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ABSTRACT

Over the past decade, rest-frame color-color diagrams have become popular tools for selecting qui-
escent galaxies at high redshift, breaking the color degeneracy between quiescent and dust-reddened
star-forming galaxies. In this work, we study one such color-color selection tool—the rest-frame U — V
vs. V —J diagram—by employing mock observations of cosmological galaxy formation simulations. In
particular, we conduct numerical experiments assessing both trends in galaxy properties in UVJ space
and the color-color evolution of massive galaxies as they quench at redshifts z ~ 1-2. We find that
our models broadly reproduce the observed UVJ diagram at z = 1-2, including (for the first time in
a cosmological simulation) reproducing the population of extremely dust-reddened galaxies in the top
right of the UVJ diagram. However, our models primarily populate this region with low-mass galaxies
and do not produce as clear a bimodality between star-forming and quiescent galaxies as is seen in
observations. The former issue is due to an excess of dust in low-mass galaxies and relatively gray
attenuation curves in high-mass galaxies, while the latter is due to the overpopulation of the green
valley in SIMBA. When investigating the time evolution of galaxies on the UVJ diagram, we find that
the quenching pathway on the UVJ diagram is independent of the quenching timescale, and instead
dependent primarily on the average specific star formation rate in the 1 Gyr prior to the onset of
quenching. Our results support the interpretation of different quenching pathways as corresponding
to the divergent evolution of post-starburst and green valley galaxies.

Unified Astronomy Thesaurus Concepts: Two-color diagrams (1724); Galaxy quenching (2040); Post-starburst
galaxies (2176)

1. INTRODUCTION formation of massive galaxies in the early universe. It
has been widely observed that massive galaxies generally
fall into two categories: blue, disk-dominated galaxies
on the star-forming main sequence (SFMS), and red, el-
liptical, quiescent galaxies (Strateva et al. 2001; Baldry
Corresponding author: Hollis B. Akins et al. 2004; Balogh et al. 2004; Bell et al. 2004; Faber
hollis.akins@gmail.com et al. 2007). While quiescent galaxies are ubiquitous

Understanding and quantifying the rate of star-
formation at high redshift is key to constraining the
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in the local universe, recent observations have detected
massive quiescent galaxies out to z ~ 4 (Glazebrook
et al. 2017; Schreiber et al. 2018; Carnall et al. 2020;
Forrest et al. 2020; Valentino et al. 2020). However, it
can be difficult to identify quiescent galaxies and con-
strain their SFRs at high redshift owing to the ubiquity
of dust-obscured star-formation at z 2 1, which can sig-
nificantly redden star-forming galaxies (SFGs Brammer
et al. 2009; Maller et al. 2009).

Over the past decade, rest-frame color-color diagrams
have become popular tools for breaking this degeneracy
between SFGs reddened by dust and quiescent galax-
ies, intrinsically red due to older stellar populations.
Such diagrams typically compare one color in the rest-
frame near-UV (NUV) to optical range and another in
the rest-frame optical-near-IR in order to cleanly sep-
arate quiescent and dusty SFGs galaxies on the optical
red sequence. While spectroscopic measures such as the
Ha luminosity and D,,(4000) index can serve as more
reliable indicators of active star-formation (e.g. Kauff-
mann et al. 2003), color-color diagrams can be read-
ily applied to large surveys and at high redshift (e.g.
Daddi et al. 2004; Labbé et al. 2005; Wuyts et al. 2007;
Arnouts et al. 2007; Williams et al. 2009; Ilbert et al.
2013; Tomczak et al. 2014; Kriek et al. 2015; Wu et al.
2018; Fang et al. 2018; Carnall et al. 2019). In particu-
lar, the rest-frame U —V vs. V —J (hereafter UVJ) dia-
gram has proven an effective diagnostic for selecting qui-
escent galaxies across a range of redshifts (Wuyts et al.
2007; Williams et al. 2009; Whitaker et al. 2011; Muzzin
et al. 2013; Fang et al. 2018). In addition to providing an
accessible method for selecting quiescent galaxies, UVJ
colors have been shown to correlate with specific star-
formation rates (sSFRs; Williams et al. 2010; Patel et al.
2011; Leja et al. 2019), dust attenuation (Ay; Price et al.
2014; Forrest et al. 2016; Martis et al. 2016; Fang et al.
2018), and stellar age (Whitaker et al. 2013; Belli et al.
2019; Carnall et al. 2019).

Despite its central role as a selection tool for high-
redshift quiescent galaxies, much is still uncertain about
the distribution of galaxy properties on the UVJ di-
agram. In particular, the inferred properties and in-
terpretations of galaxy positions in UVJ space may be
sensitive to the assumed dust attenuation curve. Of-
ten, at high redshift, all galaxies are assumed to follow
a Calzetti et al. (2000) dust attenuation law, though
recent evidence points to the likelihood that galaxies
span a range of attenuation curves (Kriek & Conroy
2013; Scoville et al. 2015; Salmon et al. 2016; Leja et al.
2017; Salim et al. 2018; Narayanan et al. 2018; Salim &
Narayanan 2020). While slopes and feature strengths of
attenuation curves naturally correlate with galaxy prop-

erties such as SFR and M, (Salim et al. 2018), much of
the variation in attenuation curves seems to be driven
by less constrained factors such as the complexity of
the relative star-dust geometry (Seon & Draine 2016;
Narayanan et al. 2018; Trayford et al. 2020). Indeed,
the spread of galaxy colors in the star-forming region of
UV space has been shown to be correlated with galaxy
morphology and inclination (Patel et al. 2012; Zucker-
man et al. 2021), and variations in the attenuation curve
have been hypothesized to lead to UVJ misidentifica-
tion (Roebuck et al. 2019). While the UVJ diagram has
proven an effective tool, there is still a great deal of un-
certainty regarding the utility of color-color diagrams in
inferring galaxy properties, and independent measures
of such properties are necessary to resolve this.

Furthermore, the ubiquity of the UVJ diagram as
a selection and visualization tool at high-redshift has
sparked interest in how different galaxy evolution-
ary histories (i.e., different quenching mechanisms or
timescales) manifest in UVJ space. For example, re-
cently quenched post-starburst galaxies have been ob-
served to cluster in a unique region of UVJ space (Wild
et al. 2016; Whitaker et al. 2012; Yano et al. 2016; Al-
maini et al. 2017; Suess et al. 2020). Similarly, Fang
et al. (2018) identify a population of “transition” galax-
ies in the star-forming region of UVJ space but with sup-
pressed SFRs, and propose that the mass distribution
of these transition galaxies implies a mass-dependent
quenching path in UVJ space. Some authors have in-
ferred the UVJ evolutionary tracks for galaxies based
on their SFHs and modeling a relationship between
SFR and dust attenuation (e.g. Barro et al. 2014; Belli
et al. 2019; Carnall et al. 2019; Suess et al. 2021).
These model tracks support the view of an evolution-
ary pathway dependent upon the quenching mechanism,
in which faster-quenching post-starburst galaxies enter
the quenched region from the bottom left and slower-
quenching galaxies enter from the right (see e.g. Suess
et al. 2021, Figure 12). However, these models are highly
dependent upon the assumed relationship between dust
attenuation and SFR, which is unconstrained for galax-
ies at the epoch of quenching and may not be universal.
A more complete and consistent theory for the evolution
of galaxies in color-color space, though elusive, may pro-
vide efficient selection methods for studies of particular
quenching processes.

In this light, cosmological simulations can help us un-
derstand and contextualize the distribution and evolu-
tion of galaxies on the UVJ diagram, as they provide
easy access to fundamental galaxy properties over time.
The UVJ selection technique has been explored in the-
oretical work in the past, and observations of the UVJ
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diagram have been broadly reproduced in cosmological
(e.g. Davé et al. 2017; Donnari et al. 2019), zoom-in (e.g.
Feldmann et al. 2017), and idealized (e.g. Roebuck et al.
2019) galaxy evolution simulations. As of yet, however,
there has been no fully cosmological model that employs
both realistic models of dust (to attend to the aforemen-
tioned issues of dust obscuration and attenuation) and
radiative transfer (to model the mock colors) to thereby
explore galaxies in UVJ space. The purpose of this pa-
per is to develop and explore such a model.

In this work, we examine trends on the UVJ diagram
using the SIMBA suite of simulations (Davé et al. 2019),
and using the 3D dust radiative transfer code POWDER-
DAY (Narayanan et al. 2021). The structure of the paper
is as follows. In Section 2 we describe the SIMBA simula-
tions, the POWDERDAY dust radiative transfer code, and
outline our fiducial definitions. In Section 3 we compare
our model UVJ diagram to observations both with re-
spect to the distribution of UVJ colors (3.1) and trends
in galaxy properties in UVJ space (3.2). This has the
primary purpose of interrogating the simulations’ abil-
ity to reproduce observations. In Section 4 we study the
time evolution of galaxies in UVJ space with particular
attention to the different pathways for quenching. We
compare our models to those employed in other theoreti-
cal work in Section 5, and we summarize our conclusions
in Section 6.

Throughout this paper, we adopt a Kroupa (2002)
initial mass function (IMF) and a cosmology consistent
with the Planck Collaboration (2016): €, = 0.3, Q) =
0.7, Q = 0.048, Hy = 68 km s~ Mpc~t A1, o5 = 0.82,
and ng = 0.97.

