra Deep Field-South (CDF-S).
A notable discrepancy between the photo-zs and spec-zs
is observed for a small fraction (about 5%) of galaxies.
Such discrepancies are often referred to as ‘catastrophic
outliers’. These galaxies tend to be redder in all bands
(Wuyts et al. 2008), meaning that they are often DSFGs
(e.g. van Dokkum et al. 2011). This discrepancy could
be attributed to the degeneracy caused by misidentify-
ing the Balmer break with the Lyman break (or vice
versa) at different redshifts, or due to the lack of any
prominent break signatures in the SED at all. By in-
corporating additional information at FIR and submm
wavelengths that track dust emission, we aim to resolve
some of these catastrophic outliers. The use of submm
photometry to estimate DSFG redshifts has certainly
been discussed before (e.g., Carilli & Yun 1999; Blain
et al. 2002; Aretxaga et al. 2003; Chakrabarti et al. 2013;
Lim et al. 2020). However, here we aim to fold indepen-
dent analyses of optical and NIR SED photometry with
FIR/submm photometry in a self-consistent manner,
without the need for complicated energy balance calcu-
lations as employed by some photometric redshift-fitting
codes (e.g., CIGALE, Boquien et al. 2019). As pointed
out by Nayyeri et al. (2017), this approach might be es-
pecially beneficial for forthcoming large multi-band ex-
tragalactic surveys such as the Cerro Chajnantor At-
acama Telescope (CCAT; CCAT-Prime Collaboration
et al. 2023) in the submillimeter range, and Fuclid (Eu-
clid Collaboration: Mellier et al. 2024) or Rubin (Ivezi¢
et al. 2019) in the optical/NIR.

This paper is organised as follows. Section 2 describes
the mathematical framework for estimating photo-zs
from FIR/submm photometry, Section 3 describes how
we use a generic SED-fitting code to compute photo-zs
from optical and NIR photometry and combine it with
our FIR/submm photo-zs, and in Section 4 we apply
our procedure to real galaxy catalogues. We conclude
with a summary of our findings and their implications
in Section 5.
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Figure 1. Comparison of spectroscopic and photometric
redshifts using deep optical and NIR photometry from the
GOODS CDF-S survey (Wuyts et al. 2008). Here the outlier
fraction is defined as |zspec — Zphoto|/(1 + Zspec) > 30 (see
Section 4 for more details), which is about 4%. We expect
many of these outliers to be DSFGs, and more accurate pho-
tometric redshifts can be obtained by incorporating FIR and
submm photometry.

2. PHOTOMETRIC REDSHIFT FITTING IN
FIR/SUBMM BANDS

The process of star formation involves dust, which is
subsequently heated by nearby stars to produce a ther-
mal SED peaking at around 100 gm in the rest frame;
consequently, DSFGs are bright at FIR/submm wave-
lengths as this emission becomes redshifted (Frances-
chini et al. 1991; Blain & Longair 1993). Herschel-
SPIRE (Griffin et al. 2010) operated in three FIR bands
centered on 250, 350, and 500 ym. It conducted wide
surveys of the sky, providing SED information for tens
of thousands of DSFGs, including those that are faint
in the optical and NIR. Here we use SPIRE photometry
as an example to describe how to constrain photomet-
ric redshifts. However, we note that our method can
be generalised to photometry at arbitrary FIR/submm
wavelengths.

2.1. Mathematical background
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Considering that the rest-frame FIR emission from
DSFGs is dominated by optically-thin dust (as reviewed
by Casey et al. 2014), we can model the emitted flux
density in the rest-frame across a bandwidth dve, as a
modified blackbody function:

3+B
Sz/ Tem; Aem d em — Aem ¥ d em
" ), exp(hrom /KTy — 1
(1)

Here h and k are the Planck and Boltzmann constants,
respectively, and [ is the dust emissivity index that we
fix to a value of 2.

