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ABSTRACT

We present Star Formation Histories (SFHs) for a sample dfrh@ssive (stellar mass
M > 109 M) quiescent galaxies (MQGs) at= 1.0-1.5 from the analysis of spectro-
photometric data from the SHARDS and H8IFC3 G102 and G141 surveys of the GOODS-
N field, jointly with broad-band observations from ultralgb(UV) to far-infrared (Far-IR).
The sample is constructed on the basis of rest-frame UVlduceland specific star forma-
tion rates (sSSFRSFRMass). The Spectral Energy Distributions (SEDs) of eachxyehre
compared to models assuming a delayed exponentially degl®FH. A Monte Carlo al-
gorithm characterizes the degeneracies, which we are alleetk taking advantage of the
SHARDS data resolution, by measuring indices such as MgWl/4000. The population
of MQGs shows a duality in their properties. The sample isidated (85%) by galaxies with
young mass-weighted agég, < 2 Gyr, short star formation timescalés) ~ 60-200 Myr,
and masses log(M,) ~ 10.5. There is an older population (15%) with=2 — 4 Gyr, longer
star formation timescalegr) ~ 400 Myr, and larger masses, log(M,) ~ 10.7. The SFHs
of our MQGs are consistent with the slope and the locatiohefMain Sequence (MS) of
star-forming galaxies &> 1.0, when our galaxies were 0.5-1.0 Gyr old. According te¢he
SFHs, all the MQGs experienced a Luminous Infrared GalaxiR@) phase that lasts for
~ 500 Myr, and half of them an Ultra Luminous Infrared GalaxyL(RG) phase for~ 100
Myr. We find that the MQG population is almost assembled-atl, and continues evolving
passively with few additions to the population.

arXiv:1507.07938v3 [astro-ph.

Key words: galaxies: formation; galaxies: evolution; galaxies: highshift; galaxies: stellar
content

1 INTRODUCTION

In the current paradigm of cosmic evolution, galaxies grbeirt

mass by accreting gas from the cosmic web (&agconi et al.

2010 and transforming it into stars. A tight relation betweerssa
* E-mail: helenads@ucm.es and SFR exists for normal star-forming galaxies, known asMs
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(e.g.Noeske et al. 20QElbaz et al. 2007Rodighiero et al. 2010 metallicity in very low spectral resolution data (R7, typical of

Galaxies grow in mass within or above this MS until, everijiighe broad-band studies). This indeed complicates the accdeatemi-
exhaustion of gas or some feedback mechanism halt the star fo nation of highz galaxy properties based on SED-fitting; being the
mation. At this time, galaxies reach a quiescence state.nfdss stellar mass the only reliable parameter obtained in thawk &f
evolution of the quiescent population is then dominated dyy)( studies Elsner et al. 2008Santini et al. 201p

mergers of already assembled (smaller or similar in madaxigs. In order to break the typical degeneracies inherent to ardyst
Lambda Cold Dark MatterACDM) theory requires more massive  of stellar populations in distant galaxies, we need dath higher
halos to generally assemble later than less massive onesvdn spectral resolution than broad-band photometRadffici et al.
over the past few decades there have been a series of obimeavat ~ 2013. There are spectral features which help to break thesenelege
results indicating that many processes, such as star fiomatc- eracies. For example, thdgyy index probes several absorption
cur earlier in the most massive and luminous galaxies thaesm lines (e.g., Mgl12852, Mgll 112796, 2804, Felll12600, 2606)
massive galaxies, in a scenario caltkenvnsizinge.g.,Cowie et al. and has been shown to be extremely reliable to identify gadax
1996 Madau et al. 1996Cimatti et al. 2006 Bundy et al. 2007 dominated by evolved stars. Moreover, these absorpti@s lgan
Pérez-Gonzalez et al. 200&ert et al. 2010. be used to easily distinguish the SED of a MQG from the feature

Focusing on the evolution of the most massive galax- less spectrum of a dusty starburBa@ddi et al. 200h The break
ies along the lifetime of the Universe, we now know that in the stellar continuum at 4000 A, D4000, is also a good age in
many of such systems were already assembled at high redshift dicator @ruzual 1983Balogh et al. 1999Kauffmann et al. 2008
(Pérez-Gonzalez et al. 2008/archesini et al. 2009llbert et al. It arises because of the accumulation of a large number @ spe
2013 Muzzinetal. 2013 Tomczak et al. 2014 Grazian et al. tral lines in a narrow wavelength region. Given the dependef
2015. Moreover, a significant fraction of high-z massive galax- D4000 on stellar atmospheric parametésgigas et al. 1999it is
ies were not actively forming stars and were evolving pas- very prominent for galaxies older than1 Gyr. The strength of
sively (Cimatti et al. 2004Daddi et al. 2005Papovich et al. 2006 the 4000 A break for a single stellar population increaseh itg
Fontana et al. 20G%antini et al. 2009Dominguez Sanchez etal. age and depends weakly on the metallicity at low age& Gyr,
2011 llbert et al. 2013, i.e., they were MQGs. The number den- Hernan-Caballero et al. 20L.3The Mgyy and D4000 indices have
sities of MQGs at intermediate redshifts are in disagreemen been successfully used in the past to obtain redshifts ard ag