2. METHODS
2.1. Simulations

This work utilizes the SIMBA simulations, a series of
state-of-the-art cosmological hydrodynamic simulations
of galaxy formation (Davé et al. 2019). The SIMBA sim-
ulations are the successor to the MUFASA (Davé et al.
2016) simulations, and are run using a modified version
of the gravity plus hydrodynamics solver ¢1zmo (Hop-
kins 2015), which uses the GADGET-3 tree-particle-mesh
gravity solver (Springel 2005) and a meshless finite-mass
method for hydrodynamics. A detailed description of
the simulation physics and methodology has been pre-
sented in Davé et al. (2019). We refer the reader to this
work for details and summarize the salient points here.

SIMBA models star-formation using a molecular hy-
drogen (Hg)-based Schmidt (1959) relation, where the
H, fraction is computed using the subresolution model
of Krumholz & Gnedin (2011) based on the metallicity
and local column density, with minor modifications as

described in Davé et al. (2016) to account for numer-
ical resolution. The instantaneous star-formation rate
is thus given by the Hs density divided by the dynam-
ical time: SFR = E*pHg/tdyn, where we use €, = 0.02
(Kennicutt 1998). Radiative cooling and photoioniza-
tion heating are modeled using the GRACKLE-3.1 li-
brary (Smith et al. 2017), including metal cooling and
non-equilibrium evolution of primordial elements. The
chemical enrichment model tracks eleven metals dur-
ing the simulation, with enrichment tracked from Type
IT supernovae (SNe), Type Ia SNe, and asymptotic gi-
ant branch (AGB) stars. Star formation-driven galactic
winds are modeled as decoupled two-phase winds, with
30% of wind particles ejected “hot,” and with a mass
loading factor that scales with stellar mass, based on
the Feedback In Realistic Environments (FIRE) (Hop-
kins et al. 2014) zoom simulation scalings from Anglés-
Alcazar et al. (2017b).

SIMBA builds upon MUFASA through the addition of
black hole growth via torque-limited accretion (Hopkins
& Quataert 2011; Anglés-Alcédzar et al. 2013, 2015) and
AGN feedback via bipolar kinetic outflows. Black holes
are seeded and grown during the simulation, and the ac-
cretion energy drives feedback that acts to quench galax-
ies. For cold gas (T' < 10° K), black hole growth is im-
plemented following the torque-limited accretion model
of Anglés-Alcézar et al. (2017a) which is based on Hop-
kins & Quataert (2011), while for hot gas (T > 105 K)
Bondi accretion (Bondi 1952) is adopted. AGN feed-
back is implemented with a model designed to mimic
the observed dichotomy of black hole growth and feed-
back modes observed (e.g. Heckman & Best 2014). In
particular, real AGN show a “radiative” mode at high
Eddington ratios (fgqq) characterized by mass-loaded
radiatively driven winds and a “jet” mode at low fgqq,
characterized by high velocity jets of ~ 10* km s™!.
The AGN outflow model has three modes of feedback:
radiative, jet, and X-ray. Radiative and jet modes are
implemented kinetically, with outflows ejected follow-
ing a variable velocity and mass outflow rate to mimic
the transition between high mass-loaded radiative winds
and high-velocity jets. Full velocity jets are achieved at
low Eddington ratios (fgaa < 0.02) and high black hole
masses (Mpy > 107 Mg). X-ray feedback directly in-
creases the temperature of non-ISM gas and both heats
and expels ISM gas. As shown in Davé et al. (2019), the
jet mode is primarily responsible for quenching galaxies,
while X-ray feedback has an important role in suppress-
ing residual star formation.

Of particular relevance for this work, SIMBA includes
a unique self-consistent on-the-fly subgrid model for the
production, growth, and evolution of dust grains (de-
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scribed in detail in Davé et al. 2019; Li et al. 2019).
Dust grains are assumed to have a single size of 0.1 ym
and are passively advected with gas elements as a frac-
tion of the element’s metal budget. Dust grains grow
via condensation following Dwek (1998) but with up-
dated condensation efficiencies, as well as by accretion
of gas-phase metals via two-body collisions. Dust is de-
stroyed (returned back to the gaseous metal phase) by
collisions with thermally excited gas following the ana-
lytic approximation of dust growth rates from Tsai &
Mathews (1995). A mechanism for dust destruction via
SN shocks is implemented following McKinnon et al.
(2016). Dust is instantaneously destroyed in hot winds,
during star-formation, and in gas impacted by jet or
X-ray AGN feedback; however, dust is not destroyed
in cold SF winds or radiative-mode AGN feedback to
allow these winds to transport dust out of the galaxy.
This model results in dust-to-metal ratios and dust mass
functions in good agreement with observations for star-
forming galaxies (Li et al. 2019).

The primary simulation we use in this work is the
fiducial (100 Mpc h~1)? comoving volume, run from
z = 249 to z = 0 with 10243 gas elements and 1024% dark
matter particles. The minimum gravitational softening
length is €, = 0.5 kpc A~! and the mass resolution is
9.6 x 10" M, for dark matter particles and 1.8 x 107 M,
for gas elements. This simulation outputs 151 snapshots
from z = 20 — 0. We supplement our analysis with re-
sults from the high-resolution (25 Mpc h~1)? comoving
box. This run includes 5123 gas elements and 5123 dark
matter particles, with a mass resolution of 1.2 x 107
and 2.3 x 105 M, for dark matter and gas elements,
respectively. In addition to eight-times higher mass res-
olution, the run outputs twice as many snapshots, for a
total of 305 from z = 20 — 0. This increased time reso-
lution is the primary reason we include this simulation
in this work; however, as a bonus, this provides a view
of low-mass galaxies and serves as a test of numerical
convergence. Unless otherwise stated, results are drawn
from the 100 Mpc A~ box.

Galaxy properties are computed and cataloged using
CAESAR,! an extension of the YT simulation analysis
software (Turk et al. 2011). CAESAR identifies galax-
ies using a 6D friends-of-friends algorithm with a spa-
tial linking length of 0.0056 times the mean interparticle
separation and a velocity linking length set to the local
velocity dispersion. CAESAR outputs a cross-matched
halo and galaxy catalog, from which the bulk of galaxy
properties used in this work are drawn. Additionally,

L Available at https://github.com/dnarayanan/caesar

CAESAR includes a progenitor/descendant tracking mod-
ule that identifies the major progenitor and descendant
of a given galaxy at a given snapshot based on the num-
ber of star particles in common. We utilize this code to
track galaxies across snapshots.

2.2. Fiducial Definitions
A consistent challenge for studies of the shutoff of SF

in galaxies is that there exists no standardized, widely
accepted definition of “quenching.” Here, we present the
SIMBA SFR-M, relation, from which we establish our
fiducial definition of quenching and compare to other
common definitions.

Figure 1 shows the SFR-M, relation for SIMBA at

z =1 and z = 2. Throughout this work, we compute
star-formation rates by summing (and normalizing) the
formation masses of star particles formed over the past
200 Myr.? Following Whitaker et al. (2014), we adopt
a “bending” model for the star-forming main sequence
and fit a 2nd-order polynomial to the running median
of log SFR in 0.2 dex bins of log M. /M. We perform
this fit iteratively, each time limiting the next fit to only
star-forming galaxies with SFRs within 0.5 dex of the
main sequence line computed in the previous iteration.
We compute best-fit coefficients (labeled following Equa-
tion 2 of Whitaker et al. 2014) of a = —25.02, b = 4.19,
and ¢ = —0.16 at z = 2, and a = —22.84, b = 3.95, and
¢ = —0.16 at z = 1. Figure 1 shows our MS fit along-
side observational estimates for the SFMS from Speagle
et al. (2014) and Whitaker et al. (2014). We find that
our SFMS fit is in good agreement with observations,
though notably is lower in amplitude by ~ 0.3 dex (as
in Davé et al. 2019; Nelson et al. 2021).

We categorize galaxies based on their distance, in dex,

from the SIMBA main sequence (ASFR). If ASFR < —1
dex, we define the galaxy as quenched; if ASFR > —0.5
dex, we consider if on (or above) the SFMS. These two
dividing lines are shown as dash-dot and dashed lines on
Figure 1, respectively. If ASFR is between these values,
we consider the galaxy to be “transitioning” between
the two populations. These fiducial definitions give a
quenched fraction (for M, > 1019 Mg) of 12% at z = 2
and 40% by z = 1. Of the “transitioning” population,
~ 35% are rejuvenating (i.e., they have SFRsq Myr >
SFRa00Myr) at both z =1 and z = 2.

While we adopt this as our fiducial definition, the

lack of a standardized definition of quenching makes
it necessary to compare this choice to others. Fig-

2 We use an averaging timescale of 200 Myr to balance the utility
of instantaneous SFRs with the resolution of the simulations. For
a thorough discussion, see Appendix A of Donnari et al. (2019).
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Figure 1. Hexbin plots of the star formation rate-stellar mass relation in our simulations at z = 1 (left panel) and z = 2
(right panel). The SFRs are averaged over the past 200 Myr, and the solid black line shows the best-fit 2nd-degree polynomial
for the SIMBA main sequence. The full sample of > 30,000 resolved SIMBA galaxies is used to determine the main sequence.
The dark and light blue lines show the MS relations from Speagle et al. (2014) and Whitaker et al. (2014), respectively. The
dashed and dot-dash lines show the SIMBA MS — 0.5 dex and MS — 1 dex lines, respectively, which we use to separate between
star-forming, transitioning, and quenched galaxies. A simple sSFR cut of sSFR = 0.2/ty, where tg is the Hubble time at that
redshift, is also shown as a dotted line. The histogram on the lower panel shows the distribution of galaxies with no resolved
! corresponds to the smallest

star formation in the past 200 Myr, and the distinct horizontal feature at SFR ~ 1071 Mg yr~

resolvable SFR.

ure 1 also shows a time-evolving cut in the specific SFR
(sSFR = SFR/M,.) commonly used to define quenching
(e.g. Pacifici et al. 2016; Rodriguez Montero et al. 2019).
Additionally, though not shown, we explore a cut in the
normalized SFR (nSFR), the ratio of a galaxy’s current
SFR to its lifetime average SFR. We find the nSFR = 0.1
cut adopted by Carnall et al. (2018) is in good agreement
with the specific SFR cut shown in Figure 1, and both
of these definitions broadly agree with our MS — 1 dex
cut. Though our ASFR definition of quenching is more
lenient (i.e., includes more quenched galaxies) at low
masses, and more strict at higher masses, our results
are not sensitive to this definition.