We know that the observed frequency vohs and the
observed dust temperature temperature T, are related
to the emitted frequency ven, and the emitted dust tem-
perature Ti,, by

Vem = Vobs(]- + Z)v (2)

Tem = o‘bs(1 + Z), (3)

hence we can rewrite Eq. 1 in terms of observed-frame
quantities as

3+
Vobs

eXp(hyobs/kTobs) -1

Suobs (Tobs> Aobs)duobs = Aobs dVobsa

(4)

where we have used
Agbs = Aem (1 + 2)45. (5)

Using this SED model, we can determine the optimal
values of the two unknown observed-frame parameters,
Aops and Typs, by fitting the model to the three SPIRE
flux density measurements at 250, 350 and 500 pm. Here
we fit for these parameters using a Markov chain Monte
Carlo (MCMO).

It is worth mentioning that when converting to the
emitted frame, Te,, and 1 + 2z are entirely degenerate,
since Vobs/Tobs = Vem/Tem. Therefore, obtaining a red-
shift estimate necessitates knowledge of Tep,, and the
uncertainty in the redshift estimation is primarily driven
by the broad intrinsic temperature distribution (e.g.,
Wuyts et al. 2008). Nevertheless, we can improve the
accuracy of the redshift estimate by incorporating infor-
mation from the luminosity, as we now show.

In general, a luminosity L can be related to a flux (the
flux density integrated over a given wavelength range)
by

L = 47Dy, (2)?F, (6)
where Dy, is the luminosity distance. A common wave-

length range comes from defining the ‘total’ infrared lu-
minosity as the integral from 8 to 1000 pm in the rest

frame, so that

8
LIR = 47TDL(Z)2F1R = 47TDL(Z)2/ S,,emdllem. (7)
1000

Note that ‘8’ and ‘1000’ should be understood to mean
the frequencies associated with these wavelengths in pm.

Next, we have a constraint equation given by the ob-
served correlation between the temperature and the to-
tal infrared luminosity of galaxies. Following studies of
this correlation in nearby and distant infrared-luminous
galaxies (e.g. Chapin et al. 2009), we model this as a
power law (although the functional form could be more
general):

LIR - f(Tem) - aTe’Ym~ (8>
Finally, since

8
Lin

Fr=—7—7 =
47Dy, (2)? 1000

Svew Tem, 2)dWem ,  (9)

we can substitute Egs. 1, 5, and 8 to obtain

oIy,
Asbs = (47TDL(Z)2 >/

[ (55) " oo () 1]
X — .
1000 \1+2 P kTem 1+2

The goal now is to go from the space of observed am-
plitude (Aopbs) and observed temperature (Tops), to the
space of redshift (z) and emitted temperature (Tey, ). We
can do this using a Jacobian transformation:

(2, Tem) dz dTom =

81401)5 8Aobs
p[Aobs (Z» Tem)a Tobs (Z, Tem)] - det arlquﬁ 217:;:; dz dTem-
Oz 0Tem

(11)

This can then be marginalized over T, to produce a
one-dimensional probability density function (PDF) for
redshift, p(z). Let us calculate each cell of this Jacobian
explicitly using Eqgs. 3 and 10. Firstly,
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where 0Dy, (z)/0z can be performed numerically assum-
ing Planck Collaboration (2018) cosmological parame-
ters. The partial derivative is given by

0
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The next term in the Jacobian is

(13)
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and the remaining partial derivatives are
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The last two terms in the Jacobian are derivatives with
respect to the observed temperature, and are given by
8Tobs _ Tem
0z (1+2)

(17)

and ar, 1

8721: T 1tz (18)
By explicitly computing the Jacobian, mul-
tiplying by the two-dimensional function

P[Aobs(2, Tom), Tobs (2, Tem )], and marginalizing over the
range of Ty, we obtain

p(z) = /p[Aobs(Z7Tem)vTobs(ZaTem)x

|:8Aobs 8Tobs aAobs 8T0bs

0z OTwy  OTem 0z Tem. (19)

The luminosity-temperature relation is of course not
exact, therefore it is important to also marginalize over
a width representing the intrinsic variance of galaxy in-
frared luminosities for a given temperature. To incor-
porate the scatter in the relation, during the MCMC
process we also draw a Gaussian random variable with
a mean centered at o and a standard deviation of 0.22c
(as explained in the next subsection and shown in Fig. 2,
also see subsection 3.2 of Chapin et al. 2009). We then
recalculate the Jacobian for each new «, thus marginal-
izing over the intrinsic dispersion in the luminosity-
temperature relation, which effectively increases the
width of the redshift probability distribution. It is worth
pointing out that the slope 7y could also be uncertain and
potentially correlated with «, but we are ignoring this
for now.