2.3. 8D Dust Radiative Transfer

To extract observables from the simulation we use the
3D dust radiative transfer code POWDERDAY.? POW-
DERDAY provides a convenient, modular, and paralleliz-
able framework for computing the dust-attenuated spec-
tral energy distributions (SEDs) of galaxies in cosmo-
logical simulations. Fundamentally, the code weaves to-
gether Fsps (Conroy et al. 2010; Conroy & Gunn 2010)
for stellar population synthesis, HYPERION (Robitaille
2011) for Monte Carlo radiative transfer, and YT (Turk
et al. 2011) for interfacing with cosmological simulation

3 Available at https://github.com/dnarayanan/powderday

data. POWDERDAY is described in detail in Narayanan
et al. (2021); here we summarize the relevant points.

For each galaxy identified by CAESAR, we perform stel-
lar population synthesis using Fsps (Conroy et al. 2010;
Conroy & Gunn 2010). We treat each star particle as
a simple stellar population (SSP) with a fixed age and
metallicity taken directly from the simulation. These
properties are then provided to FsSPs, which generates
a stellar SED assuming an initial mass function (IMF)
combined with theoretical isochrones. We adopt MIST
isochrones (Choi et al. 2016; Dotter 2016; Paxton et al.
2011) and a MILES stellar spectra library (Sanchez-
Bldzquez et al. 2006) as our fiducial choice of SPS pa-
rameters. We explore in Section 3.1.1 the impact of the
assumed isochrones on the resulting UVJ diagram. Stel-
lar SEDs for three example galaxies are shown as blue
lines in the bottom right panels in Figure 2.

We then compute the attenuated SEDs by perform-
ing dust radiative transfer. The dust properties stored
in the gas elements in the simulation are projected on
an adaptive octree grid. We then allow radiation from
sources to propagate through the dusty ISM of the
galaxy, which acts to scatter, absorb, and re-emit in-
cident radiation. This is done in a Monte Carlo fashion
in HYPERION (Robitaille 2011). Photon packets are re-
leased with random direction and frequency and prop-
agate until they escape the grid or reach some limit-
ing optical depth, and an iterative procedure is used to
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Figure 2. Overview of the UVJ diagram derived from POWDERDAY radiative transfer.

Wavelength [pm]

Left: The siMmBA UVJ diagram at

z = 2. KDE contours for the quenched galaxies, transitioning galaxies, and SFGs are plotted in shades of red, green, and
blue, respectively, and our galaxy sample is plotted in the background. The dashed and dashed-dotted lines show the z = 2
UV selection criteria of Williams et al. (2009) and Whitaker et al. (2011), respectively. Stars indicate the UVJ colors of three
example galaxies: 1) a DSFG, 2) a nondusty SFG, and 3) a quenched galaxy (QG). Top right: Simulated UVJ images of these
three example galaxies derived from POWDERDAY. Particularly star-forming and particularly dusty regions can be seen in blue
(U-band) and red (J-band), respectively. Bottom right: Stellar and dust-attenuated SEDs for these three example galaxies.
The central wavelengths of the U, V, and J bands are indicated as dashed lines behind the SEDs.

calculate the equilibrium dust temperature. The out-
put SEDs are then calculated through ray-tracing; such
SEDs are shown as red lines in Figure 2. In this work,
the viewing angle for ray-tracing is fixed relative to the
coordinate system of the cosmological box. Though the
viewing angle is a flexible parameter, fixing it this way
means the observed inclination of a given galaxy is ef-
fectively random, as in observations.

While we adopt POWDERDAY as our fiducial method
for modeling dust attenuation, we compare the result-
ing UVJ diagrams to those derived from other modeling
approaches in Section 3.1.2. We note that the combina-
tion of the SIMBA explicit dust model and POWDERDAY
radiative transfer has had great success in reproducing
observations of dusty galaxies, including matching the
observed number density of high-redshift submillimeter
galaxies (Lovell et al. 2021), as well as the observed dust-
to-gas and dust-to-metals ratios at low and high redshift
(Li et al. 2019).

2.4. Sample Selection and Photometry

Though we use the full sample of resolved SIMBA
galaxies to define the MS, it would be computationally
intractable to run radiative transfer on this full sam-
ple. Instead, we select galaxies with log M, /Mg > 9.5
from the (100 ffll\/[p(’,)3 simulation, which corresponds
to ~ 250 star particles and ~ 500 gas elements. In
this work, we focus primarily on the SIMBA snapshots at
z =2 and z = 1, as these span the range of redshifts
at which UVJ selection is most often used. At z = 2

our mass-limited sample contains 5,795 galaxies, while
at z = 1 it contains 12,035 galaxies.

We compute the rest-frame U, V', and J magnitudes
by convolving the SED generated by POWDERDAY with
the corresponding filter transmission curve. Specifically,
we use the Bessell (1990) U and V' curves and the Mauna
Kea UKIRT WFCAM curve for J (Hewett et al. 2006).
While we do not apply any apertures to these photo-
metric measurements, we have verified that the result-
ing UVJ diagram is largely unchanged by the use of 0.7”
radius apertures as in the 3D-HST survey (Skelton et al.
2014). Additionally, we show in Appendix B the model
UVJ diagram with the addition of mock observational
noise; specifically, the noise resulting from ~ 5% uncer-
tainty in the photometric redshift. This noise scatters
galaxies in all directions, producing a UVJ diagram that,
qualitatively, more closely resembles observations. How-
ever, as this noise may obscure the trends of interest in
our work, we do not include this in our fiducial model.

3. OBSERVATIONAL COMPARISONS

Before exploring the evolution of simulated galaxies in
UVJ space, we perform comparisons to observations to
determine whether our simulations and radiative trans-
fer methodology can adequately reproduce observations,
and where they can not, diagnose the underlying issues.

First, we present in Figure 2 our fiducial UVJ dia-
gram at z = 2. Here, we denote the distribution of star-
forming, transitioning, and quenched galaxies via con-
tours. The right panels show SEDs and simulated UVJ
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images for three example galaxies drawn from the sim-
ulation box: a dusty star-forming galaxy, a non-dusty
star-forming galaxy, and a quenched galaxy. We broadly
reproduce the observed distribution of UVJ colors, in
that we see distinct clustering of quiescent galaxies along
the top left, a star-forming sequence along the bottom-
right, and transition galaxies in between.

However, our models are in tension with observations
in two notable ways. First, we do not produce as clear
of a bimodal distribution of galaxies as is observed; that
is, we see more overlap between the quiescent and star-
forming populations. Second, our colors are generally
bluer than observations, with a significant number of
DSFGs populating the quiescent region as defined by
Williams et al. (2009) and Whitaker et al. (2011). We
explore these discrepancies further in the following sub-
sections, first by focusing only on the distribution of
UVJ colors and then by examining trends in galaxy
properties on the UVJ diagram.

3.1. Distribution of UVJ Colors
3.1.1. Dependence on Stellar Population Models

First, we examine how well SIMBA matches the ob-
served distribution of rest-frame UVJ colors within the
context of the underlying stellar model. We do so by
comparing the SIMBA4+POWDERDAY UVJ diagram, un-
der different model assumptions, to the observed sample
from the 3D-HST survey at 1.7 < z < 2.3 (Brammer
et al. 2012; Skelton et al. 2014; Momcheva et al. 2016).

Figure 3 shows the sStMBA UVJ diagram at z = 2 for
three different stellar population synthesis (SPS) mod-
els. Specifically, we show the UVJ diagram for three dif-
ferent assumed stellar isochrones: MIST, which includes
rotating stars (Choi et al. 2016; Dotter 2016; Paxton
et al. 2011); BPASS, which includes binary stars (El-
dridge et al. 2017); and Padova (Bertelli et al. 1994; Gi-
rardi et al. 2000; Marigo et al. 2008). While red, green,
and blue contours show the distributions for quenched,
transition, and star-forming galaxies in SIMBA, respec-
tively, the gray contours show the 3D-HST sample. For
each of the star-forming, transition, and quiescent pop-
ulations, we plot the outliers as colored points. On each
panel, we show histograms of U — V and V — J colors
for each isochrone.

Immediately, it is apparent that there is some dis-
agreement between the SIMBA UVJ diagram and the
3D-HST data. Specifically, while we predict a similar
range of colors, we generally have bluer colors than the
observational data. This is true for MIST and Padova
isochrones; however, BPASS isochrones produce gener-
ally redder colors, more in line with the 3D-HST sample.
Figure 4 shows (stellar and dust-attenuated) SEDs for

an example galaxy computed with MIST and BPASS
isochrones. We see that the systematically redder colors
we get from BPASS isochrones are primarily due to a
bump in the SED near the J band.

While the systematically redder colors produced from
BPASS isochrones bring our results in closer agreement
with observational selection criteria, they also notice-
ably change the distribution of galaxies on the UVJ di-
agram. The overlap between the quenched and star-
forming populations is more significant in the BPASS
model, with only a handful of quenched galaxies extend-
ing beyond the region occupied by SF galaxies. Ad-
ditionally, BPASS places the oldest, reddest quiescent
galaxies at the same V — J as their younger counter-
parts, in contrast to observations (e.g. Whitaker et al.
2013). As such, we adopt MIST isochrones in our fidu-
cial SPS model, with the caveat that our colors are gen-
erally bluer than observations. However, we interpret
this as a systematic effect, and move forward with the
assumption that our fiducial models broadly reproduce
the observed UVJ diagram modulo this ~ 0.2-0.3 mag
shift. The significant contamination of the quiescent re-
gion from star-forming galaxies in our model is primarily
due to this systematic color shift.

3.1.2. Dependence on Dust Models

We next turn to understanding how the comparison
between our model galaxies and those observed in UVJ
space depends on the assumed underlying dust model.

Figure 5 shows the siMmBA UVJ diagram at z = 2 us-
ing three different dust models: the explicit dust model
in SIMBA, in which gas particles keep track of dust cre-
ation, growth, and destruction on-the-fly in the cosmo-
logical simulation, a dust-to-metals model in which dust
mass is assumed to scale with the metal mass by a con-
stant ratio of 0.4, and a simplified line-of-sight (LOS)
extinction model in which galaxies are assumed to fol-
low an sSFR and metallicity-dependent extinction law.
The former two models employ POWDERDAY radiative
transfer in which dust is distributed throughout the
galaxy as computed in the hydrodynamic galaxy for-
mation simulations, whereas the latter model simply
sums the LOS extinction from each star particle. This
model is included primarily to demonstrate the impor-
tance of radiative transfer in computing realistic colors
(e.g Narayanan et al. 2021).

It is clear from Figure 5 that only the combination
of the SIMBA explicit dust model and POWDERDAY ra-
diative transfer is able to fully populate the dusty star-
forming region of UVJ space (the top right of the di-
agram). These incredibly red, dusty galaxies have his-
torically been a challenge for simulations to reproduce
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Figure 4. SEDs for an example galaxy from our simula-
tions at z = 2 using both MIST (red) and BPASS (blue)
isochrones. Stellar and attenuated SEDs are shown, and we
see that BPASS produces systematically redder colors due
to a bump in the SED in the J-band.

(e.g. Davé et al. 2017; Donnari et al. 2019), and even
proved challenging for early observational surveys (e.g.
Williams et al. 2009) due to a lack of sufficiently red
template SEDs in rest-frame color measurements (see
Appendix C in Whitaker et al. 2010). As such, the suc-
cess of our SIMBA4+POWDERDAY dust model serves as
an indicator of the critical importance of modeling dust
physics explicitly when simulating broadband UVJ col-
ors. For example, the dust-to-metals model produces
redder colors for quiescent galaxies than for dust star-
forming galaxies, as these quiescent objects are some of
the most metal-enriched objects in the simulation. This
is inconsistent with the observed colors of galaxies at

z ~ 2. At the same time, the LOS extinction model,
even incorporating the SIMBA explicit dust masses, fails
to properly populate the top right of the diagram.

Additionally, though not shown, we examine the ef-
fects of varying other model assumptions. We find little
(~ 0.03 mag) difference in UVJ colors resulting from
varying the stellar initial mass function (IMF) between
those of Kroupa (2002), Chabrier (2003), and Salpeter
(1955). We find a comparably small difference in UV]J
colors from varying the spectral library from the MILES
(Sanchez-Blazquez et al. 2006) and BaSeL (Westera
et al. 2002) libraries. We find nearly no variation in
UVJ colors from the inclusion of attenuation by circum-
stellar AGB dust (using the model of Villaume et al.
2015), AGN emission and dust model using SED tem-
plates from Nenkova et al. (2008a,b), or nebular line
and continuum emission from CLOUDY lookup tables
(Narayanan et al. 2021; Byler et al. 2017, 2018, 2019;
Garg et al. 2022).

3.2. Galaxy Physical Properties in UVJ Space

We have demonstrated that SIMBA+POWDERDAY can
broadly reproduce the observed distribution of UVJ col-
ors, with a few notable exceptions: we do not reproduce
the clear bimodal number density in UV J space, and we
produce systematically bluer colors than observations.
To further interrogate these inconsistencies with obser-
vations, we investigate the distribution of galaxy prop-
erties on the UVJ diagram and compare, qualitatively,
to observed trends.

3.2.1. Dust Attenuation

We begin with an examination of trends in the dust
attenuation Ay in our model UVJ diagram at z = 1—2.
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Figure 6. The siMBA UVJ diagram at z = 1 (top) and
z = 2 (bottom) both including the effects of dust (right col-
umn) and ignoring all dust (left column). We show the me-
dian ASFR in bins of U — V and V — J, with points sized
logarithmically according to the number of galaxies in the
bin. While our dust-free models produce a clear gradient in
ASFR according to U — V color, including the effects of dust
in our radiative transfer models moves star-forming galaxies
to redder colors.

In Figure 6, we show our mock UV.J colors for our model
galaxies at z = 1 and z = 2 for both a model with-
out dust (i.e. discarding all of the dust content in our
radiative transfer models) as well as a model includ-
ing our fiducial dust model. Generally, without dust,
galaxies form a relatively tight locus with a clear trend
in ASFR. This is in line with dust-corrected UVJ dia-
grams inferred from observations (e.g. Fang et al. 2018).
Including dust decreases the fidelity of this trend signif-

icantly as dust reddening pushes star-forming galaxies
toward redder V' — J colors. We note that there are a
small number of quiescent galaxies at z = 1 with dust-
free colors placing them outside the quiescent region.
This owes to a recent frosting of star-formation, which
we explore further in Section 3.2.3.

In Figure 7, we show our galaxies in UV J space, color-
coded by Ay. We first highlight the right column, which
shows the entire model galaxy sample for z ~ 1 (top),
and z ~ 2 (bottom), with contours showing observations
from the 3D-HST survey (Brammer et al. 2012; Skelton
et al. 2014; Momcheva et al. 2016). Consistent with
observational constraints (e.g. Price et al. 2014; Martis
et al. 2016; Fang et al. 2018), we see lines of constant Ay
for star-forming galaxies at roughly constant V —J. This
said, this is a nuanced and mass-dependent trend. While
we see a strong correlation between Ay and V' — J color
for star-forming galaxies in the 9.5 < log M, /Mg < 10
mass bin, at 10 < log M,/Mg < 10.5 several highly
dusty (Ay 2 2.5) galaxies show bluer V' — J colors than
expected, and this trend continues to weaken at higher
masses. Observational surveys (e.g. Fang et al. 2018)
tend to find high-mass (log M../Mg > 10) galaxies in the
DSFG region on the far top right of the UVJ diagram,
and low-mass (log M./Mg < 10) galaxies concentrated
in the bottom left. The population of low-mass, highly
dust-reddened galaxies in SIMBA is likely a byproduct
of our dust evolution model (Li et al. 2019), as ob-
servations typically do not find galaxies at this mass
with Ay 2 1. Thus, while we successfully populate the
dusty star-forming region of the UVJ diagram, we do
so primarily with low-mass (log M. /Mg < 10.5) galax-
ies, rather than higher-mass galaxies as is seen in ob-
servational surveys. This, alongside the lack of a clear
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bimodality in our UVJ diagram, represent notable ten-
sions with observations.

To further explore the relationship between mass, Ay,
and attenuation curve slope (which impacts galaxy loca-
tion in UVJ space), we show in Figure 8 the amount of
dust-reddening (defined as Ay — A ) as a function of Ay
for star-forming galaxies in SIMBA at z = 2. Ay — Ay
effectively measures the slope of the attenuation curve
between the V and J bands, and galaxies with higher
Ay — A will be found further to the right in UVJ space.
We bin the sample into four bins of stellar mass and
plot the median Ay — A in each bin. We addition-
ally plot the relationship between Ay — A; vs Ay for
the literature attenuation curves of Cardelli et al. (1989)
and Calzetti et al. (2000). We see that at Ay > 1, our
model galaxies generally show grayer attenuation curves
than is expected for galaxies at this redshift. Moreover,
at the same Ay, higher-mass galaxies in SIMBA experi-
ence less dust-reddening, i.e. they have grayer attenua-
tion curves. That is, as our simulated galaxies become
more massive, the star-dust geometry becomes increas-
ingly complex, and the attenuation curves become flat-
ter (grayer) as stars and dust are spatially decoupled.
This results in less pronounced reddening for the most
massive galaxies.

As a check, we also show in the right panel of Figure 8
a scatter plot of the dust masses vs. the stellar masses
of the same sample of z = 2 SFGs.* We see that our
high-mass galaxies still retain significant dust masses.
This is consistent with recent observational constraints
by Shapley et al. (2020) and Dudzeviciaté et al. (2021),
which have found that the SIMBA dust model reasonably
reproduces the dust to gas ratio and dust mass function
at z ~ 2. Similarly, the recent review by Péroux &
Howk (2020) shows that the SIMBA model accurately re-
produces observational constraints on the evolution of
the cosmic dust density. This suggests that the absolute
dust contents in our model galaxies are reasonable, and
reaffirms that the lack of high-mass, highly reddened
galaxies must be due to the lack of obscuration and rel-
atively gray attenuation laws.