A key difference between this work and Aretxaga et al.
(2003) is that we do not include any priors based on the
expected redshift distribution for a given survey cata-
log. This is achieved in Aretxaga et al. (2003) by in-
corporating a range of SED templates and an empirical
model for the evolution of the luminosity function in the
context of the expanding Universe. Simulated galaxies
are randomly drawn from this model with the appro-
priate survey parameters (such as flux limits at partic-
ular wavelengths) for comparison with observations of
real galaxies selected in the same way. The posterior
redshift PDF of a real galaxy is then derived from the
redshifts of simulated galaxies with similar observed flux
densities and colors. Redshifts with few (or no) galaxies
in the simulated catalogue will thus be heavily down-
weighted. Such priors (if well-characterized) have the
potential to yield estimates with narrower distributions
(particularly for submillimeter surveys considered in iso-
lation). Instead, our method simply assigns a greater
weight to redshift estimates if the implied rest-frame
luminosity and temperature are plausible. While this
approach uses less information (and may therefore yield
broader distributions), we believe it provides sufficient
constraining power to reject catastrophic failures from
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otherwise optical and NIR-based photometric redshifts,
as we will show. In future, as we obtain more informa-
tion on the evolving luminosity function, we could add
redshift priors.

To summarize, we use the three SPIRE photomet-
ric points to estimate two observed parameters, namely
the peak frequency and amplitude, and then relate
them to intrinsic quantities T, and 2z using the
luminosity-temperature relation, and include an addi-
tional marginalization over the amplitude of this rela-
tion.
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Figure 2. FIR luminosity versus dust temperature. The
blue points are taken directly from Casey et al. (2012), while
the green points are our calculated luminosities, obtained
by fitting the same SPIRE flux densities to Eq. 1 and in-
tegrating. The best-fit power-law provides our luminosity-
temperature relation, shown in black. The dashed red lines
represent the estimated intrinsic scatter (after removing the
scatter due to statistical errors) and are given by +0.22a.

2.2. The galaxy luminosity-temperature relation

To find the luminosity-temperature constraint param-
eters a and -y, we need to know the spectroscopic red-
shifts and emitted temperatures of a sample of galax-
ies. This correlation has been investigated by Chapin
et al. (2009) and Casey et al. (2012); the former used a
sample of IRAS-selected low-z galaxies, and the latter
used a sample of Herschel-selected galaxies out to z=2.
Here we primarily make use of the sample from Casey
et al. (2012); Fig. 2 shows the resulting luminosity-
temperature correlation of their sample (using both the
luminosity and temperature values provided in the pa-
per and our own best-fit values using Eqgs. 3 and 4).
We find a best-fit amplitude of o =107 and a best-fit
slope of v=2.50, and we confirm that our luminosity-
temperature relation agrees with the results from the
low-z sample of Chapin et al. (2009) by comparing with
their Figure 4 (after implementing the necessary trans-

formations, such as converting far-IR color to tempera-
ture).

In addition, we use the sample of SPIRE-selected
galaxies from Casey et al. (2012) to estimate the in-
trinsic scatter in the relation by symmetrically adjust-
ing « about its best-fit value until 68% of the galax-
ies fall within the lower and upper bounds, finding a
range of +0.35 dex. This value is the uncertainty due to
both intrinsic scatter and statistical noise in the SPIRE
data, and for our photo-z marginalizations we only want
to take into account the intrinsic scatter. The me-
dian uncertainty in the Lig measurements of the sample
was found to be 0.27dex, thus the intrinsic scatter is
v/0.352 — 0.272 = 0.22 dex.