Therefore, one possibility for reducing tensions with
observations would be if our galaxies had steeper atten-
uation laws. Indeed, some observations have inferred
laws steeper than those presented in our models in Fig-
ure 8 (e.g. McLure et al. 2018). While a quantitative
comparison between the attenuation curves for star-

4 While we show these trends only for z = 2 star-forming galaxies,
we have confirmed that they hold at z = 1. We show these trends
only for star-forming galaxies, as quiescent galaxies in SIMBA al-

most universally have Ay ~ 0.

forming galaxies in our model and those observed are
outside the scope of this paper (though see Salim &
Narayanan 2020), we note that the observational deriva-
tion of dust attenuation curves from unresolved systems
at high-z comes with significant attendant uncertainties,
including assumed SED shapes (and location in IRX-
B space), as well as the shape of the intrinsic stellar
continuum (Narayanan et al. 2018; Reddy et al. 2018).
Therefore, we move on with the assumption that our
dust model reasonably reproduces the observed UVJ di-
agram, though fails to produce adequate dust reddening
in the highest-mass galaxies.

3.2.2. Star Formation Rates

We now examine trends with galaxy star formation
rates in UVJ space. In Figure 9, we show the z = 1 and
z = 2 UVJ diagrams in 4 bins of stellar mass. Points
are colored by each galaxy’s distance, in dex, from the
SFMS (ASFR). Despite the lack of a clear bimodality,
quiescent and star-forming galaxies are well separated
in UVJ space at all mass ranges, with quiescent galax-
ies occupying a narrow locus on the top left and star-
forming galaxies populating the blue cloud. In between
these two populations lie transition galaxies.

Numerous observational studies have found “stripes”
of constant sSFR running roughly parallel to the diago-
nal selection line in UVJ space, with the youngest, most
actively star-forming galaxies along the bottom right
(Williams et al. 2009, 2010; Patel et al. 2011; Whitaker
et al. 2012; Fang et al. 2018; Leja et al. 2019). This
trend has generally been interpreted as support for the
efficacy of UVJ selection of quiescent galaxies. This
sSFR trend is somewhat subtle in our simulations, and
at face value, appears at odds with observational con-
straints. We posit that tension is simply a manifestation
of the diverse nature of dust attenuation curves in high-z
galaxies. When deriving properties from SEDs at high-
redshift, many observations assume a universal Calzetti
et al. (2000) dust attenuation law; in contrast, our simu-
lations (as do many, e.g. Narayanan et al. 2018; Trayford
et al. 2020; Lagos et al. 2020) yield wildly varying at-
tenuation curves for high-z galaxies. This mismatch in
assumed versus actual attenuation curve can bias prop-
erties derived from dust-corrected SEDs.

To examine this, we calculate dust-corrected UV SFRs
following Fang et al. (2018) as

SFRyuy [Mg yr 1] = 2.59 x 10710 Laggg 109442500 (1)

where Logoo is the 2800 A luminosity from the SED
(in Lg) and Aasggp is the corresponding attenuation (in
mag). We perform these calculations in two manners:
first by using the actual Asggg values from POWDERDAY
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Figure 8. Left: Relationship between dust reddening (Av — Ay) and Ay for star-forming galaxies at z = 2. We bin the sample
into four bins of stellar mass (as in Figure 7) and plot (for each mass range) the median Ay — A in 10 bins of Ay. We see
that, at the same Ay, higher-mass galaxies experience less dust-reddening. Right: Scatter plot of dust mass vs. stellar mass
for the same sample of star-forming galaxies at z = 2, with KDE contours overlaid. We see that our high-mass galaxies still
retain high dust masses, suggesting that the lack of high-mass galaxies in the dusty star-forming region of UVJ space is driven

by grayer attenuation curves rather than a lack of dust content.

(i.e. employing the true dust attenuation curve for our
model galaxies) and second using the assumption of a
Calzetti et al. (2000) law where Asggg = 1.8Ay. Fig-
ure 10 shows how these different attenuation curve as-
sumptions produce different estimates of the sSFR. We
show star-forming galaxies at z = 2, with points colored
by sSFRyy computed assuming POWDERDAY attenua-

tion curves (left panel) and assuming a Calzetti curve
(middle panel).

Different attenuation curve assumptions—either a
universal or widely varying attenuation curve—can im-
pact trends in sSFR in UVJ space. To illustrate this,
we show in the right panel of Figure 10 the relation-
ship between galaxy positions in UVJ space and the
optical-NUV slope of the SIMBA4+POWDERDAY attenu-
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Figure 10. Star-forming galaxies on the UVJ diagram at z = 2, with points colored by dust-corrected UV-derived sSFRs. On
the left panel, dust correction is done using the true SIMBA4+POWDERDAY attenuation curve. In the middle panel, dust correction
is done assuming a universal Calzetti et al. (2000) attenuation curve as described in the text. The right panel shows the median
ratio of the NUV attenuation Aasgo to Av, in bins of U — V and V — J. The colorbar is centered on Asgoo/Av = 1.8, the value
for the Calzetti curve. Points are sized logarithmically according to the number of galaxies in that bin. Arrows show the “dust
vector,” or the effect on the UVJ colors of adding AAy = 1, for the Calzetti curve (black) as well as the median and the 25th
and 75th percentile SIMBA curves (red, gray, and blue). Due in large part to varying dust vectors, the optical-NUV slope of the
attenuation curve is correlated with the UVJ colors of star-forming galaxies. As such, the assumption of a universal attenuation
curve exaggerates the subtle trend in sSFR on the UVJ diagram.

ation curve. The colormap in this panel is centered on
Asgoo/Ay = 1.8, the value for a Calzetti law. We see
that, for star-forming galaxies, the shape of the attenua-
tion curve is correlated with the galaxy’s location on the
UVJ diagram. In particular, galaxies near the quenched
region have a steeper attenuation curve in the U — V
and therefore have a steeper “dust vector” (the arrows
shown in Figure 10). For galaxies on the bottom right,

the opposite is true. This implies that, if the true atten-
uation curves indeed vary, the assumption of a universal
Calzetti law would tend to underestimate SFRs near
the quenched region and overestimate along the bottom
right.

There is evidence in the literature that the spread of
star-forming galaxies in UVJ space is driven by struc-
tural properties and observed inclination (Patel et al.
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2012), and this has been supported by semi-analytical
models (Zuckerman et al. 2021). Such variations in
the star-dust geometry will lead to varying attenuation
curves (Narayanan et al. 2018), and assuming a universal
attenuation curve in spite of this variation will produce
a stronger observational correlation between SFR and
location in UVJ space.

In summary, while the trends we observe in sSFR on
the UVJ diagram are more subtle than observed trends,
this can be largely attributed to the fact that observa-
tions tend to assume a universal attenuation curve in
spite of underlying variation. A full analysis of the de-
pendence galaxy properties derived from SEDs on the
assumed attenuation curve is beyond the scope of this
paper (though is explored in more detail in Lower et al.
2020; Lower et al. 2022). This said, we note that a
continual trend in sSFR on the UVJ diagram has been
reproduced even with SED fitting codes that allow for a
varying attenuation curve (e.g. Leja et al. 2019).

3.2.3. Stellar Age

Finally, we examine trends in stellar age on the UVJ
diagram. Figure 11 shows quiescent galaxies on the UVJ
diagram at z = 1 and z = 2, with points colored by
the mass-weighed mean stellar age as a fraction of the
Hubble time. We compute mass-weighted mean stellar
ages by averaging the formation times of star particles,
weighted by the formation masses, computed using an
Fsps Simple Stellar Population to account for mass-loss
by evolved stars. We show only quiescent galaxies in
Figure 11 as we do not observe a trend in stellar age for
star-forming galaxies. Though this is in contrast to the
observations of Whitaker et al. (2012), it is consistent
with the subtlety of the trend we see with sSFR in UVJ
space.

A clear trend in mean stellar age has been observed in
the quiescent region of UVJ space (Whitaker et al. 2012,
2013; Belli et al. 2019). Leja et al. (2019) showed that
this trend in stellar age, along with trends in metallic-
ity, is not perfectly constrained by UVJ colors alone, and
instead is a result of more fundamental galaxy scaling
relationships. Regardless, as an oft-used observable, it is
a fruitful comparison to investigate trends with stellar
age in UVJ space. We reproduce the observed gradi-
ent in stellar age reasonably well, with the oldest galax-
ies universally occupying the top right of the quiescent
population. Furthermore, we find that the youngest
quenched galaxies typically lie in the lower left of the
quenched region, consistent with observations of post-
starburst (PSB or E4+A) galaxies (e.g. Yano et al. 2016;
Almaini et al. 2017; Suess et al. 2020). The age gradient
in the quenched region implies a fairly universal, pre-
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Figure 11. Gradient in stellar age for quiescent galaxies
on the UVJ diagram. The left (right) panel shows the UVJ
diagram at z = 1 (z = 2), and points are colored by the
mass-weighted mean stellar age.

dictable evolution of galaxies on the UVJ diagram once
they quench.

However, the inferred evolution of quiescent galaxies
in UVJ space is complicated by the nontrivial portion of
quenched galaxies that lie outside the quenched region,
particularly at z = 1. These aberrant galaxies show
slightly higher specific star-formation rates than the rest
of the quenched population, but are generally older than
we would expect based on a simple age gradient along
the diagonal in Figure 11. These galaxies have bluer
U —V colors than galaxies in the quenched region owing
to a recent frosting of star formation (e.g. Ford & Breg-
man 2013; Haines 2013; Akhshik et al. 2021). Indeed,
~ 60% of these galaxies have a ratio of their averaged
star formation rates SFR50/SFRagp > 1, compared to
< 10% for quenched galaxies in the quenched region.

4. TIME EVOLUTION IN UVJ SPACE

We have shown that the SIMBA and POWDERDAY mod-
els broadly reproduce the observed UVJ diagram, and
we have explored the factors driving inconsistencies with
observations. With some confidence that our simula-
tions reasonably reproduce observations, we now turn
our attention to understanding the physics that drives
the evolution of galaxies in UVJ space. Though much of
the analysis presented thus far has focused on the flag-
ship 100 Mpc h~! SIMBA run, we now turn our attention
to higher-resolution 25 Mpc h~! SIMBA run, which out-
puts twice as many snapshots and thus provides sub-
stantially improved time resolution. Because of the
smaller box-size—and hence, higher mass resolution—
the 25 Mpc h~! box has significantly more low-mass
galaxies identified than our fiducial 100 Mpc A~! box.
Therefore, in order to compare our results directly to
the analysis presented thus far, we select only those
galaxies with log M, /Mg > 9.5 at z = 1. We further
limit our analysis to only those massive galaxies that
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Figure 12. Evolution of UVJ colors from z ~ 2.6 — 1 for 5 galaxies in the process of quenching. In all panels, points are colored
by time since quenching. The top row shows U —V vs. V — J colors for each galaxy, and the stars indicate the galaxy locations
at z = 1. The next row shows the SEDs at every third snapshot, with the z = 1 stellar mass annotated. The third row shows
the sSFR, with solid lines indicating the sSFR thresholds for used to define quenching times and dashed lines indicating the
start and end times of quenching. We additionally categorize the galaxies as “PSB” or “non-PSB” as described in Section 4.2.
The bottom row shows the dust attenuation Ay. Open circles on the time series panels indicate where galaxies are within the

quenched region of UVJ space.

are quenched by z = 1. We trace progenitors of these
galaxies from z ~ 2.6 to z = 1 in order to study their
evolution as they quench. Of the 24 galaxies in our
sample of massive, quenched galaxies at z = 1, we find
that 4 galaxies were quenched before z ~ 2.6 and thus
do not experience a “quenching event” in the timespan
tracked. As our goal is to explore how galaxies evolve
in color-color space as they quench, we do not include
these galaxies in the subsequent analysis.

Figure 12 shows the evolution of U — V and V — J
colors, SEDs, sSFR, and Ay for five of the galaxies
tracked. In all panels, points are colored by t — ¢4, the
time since quenching. We define ¢, as the time at which

a galaxy first drops below sSFR = 0.2 t;ll, where tg is
the age of the universe at that epoch (following Pacifici
et al. 2016; Rodriguez Montero et al. 2019). The top
row shows the UVJ diagram and the second row shows
attenuated SEDs at every third snapshot. The third
row shows star formation histories, with solid lines in-
dicating the relevant sSFR thresholds and dashed lines
indicating the start and end times of quenching. The
bottom row shows Ay as a function of time. We refer
to these galaxies by their IDs, listed in the corners of
the top panel in each column in Figure 12. We show
the evolution of the UVJ colors for the remaining 16
galaxies in Figure Al.
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From Figure 12, it is evident that there are a di-
versity of quenching pathways through the UVJ dia-
gram. Some galaxies, like galaxy 2, consistently move
towards the quenched region as they evolve and enter the
quenched region along the diagonal section of the bound-
ary. Others, like galaxies 6 and 17, evolve more chaoti-
cally through the blue cloud but enter the quenched re-
gion in a similar fashion. Others still enter the quenched
region from the bottom left. Galaxy 108 moves upwards
and to the right on the UVJ diagram as it gets dustier,
and then moves to the left and enters the quenched re-
gion near the bottom left. Galaxy 36, in contrast, moves
rapidly to the left edge of the blue cloud as it forms a
burst of stars and declines in dust attenuation, entering
the quenched region from the bottom left.

The diversity of quenching pathways in UVJ space is
consistent with the diversity of SFHs we find in SIMBA
and the dependence of dust attenuation on the dust ge-
ometry of the galaxy. We now further investigate the
tracks that galaxies take in UVJ space, investigating
the dependencies on quenching timescale and SFH.

4.1. Fast vs. slow quenching

First, we explore the dependence of color-color evo-
lution on the quenching timescale. Recent observations
suggest that galaxies that quench on different timescales
may trace different paths. In particular, Belli et al.
(2019) explore toy models for the UVJ colors of fast-
quenching and slow-quenching galaxies at 1.5 < z < 2.5.
They find that a fast-quenching galaxy (a tau-model
SFH with a decay timescale 7 ~ 100 Myr) would typi-
cally enter the quenched region of UVJ space from the
bottom left, while a slow-quenching galaxy (with 7 ~ 1
Gyr) would typically enter along the diagonal line, at
redder colors. Similarly, Carnall et al. (2019) explore
the UVJ evolution of massive quiescent and green val-
ley galaxies in the VANDELS survey at 1.0 < z < 1.3.
They find a typical model track that enters the quiescent
region along the diagonal line, moves to bluer colors and
enters the PSB region from the top right, and then piv-
ots to continue moving to redder colors. They find that
the timing (Zquench ~ 2 VS. Zquench ~ 1) and the speed of
quenching both affect this model track in subtle ways.

However, these models are built on simplified assump-
tions for both the galaxy star formation history and the
dust attenuation curve. We therefore employ our cos-
mological simulations in order to assess the role that
quenching timescale may have on the UVJ color evo-
lution of redshift z = 1 — 2 galaxies. To do this, we
first compute quenching times following the definition
of Rodriguez Montero et al. (2019): we compute the
quenching timescale 74, in Gyr, as the time it takes the

galaxy to go from the “star-forming threshold” sSFR >
t;II to the “quenched threshold” sSFR < 0.2 t;{l, where
ty is the age of the universe at that epoch. We refer
to the times at which a galaxy crosses the star-forming
and quenched thresholds as tsarx and t,, respectively.
For a galaxy to be quenched, we additionally impose
the requirement that it remain below the star-forming
threshold for an additional 0.2 ¢, after quenching. By
this definition, 7, represents the time it takes a galaxy
to cross the green valley, comparable to the distinc-
tion between fast and slow provided by Carnall et al.
(2019). Rodriguez Montero et al. (2019) found that
SIMBA galaxies under this definition naturally divide into
“fast” (1, ~ 0.01¢,) and “slow” (7, ~ 0.1t,) quenching
modes.

Figure 13 shows how galaxy evolution in UVJ space
depends on 7,. We explore this question in two ways:
first, by computing the median track in UVJ space for
fast vs. slow quenching galaxies (middle panel), and sec-
ond, by computing the UVJ colors of each galaxy at the
time of quenching ¢, (right panel). The left panel of
Figure 13 shows SFHs, scaled by ¢ to fit the quenching
thresholds and with the z-axis centered on ¢,.

We compute median tracks by taking the median
U —V and V — J colors for our sample in bins of ¢ —¢,.
We split our sample into fast- and slow-quenching at
logo(7q/ta) = —1.5 or roughly 7, ~ 0.03tg. We ad-
ditionally plot kernel density estimate (KDE) contours
showing the distribution of fast- and slow-quenching
UVJ colors at all timesteps. These contours capture
the dispersion of UVJ trajectories underlying the me-
dian track and are intended to highlight the diversity.
It is clear from Figure 13 that there is not a distinct
difference between the UVJ evolution of fast vs. slow
quenching galaxies. In fact, if anything, slow-quenching
galaxies preferentially enter the quiescent region from
the bottom left, in direct conflict with what is inferred
from observations. Nevertheless, despite substantial dif-
ferences in 7,, the median tracks and the UVJ colors at
ty do not indicate a clear preference for fast- vs. slow-
quenching galaxies to enter the quenched region from
different locations.

The definition of 7, as the time it takes a galaxy to
cross the green valley is not the only way to assess fast
vs. slow quenching. In order to provide a more direct
comparison to the results of Belli et al. (2019), we also
fit a simple exponentially-declining model to the SFHs
of each simulated galaxy. We consider only a limited
portion of each SFH, starting at the time of peak SFR
prior to quenching and ending 1 Gyr after quenching.
We fit a decaying exponential model using

SFR o e (t=t0)/Texp (2)
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Figure 13. Evolutionary tracks in UVJ space as a function of the quenching timescale 74. Left: Median SFHs for fast and slow-
quenching galaxies. The sSFR is scaled by ¢tz to match the definition of quenching timescale, and the z-axis is centered on the
time of quenching t,. Middle: Median evolutionary tracks in UVJ space, in bins of ¢ — ¢4, for fast and slow-quenching galaxies.
Points indicate the median UVJ colors at t = t4. We show Kernel Density Esimate (KDE) contours of the distribution of UVJ
colors for all fast and slow-quenching galaxies at all timesteps in order to highlight the diversity underlying the median. Right:
UVJ colors at the time of quenching, colored by the quenching timescale. We see no clear evidence for different evolutionary
tracks for fast- vs. slow-quenching galaxies.
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Figure 14. Evolutionary tracks in UVJ space as a function of the SFH decay timescale Texp. We again see no clear evidence
for different evolutionary tracks for fast- vs. slow-quenching galaxies.
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Figure 15. Evolutionary tracks in UVJ space as a function of the mean sSFR over the 1 Gyr prior to the onset of quenching,
(sSFR X tm). Note that in the left panel, the z-axis is now centered on tsare, the time at which the galaxy first leaves the
star-forming threshold, and the gray shaded region indicates the 1 Gyr timespan on which we average the sSFR. We see a
distinct difference in the median UVJ evolutionary track for galaxies that quench immediately post-starburst.
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where tg is the time of peak SFR and 7eyp is the decay
time, the parameter to be fit.