It is important to point out that biases in the sam-
ple used to calibrate the luminosity-temperature rela-
tion could result in inaccurate photo-z estimation. For
instance, the redshifts in the Casey et al. (2012) sample
are limited to values below 2, with the majority concen-
trated between 0.6 and 0.9. Consequently, when using
this method to predict redshifts based on three SPIRE
flux densities, predictions tend to cluster within this
range. This observation is reinforced using simulated
data, revealing a decrease in prediction reliability for
galaxies at higher redshifts (in this case z > 2). This
arises from the fact that the luminosity-temperature fit
parameters are derived primarily from galaxies at lower
redshifts. The method works well when applied to galax-
ies with similar redshifts as those used to establish the
correlation parameters, and the range can be extended
with future data sets. What we describe here is only an
example.

2.3. Submm/mm SED fitting

We fit the observed quantities with a standard MCMC
method with no priors on the parameters using Python’s
1lmfit, Newville et al. (2021), and minimize using the
‘emcee’ method. The likelihood function is therefore
simply given by exp(—x?/2). After transforming from
the 2D parameter space (Aobs, Tobs) t0 (Tem, 2), we ob-
tain the PDF p(z) by marginalizing over Tey,.

Given the limited amount of information provided by
only three submm data points, we can make accurate
inferences about the shape of the SED only if these
points provide meaningful information about the cur-
vature of the SED. However, when all three flux den-
sity points are situated deep into the Rayleigh-Jeans or
Wien side of the modified blackbody peak, or if blend-
ing with nearby galaxies contaminates the photometry,
it is difficult to determine the peak position and ampli-
tude. Figures 3 provide an illustration of two scenarios:
one with three flux densities containing meaningful cur-
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Figure 3. Comparison between two galaxies, one with three submm flux density measurements that correctly identifies the
peak of the modified blackbody function and leads to a reliable redshift estimate (red colour), while the three fluxes of the
galaxy in blue does not identify the peak of the function, which leads to an inaccurate estimate of the redshift. The contour
plot of Agps and Tobs (top right) are transformed using Eq. 11 to obtain the corresponding contour plot for Tem and z (bottom
right). The resulting redshift PDF are shown with solid red and blue lines while the actual redshift values are shown by dashed

lines.

vature information, which yields a good constraint; and
the other where the flux densities have been contami-
nated by source blending. In cases where the modified
blackbody model provides a poor fit (which we take to be
x? > 3), we disregard the FIR redshift PDF and only use
the results from optical photometry. As discussed above,
we also include an additional marginalization over o due
to the intrinsic scatter in the luminosity-temperature re-
lation, which broadens the probability distribution; and
example of this is shown in Fig. 4.

3. COMBINING FIR/SUBMM AND OPTICAL/NIR
PHOTOMETRIC REDSHIFTS

Although usually much more accurate than with
submm data alone, photometric redshift estimation us-
ing NIR and optical photometry is considerably more
complicated because of the variety of SEDs, requiring
more parameters. The two standard approaches are the
empirical method, which uses a training set to fit for the
parameters of a simple function, and the SED template-
fitting technique, which uses a library of possible tem-
plate SEDs (for example from Bruzual & Charlot 2003).

To achieve our objective of combining optical photo-
metric redshifts with submm photometric redshifts, we
employ a code that uses the SED template-fitting ap-
proach. Specifically, we use the Easy Accurate zphoto
from Yale (EAzY; Brammer et al. 2010) code, which
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Figure 4. An example showing the effect of marginalizing
over a (see Eq. 8). The blue PDF is generated assuming
that the luminosity-temperature relation is exact, while the
orange PDF is computed by marginalizing over the ampli-
tude of the luminosity-temperature relation.

computes linear combinations of SED templates in the
optical-to-NIR over the redshift range of 0-4. Impor-
tantly, the output of EAzY is a redshift PDF, which we
can multiply by our FIR/submm redshift PDFs to ob-
tain a final redshift estimate as the two distributions are
completely independent.