Figure 14 shows how galaxy evolution in UVJ space
depends on Te.,. Here, we split the sample into fast-
and slow-quenching at 7oy, = 400 Myr in order to corre-
spond roughly to the 100 Myr and 1 Gyr model tracks
presented by Belli et al. (2019). As with 7,, we do not
see clear evidence for distinct UVJ evolutionary tracks
based on the quenching timescale: the median tracks are
nearly identical and galaxies with different 7.y, seem to
enter the quenched region from similar locations. This
is in distinct contrast to the results of Belli et al. (2019)
and Carnall et al. (2019), and implies that the primary
factors driving the evolution of UVJ colors in SIMBA are
not strongly correlated with the quenching timescale.

4.2. Post-starburst galaxies

Despite the lack of distinct evolutionary tracks for fast
vs. slow quenching, the observational evidence for the
clustering of post-starburst galaxies in the lower-left of
the quenched region in UVJ space implies that these
galaxies must follow a unique evolutionary track. We
have shown that this is indeed the region where our
youngest quenched galaxies tend to lie (see Figure 11).

While PSB galaxies are typically associated with fast
quenching timescales, this correlation may not be uni-
versal. In the dual-origin model for PSBs presented by
Wild et al. (2016), at low-redshift (z < 1), PSBs are
formed by the rapid quenching of normal star-forming
galaxies, while at high-redshift (z = 2), PSBs are formed
by a period of intense starburst and subsequent quench-
ing. That is, at 2.6 < z < 1, we may not expect PSBs to
necessarily show universally rapid quenching timescales
but rather be characterized by intense starburst prior to
quenching. Therefore, we classify galaxies by comput-
ing their mean sSFR (scaled by ¢g) in the 1 Gyr prior
to the onset of quenching. We write this quantity as
(sSFR X t i )pre—quenching Or simply (sSFR x tg). Since
the sSFR can be interpreted as the inverse of the stellar
mass doubling time, a value of (sSFR X ¢) > 5 would
indicate that the stellar mass could double in less than
one-fifth of a Hubble time, or ~ 1 Gyr at z ~ 1.

Figure 15 shows the evolution of UVJ colors as a func-
tion of (SSFR x tg). In the left panel, we again plot the
SFHs, but this time with the z-axis centered on tggart,
time at which quenching began, in order to highlight the
1 Gyr timespan prior to quenching on which we average
the sSFR. We split the sample into two groups, “PSBs”
with (sSFR x tg) > 5 and “non-PSBs” that don’t sat-
isfy this criteria. This definition yields 7 PSBs and 13
non-PSBs. The median SFHs for these two groups are
distinctly different, with the PSB group showing an ex-

40p——————T T T T T T T T T T T T T
SIMBA PSBs

33—~ SIMBA non-PSBs 1

30k Carnall et al. 2019 ,I i
Belli et al. 2019 /

log(sSFR X tp)

Figure 16. Dust attenuation Ay vs. log,,(sSFR X ¢z) for
SIMBA PSB galaxies (orange) and non-PSBs (purple). For
both populations, we show both the median Ay in bins of
log,,(sSFR x tm) as well as tracks for individual galaxies.
The solid black line shows the ansatz used by Carnall et al.
(2019) to infer model tracks on the UVJ diagram. The solid
blue line shows the ansatz used by Belli et al. (2019). Though
not perfect, our results in general more closely match the
Belli et al. ansatz. Furthermore, our PSB galaxies drop
in Ay more quickly, or at higher sSFR, than the non-PSB
population.

treme peak in the SFH prior to quenching but taking
longer to reach lower sSFRs after quenching. We also
see a distinct difference in the median UVJ diagram
tracks. PSB galaxies, which quench following a star-
burst, typically veer towards the quenched region early
and enter from the bottom left. In contrast, non-PSB
galaxies move to redder colors in the star-forming region
before entering the quenched region along the diagonal
boundary. While there is significant diversity in the UVJ
evolutionary pathways underlying the median track, the
PSB population shows a particularly high density just
outside the quenched region on the bottom left. We can
additionally see this effect on the right panel: most of
the galaxies entering the quenched region from the bot-
tom left are PSBs, while those entering from the right
are not.

We see that PSBs follow a unique evolutionary path-
way in UVJ space, but what physical mechanism causes
this divergence from the non-PSB galaxies? As it turns
out, PSBs are driven into this region by a rapid loss of
dust as they quench. In the SIMBA model, dust can be
destroyed in star-formation, primarily due to astration
in the hot environments near stars and, to a lesser de-
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gree, thermal sputtering in the ISM (Li et al. 2019)°.
PSBs in SIMBA thus lose most of their dust during star-
burst, and converge upon a dust-free model track in
UVJ space earlier than non-PSB galaxies (i.e., before
fully quenching). For example, we see in Figure 12 that
galaxy 36 experiences a rapid drop in dust attenuation
during starburst, such that it has Ay ~ 0.5 by the time
it begins quenching. By contrast, galaxy 6, which does
not experience a starburst, has Ay ~ 1 at the start of
quenching.

Accurately assessing the rate at which dust is lost dur-
ing quenching is critical in deriving UVJ evolutionary
tracks from observations. This is typically done by as-
suming a relationship between the SFR and the dust
attenuation Ay to model the change in colors with de-
creasing SFR. This is the method employed by both Belli
et al. (2019) and Carnall et al. (2019), though the model
tracks produced by the two authors differ significantly.
This is largely because Belli et al. (2019) have no data to
constrain this relationship and simply assume that Ay
falls linearly with SFR as galaxies quench. By contrast,
Carnall et al. (2019) fit a linear relationship between Ay
and log(nSFR) for a sample of green valley galaxies.

Figure 16 shows how these two models compare to
our results for the relationship between Ay and sSFR.°
We show the relationship between Ay and log(sSFR x
trr) for both our PSB galaxies (orange) and non-PSBs
(purple). First, we see that our results more closely
match the Belli et al. ansatz, where Ay drops following
the SFR. Furthermore, we note that the PSB galaxies
drop to lower Ay at the same sSFR than the non-PSB
population. This reflects the rapid destruction of dust
during starburst, and is a major reason we see PSBs
follow the UVJ pathway they do, despite not necessarily
quenching rapidly.

4.3. Time Evolution Summary

These results, in general, support the interpretations
of recent observations (e.g. Barro et al. 2014; Belli et al.
2019; Carnall et al. 2019; Suess et al. 2021) that there
are, to first order, two quenching pathways in UVJ
space: one that enters the quenched region at some

5 Note: these simulations do not include shattering as a dust de-
struction process (e.g. Li et al. 2021).

6 To plot the ansatz of Carnall et al. (2019), we convert the equa-
tion provided from log (nSFR) to log (sSFR X tzr) using a linear
fit derived from SIMBA data. To plot the ansatz of Belli et al.
(2019), we assume that galaxies start with log(sSFR x tr) = 0.5
and Ay = 2, and that Ay scales with sSFR X tg until settling
at a constant value of Ay = 0.4 at log(sSFR X tyy) = —2. While
differing definitions prohibit perfect comparison between these
assumptions and our results, they remain useful for qualitative
comparison.

point along the diagonal boundary and another that
enters from the bottom left. While we don’t observe
a difference in UVJ evolution based on the quenching
timescale, we do see that the latter pathway is primar-
ily associated with PSBs.” However, we caution that
these median tracks are indeed the median of a diverse
array of UVJ evolutionary paths. As we show in Fig-
ure 12, two galaxies that follow similar evolution in gen-
eral, or enter the quenched region in similar ways, may
trace significantly different paths as they move some-
what chaotically through the blue cloud. While this
may be due simply to the discreteness of our simulation
snapshots and the dependence of our radiative transfer
on the evolving geometry of the galaxy, we neverthe-
less caution that the evolution of galaxies in color-color
space is sensitive to more than just SFR and Ay.

The lack of a clear relationship between the quench-
ing timescale and the formation history of our model
galaxies holds implications for observations. In fact, re-
cent resolved HST observations of galaxies at z 2 1 find
that galaxies that form late experience fast quenching
in their centers whereas early formation correlates with
slow /uniform quenching (Akhshik et al. 2022). Thus,
it may be critical to explicitly consider the quenching
within the central 1 kpc when connecting quenching
timescales to the global formation histories in future the-
oretical work.

5. DISCUSSION: COMPARISON TO OTHER
MODELS

In this section, we compare the results of our simu-
lations to theoretical models in the literature that have
attempted to understand the observed UVJ diagram.

5.1. QOwverview

We compare to three different simulation campaigns
that have studied the UVJ diagram in the content of
galaxy evolution: Davé et al. (2017), Donnari et al.
(2019), and Roebuck et al. (2019). Davé et al. (2017)
and Donnari et al. (2019) employed cosmological galaxy
evolution simulations (similar to those studied here),
while Roebuck et al. (2019) focused on idealized galaxy
models. The former papers simulated synthetic colors
via LOS ray-tracing models, while Roebuck et al. (2019)
used bona fide radiative transfer calculations as in our
work. In what follows, we compare both the quench-

7 This result—that PSBs in SIMBA do not necessarily quench
rapidly, but do follow the PSB evolutionary track inferred from
observations—may explain why we observe an overdensity of
transition galaxies just outside the quenched region on the bot-
tom left: PSBs in SIMBA quench slowly relative to observations
and spend more time in this transition region.
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ing models (and impact on the separation between star-
forming and quenched galaxies) and the impact of as-
sumed/modeled dust attenuation laws in these works
on the modeled colors.