We ran EAzY using the default parameter file, which
is designed to provide an optimized template set, tem-
plate error function, and priors for most applications.
While the majority of galaxy redshift estimates pro-
duced by EAzY will exhibit a single, well-defined peak,
certain cases can yield multiple peaks due to degenera-
cies in the model parameters. This is can be particu-
larly pronounced when dealing with specific subsets of
galaxies, such as DSFGs or active galactic nuclei (AGN).
Notably, galaxies with relatively featureless SEDs can
equally match observations at both z ~ 1 and z ~ 3
(e.g., Roseboom et al. 2011), and an illustrative exam-
ple of this is presented in Fig. 5.

Finally, Fig. 6 shows an example of combining (i.e.
multiplying) the results from both FIR/submm SED fit-
ting and optical /NIR SED fitting. This particular exam-
ple is a galaxy bright in the SPIRE wavelengths and faint
in the optical, and we see that the photometric redshift
estimate is improved by including longer-wavelength in-
formation.

4. APPLICATIONS TO REAL GALAXY
CATALOGUES

4.1. Test catalogues

To test our proposed method for combining opti-
cal/NIR photometry with FIR/submm photometry, we
use the ‘super-deblended’ galaxy sample in the COS-

30
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Figure 5. Example redshift PDFs generated using EAzY.
The black PDF illustrates a case of a galaxy with degenerate
redshift values, whereas the blue PDF shows a galaxy with
a distinct, non-degenerate (single) peak. We expect many
DSFGs to fall in the former case, and we can break the de-
generacy with information from FIR/submm wavelengths.
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Figure 6. Example redshift PDF's from EAzY, FIR photom-
etry and the their combination (i.e. the product of the two
probabilities), compared to the spectroscopic redshift.

MOS field (Jin et al. 2018). This catalogue uses
optically-selected galaxies as priors to fit PSFs to Her-
schel-SPIRE data, thus providing the necessary optical-
through-FIR photometry needed to test our proposed
photometric-estimation method. The final deblendeded
catalog includes 11,220 galaxies over the 100-1200 pm
range, extending to redshifts above 4. Out of these
galaxies, we selected about 5% (600) of the brighter
galaxies (K < 22.5) that have reliable optical/NIR pho-
tometry and spectroscopic redshift from COSMOS 2015
(Laigle et al. 2016).

This ‘super-deblended’ catalog is purely optically-
selected. We also test our method using a purely FIR-
selected sample of galaxies with redshifts between 0 and
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1 from the Herschel Astrophysical Terahertz Large Area
Survey (H-ATLAS), extensively detailed in Valiante
et al. (2016) and Bourne et al. (2016). This survey spans
three fields covering a total area of 161.6 deg? along the
celestial equator with each field spanning approximately
54 deg?, and contains overlapping optical/NIR imaging.
This catalog, which is a subset of the gamma field of H-
ATLAS, contains 120,230 sources selected at 250, 350,
and 500 pm, along with photometry for their optical and
NIR counterparts. After filtering for all the galaxies
with reliable redshift, as well as optical and submm pho-
tometric bands, we selected a random sample of 250 of
the brighter galaxies for this analysis.

4.2. Catastrophic outlier metric

We define the catastrophic outlier fraction, 7, to be
the fraction of sources with an unexpectedly large dif-
ference between the photometric and spectroscopic red-
shift. This is explicitly given by

0z > 3o, (20)
where
5z — |thoto — Zspec (21)
1+ Zspec
and

Az — median(Az)
1+ Zspec

o = 1.48 x median <‘

). @

with Az = 2photo — Zspec. We have chosen this definition
of o as it is less sensitive to outliers than the usual defi-
nition of the standard deviation (Brammer et al. 2010).

4.3. Results

We want to demonstrate that our method improves
photo-z estimates for existing samples of galaxies. How-
ever, a challenge is that we can only test how well the
estimates improve photo-zs if we have spec-zs for the
sources. Good spectroscopic redshifts are still scarce for
submm-selected galaxies, while optically-selected cata-
logues with good spectroscopy often have such good
photo-zs that the submm data hardly help. We therefore
start with an optically-selected sample, and artificially
degrade it to represent a catalog with only moderately-
constraining optical/NIR photometry.