5.2. Galazy quenching models

Critical to computational studies of galaxy quenching
is the underlying physical model responsible for quench-
ing massive galaxies. In recent years, an AGN-driven
scenario for quenching in massive galaxies has gained
traction (see e.g. Dubois et al. 2013). Indeed, the inclu-
sion of AGN feedback in SIMBA is one of the major differ-
ences between it and its predecessor simulation, MUFASA
(Davé et al. 2016). While MUFASA used a phenomeno-
logical model for quenching, which prevents gas from
cooling onto galaxies in halos above a certain redshift-
evolving halo mass threshold, SIMBA allows galaxies to
quench naturally based on subgrid models for black hole
feedback. Davé et al. (2019) show that these models
for AGN feedback are primarily responsible for quench-
ing massive galaxies, with jet-mode feedback dominating
but X-ray feedback playing a subtle but important role.

The quenching model used in IllustrisTNG is broadly
similar to SIMBA in which quenching is driven primar-
ily by kinetic AGN feedback. That said, there are some
key differences in the two models. In particular, SIMBA
does not vary the direction of AGN jets as HlustrisTNG
does. Additionally, SIMBA employs bipolar kinetic AGN
feedback at all Eddington ratios, while IllustrisTNG em-
ploys spherical thermal feedback at high ratios and ki-
netic feedback at low ratios. The differences between
the siMBA an IllustrisTNG AGN feedback implementa-
tion, while subtle, have been shown to play a role in
determining the cold gas content of SFGs, particularly
at high redshift (Davé et al. 2020).

The slight overpopulation of the green valley in SIMBA
(which contributes to the lack of a clear UVJ bimodal-
ity) is dominated by galaxies with 10 < log M, /Mg <
11 (Davé et al. 2019, their Figure 6). In contrast, the
distribution of galaxy SFRs in TNG does not show over-
population of the green valley in this same mass range
(Donnari et al. 2019, their Figure 8). These differences
in the distribution of SFRs between the two simulations
are likely driven by differences in the feedback imple-
mentations: TNG feedback randomizes the jet direction
and is able to expel the ISM in the low- foqq mode, while
SIMBA assumes bipolar jets that are decoupled until be-
yond the ISM. This is likely an important reason why
MustrisTNG produces a clear color bimodality on the
UVJ diagram whereas SIMBA does not.

5.3. Dust attenuation models

The treatment of dust in the models of Davé et al.
(2017), Donnari et al. (2019), and Roebuck et al. (2019)
all differ from each other and from this work in key ways.
Davé et al. (2017) derive a dust attenuation curve for
each galaxy using the ray-tracing package LOSER®, which
acts as a computationally inexpensive alternative to dust
radiative transfer. They use a redshift-dependent dust-
to-metals ratio and a Cardelli et al. (1989) Milky Way
extinction law”. Meanwhile, the dust model used by
Donnari et al. (2019) (described in detail in Nelson et al.
2018), includes the empirical model of Charlot & Fall
(2000) and additionally models dust scattering analyt-
ically following Calzetti et al. (1994) and dust absorp-
tion following Cardelli et al. (1989) with a redshift and
metallicity-dependent dust-to-gas ratio. Finally, Roe-
buck et al. (2019) use idealized simulations and radiative
transfer to determine galaxy colors, though they assume
a constant dust-to-metals ratio of 0.4 (as opposed to our
on-the-fly model for dust evolution from Li et al. 2019).

A major difference between the models used in this
work and in those used by Davé et al. (2017) and Don-
nari et al. (2019) is the use of dust radiative transfer
vs. LOS extinction. The inclusion of full 3D dust radia-
tive transfer is important in capturing the variation of
the dust attenuation curve, and indeed, Roebuck et al.
(2019) also find significant variation in the attenuation
curve which drives galaxy locations in UV J space. This
is likely a significant reason that our models produce a
larger spread of UVJ colors for SFGs—including popu-
lating the dusty star-forming region—than those of Davé
et al. (2017) or Donnari et al. (2019), which generally
employ attenuation curves with fixed shapes.

Notably, while our model succeeds in reproducing the
observed population of highly dust-reddened galaxies,
there remain tensions with observations. In particu-
lar; as discussed in Section 3.2.1, the attenuation curve
shapes of our model galaxies differ from the typically as-
sumed Calzetti et al. (2000) curve, and this difference is
more significant at higher masses. We attribute this to
the increasingly complex star-dust geometry in higher-
mass galaxies, which may be related to the quenching
model. As dust in SIMBA is advected passively with gas
elements, the star-dust geometry would be impacted by
any process that alters the spatial distribution of the
gas. The AGN feedback model in SIMBA does just that:
Borrow et al. (2020) show that jet-mode AGN feedback
is capable of transferring galaxy baryons great distances,

8 https://pyloser.readthedocs.io/en/latest/
9 PYLOSER is now included by default in CAESAR.
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in some cases several Mpc. Therefore, while the radia-
tive transfer models employed in this work are certainly
more robust than LOS extinction models, they are de-
pendent on the somewhat unconstrained evolution of the
3D distribution of gas at the epoch of quenching. Recent
simulations such as those performed by Li et al. (2021),
which decouple gas and dust, may help to address this
issue.

6. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have studied the evolution of galax-
ies on the UVJ diagram using the SIMBA simulations
and POWDERDAY 3D dust radiative transfer. Our main
conclusions are summarized as follows:

1. The stMBA dust model in combination with POW-
DERDAY dust radiative transfer broadly repro-
duces the observed distribution of galaxies on the
UVJ diagram at z = 2 and z = 1. In particular,
we reproduce:

e the clustering of galaxies into star-forming
and quiescent regions;

e the relationship between V — J color and
Ay for SFGs, including the population of
extremely dust-reddened galaxies at the top
right of the diagram;

e the diagonal gradient in stellar age for quies-
cent galaxies.

2. However, we fail to reproduce observations in sev-
eral key ways:

e We do not reproduce a clear bimodality in
the number density of galaxies in UVJ space,
likely due to the overpopulation of the green
valley in siIMBA and the dust attenuation
curve shapes.

e We populate the dusty star-forming re-
gion primarily with low-mass (log M, /Mg <
10.5), rather than higher-mass galaxies.
These low-mass, high Ay galaxies are not
typically found in observational surveys and
may be due to issues with the SIMBA dust
evolution model.

3. We find that the assumption of a universal,
Calzetti et al. (2000) dust attenuation law can lead
to bias in the inferred SFRs in the star-forming
region of UVJ space, with SFGs near the quies-
cent region having their SFRs underestimated by
as much as 0.5 dex. We caution that trends in UVJ
space may be exaggerated by the assumption of a
universal attenuation law.

4. In contrast to what is typically inferred from ob-
servations, we find little correlation between the
quenching timescale and the pathway a galaxy
follows in UVJ space as it quenches. Instead,
we show that the evolution of galaxies in UVJ
space is driven primarily by the intensity of its
star-formation in the 1 Gyr prior to the onset of
quenching. Galaxies that experience a burst of
star-formation prior to quenching veer to the left
edge of the blue cloud and enter the quenched re-
gion from the bottom left. Galaxies that do not
experience such a burst in star-formation enter the
quenched region along the diagonal boundary.

Interpretation of our results is limited by the extent
to which we fail to reproduce observed distribution of
galaxies in UVJ space. The fact that simulations—even
those employing an explicit dust model and 3D radia-
tive transfer—still cannot perfectly reproduce observa-
tions of color-color diagrams at high redshift highlights
the need for further work modeling the relationship be-
tween dust attenuation, star-formation, and morpho-
logical transition for galaxies in the process of quench-
ing. Central to these questions is the relationship be-
tween dust geometry and the dust attenuation law (see
Narayanan et al. 2018), the evolution of galactic dust
during quenching (see Whitaker et al. 2021), and the
morphological evolution of galaxies during quenching.
Future advancements in galaxy dust modeling (e.g. Li
et al. 2021) will allow us to more rigorously explore the
evolution of dust properties, and such analysis will be
key for improving our interpretation of observable prop-
erties of high-redshift galaxies.
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APPENDIX

A. UVJ COLORS OVER TIME FOR THE FULL SAMPLE

Figure A1l shows the evolution of UV J colors from z ~ 2.6 to 1 for the remaining galaxies in our sample, not pictured
in Figure 12.

B. MOCK OBSERVATIONAL NOISE

Figure B1 shows the SIMBA4+POWDERDAY model UVJ diagram both with and without the inclusion of mock obser-
vational noise. We simulate the observational noise in the form of uncertainty in the redshift, e.g. from photometric
redshift measurements in large surveys. Specifically, we apply an uncertainty of o, /(1 + z) = 0.05 for “red” galaxies
(with U —V > 1.3) and 0,(1 + z) = 0.025 for “blue” galaxies (with U — V < 1.3). We randomly select zphot from a
normal distribution Norm(2,0,) and calculate the rest-frame magnitudes from the shifted SED, assuming zphot. We
apply an increased uncertainty for red vs. blue galaxies following Whitaker et al. (2011, Figure 21).
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Figure A1l. Evolution of UVJ colors from z ~ 2.6-1 for the rest of the galaxies in our sample, not pictured in Figure 12. Points
are colored according to the age of the universe at that redshift, from 2.4 to 6.3 Gyr. The dashed line shows the Williams et al.
(2009) UVJ selection criteria.
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Figure B1. The UVJ diagram at z = 2, both with (right) and without (left) the addition of mock observational noise. Points
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