For this test, we use a subset of six Fuclid-like photo-
metric bands (B, R, Ks, J, H, and Y) from the ‘super-
deblended’ catalog, and artificially increase the noise by
a factor of 3 in order to simulate the type of data ex-
pected from future wide field surveys. The results are
shown in Fig. 7; we see that while the fraction of catas-
trophic outliers is already low for these optically-bright

galaxies, using submm photometry is still able to reduce
the fraction further.

We also tested this result by using the original ‘super-
deblended’ catalogue (without removing bands or chang-
ing the noise). However, including submm bands did
not provide a significant improvement, since the photo-
metric redshifts of these optically-bright galaxies were
already very closely aligned with the spectroscopic red-
shifts.

® OpticalNIR, n=9.1% 7
Optical/NIR + FIR, N =6.3% g

Spec-z

Photo-z

Figure 7. Spec-zs versus photo-zs for a sample of 630
‘super-deblended’ galaxies in the COSMOS field from Jin
et al. (2018), artificially degraded by restricting the opti-
cal/NIR photometry to six bands and increasing the noise
by a factor of 3. Photometric redshifts using optical and
NIR data with EAzY alone are shown in blue, while photo-
metric redshifts after combining with submm data are shown
in orange. Here the fraction of outliers for the blue data is
9.1%, while for the orange data is 6.3%.

We next turn to galaxies selected by SPIRE. For this
test we used the U, G, R, I, Ks, J, H, Y, and Z bands.
The result of applying our algorithm to the H-ATLAS
catalog is shown in Fig. 8. Without adjusting any of
the optical/NIR photometry, we find that the number of
catastrophic outliers reduces from 23 (9.2%) to 8 (3.2%),
showing a significant improvement in photometric red-
shift estimation.

4.4. Future Improvements

While in this paper we used the specific example
of Herschel-SPIRE photometry, our approach is gen-
eral, and adding more submm photometric points (e.g.,
850 yum data from SCUBA-2) would further improve our
method. Additionally, as we learn more about the rel-
evant galaxy populations, from Fuclid and Rubin sur-
veys for example, we can continually update the L-T
relation, thus improving the submm photo-z estimates.
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Figure 8. Spec-z versus photo-z for a sample of 250 bright
submm galaxies taken from the H-ATLAS catalog (Valiante
et al. 2016; Bourne et al. 2016). The inclusion of submm
bands provides a significant reduction in catastrophic out-
liers, with three times fewer outliers compared to using only
optical and NIR bands.

Finally, we can also include a volume prior to better
capture the galaxy population distribution, similar to
the work done by Aretxaga et al. (2003). Incorporating
this prior here would not have made a significant differ-
ence because our test catalogue of galaxies do not span
a very large redshift range. However, with future data
sets spanning a wider redshift range, the use of a volume
prior will be much more important.

5. CONCLUSIONS

The primary objective of this paper is to enhance
photometric redshift estimates, specifically targeting the
dustiest and most actively star-forming galaxies where
conventional optical and NIR fits sometimes fall short.
In a broader context, our aim aligns with the overarch-
ing goal of obtaining accurate redshift estimates for all
galaxies in large surveys. Achieving this objective ne-
cessitates significant improvement in photo-z accuracy,
particularly for sources where optical and NIR fits are
unreliable.

The largest photo-z galaxy samples in the near future
are going to come from the Fuclid and Rubin surveys.
There is a strong emphasis on the use of galaxies for
cosmological studies involving gravitational lensing and
clustering, and hence galaxies with challenging photo-
metric redshifts will tend to be excluded. However, for
studies of galaxy evolution, we certainly do not want to
throw away the DSFGs; AGN and high-redshift galax-
ies. This is where the approach described in this paper
will be most useful; by including high-quality wide-field
submm data from future facilities like CCAT, we can
build more complete redshift catalogues of galaxies ap-
plicable for a wide range of studies in galaxy evolution,
thus improving the long-term impact of these surveys.
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