with semi-analytical models (e.gozzetti et al. 2010lIbert et al. of stellar populations in massive galaxies at higt$aracco et al.
2013 Muzzin et al. 2013 Besides, the observed MQGs at high- 2005 Kriek et al. 2011 Ferreras et al. 20)2
z are found to be much more compact than their local analogues, In this work, we take advantage of the spectro-photometric

implying a strong mass-size evolution with cosmic time (e.g resolution of the Survey for High-Absorption Red and Dead
Trujillo et al. 2006 Buitrago et al. 2008van Dokkum et al. 2008 Sources survey (SHARD®érez-Gonzalez et al. 2018 obtain
Barro et al. 2014 robust estimations of the SFH of MQGs at highSHARDS is
Understanding the formation mechanisms of this population an ultra-deep optical survey of the GOODS-N field covering th
of MQGs is fundamental to improve our picture of galaxy evo- wavelength range between 500 and 950 nm with 25 contiguous
lution. In particular, having an accurate description &f ®8FHs medium-band filters, providing a spectral resolution-F50. We
of these galaxies is crucial to have a good estimation ofithe t combine the SHARDS observations with spectroscopic data fr
needed by physical processes to ignite the star formatidritem the HST WFC3 G102 and G141 grisms covering 900-1600 nm, as
guench it in massive galaxies. However, up to date, therdéeare well as with multi-wavelength ancillary data from UV to Hé&-
results on the individual properties and SFHs of MQGs atdzigh  extracted from the Rainbow databa&&(ez-Gonzalez et al. 2008
mostly because estimating SFHs is very hard with the datypre t  Barro et al. 201L We, therefore, use data with a spectral resolu-
ically have at hand. tion R ~ 50 or better from 500 nm to 1600 nm (jointly with broad-
Quiescent galaxies at highare dificult to observe in the op- band photometry), a significant improvement from previoasks
tical bands as their emission in the rest-frame UV is weale (du on the subject. We perform a SED-fitting to the whole wavetleng
to the absence of star formation processes), and dominated b range (up to the IRAC bands) using delayed exponentialljirdec

absorption features (e.gDaddi et al. 2005 Cimatti et al. 2008 ing stellar population models. Thanks to the unique photdme
van Dokkum et al. 201)1 Indeed, these galaxies show very weak dataset and spectral coverage of this work, we are able tmatc
or no emission linesKriek et al. 2009 Belli et al. 2014 and ab- for the degeneracies and study in detail and individuaky$fFHs

sorption features related to an old and passively evolveliast (masses, SFRs, ages, star formation timescales, dustiatitars
population. Spectroscopic observations are time consyard are and metallicities) of a sample of MQGsa£1.0 — 1.5, discussing

therefore limited to a small number of galaxies or to the ysialof the implications for the early mass assembly of galaxies.
stacked spectraKtiek et al. 2009 Onodera et al. 201 2Toft et al. The structure of this paper is as follows: in Sect. 2, we prese
2012 Bedregal et al. 2033Whitaker et al. 2013 Onodera et al. the data and the sample selection. In Sect. 3, we explainERe S
2015 Belli et al. 2015. fitting method and the procedure to characterize the degeiesr
Thanks to the arrival of deep and wide multi-wavelength pho- inherent to the stellar population analysis. In Sect. 4, madyse the
tometric surveys such as COSMCO&:pville et al. 200y, ULTRA- derived properties and the time-evolution of our sample G4

VISTA (McCracken et al. 20)2r CANDELS Grogin et al. 2011 on the basis of their SFHs. Finally, in Sect. 5, we summarize o
Koekemoer et al. 20)1the mass functions and number densities conclusions.

of quiescent galaxies have been studied upt@3-4. But the spec- Throughout this work, we standardize toha Qu, Q4)=(0.7,
tral resolution of photometric data is not enough to studgietail 0.3, 0.7) Wilkinson Microwave Anisotropy Probe (WMAP)
the stellar population properties. The main reason is teeguce of concordance cosmologySpergel et al. 2003 AB magnitudes,
strong degeneracies in the analysis of their SEDs usiniguspap- (Oke & Gunn 1983 a Kroupa 2001IMF (integrated from 0.1 —

ulation synthesis models. These degeneracies are malatgaddo 100 M,) and Bruzual & Charlot(2003 (BCO03, hereafter) stellar
the similar dfect of diferent levels of dust attenuation, age, and population synthesis models.
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2 DATA AND SAMPLE SELECTION As described irPérez-Gonzalez et g2008), the parent sam-
ple used in this paper, selected with ultra-deep IRAC ima@gis1 a
proxy for stellar mass, is complete for galaxies witieM.0*® M,

up toz = 1.5 and a maximally old stellar population. The IRAC
selection is biased against younger galaxies with largma#tions
and masses M 10'° M, so we impose this mass limit in the defi-
nition of our final sample of MQGs.

Synthetic rest-frame colours were estimated for all galsxi
in the parent sample by convolving the best-fitting stellapwa-
2.1 Data tion models with transmission curves for standard filtensthiis
paper, we will use the Johnsdd andV filters, as well as the
2MASS J-band filter to construct &V J diagram and select quies-
cent galaxies. We note that the actual transmission cuovestfich
we estimated) V Jrest-frame absolute magnitudes were taken from
EAZY (Brammer et al. 2008and FAST Kriek et al. 2009 2, in
order to match the colour distribution in théV J diagrams used
in Whitaker et al(2011), from which we extracted the quiescence
definition.

Finally, in order to select quiescent galaxies for this pape
SFRs were estimated for all galaxies in the parent sampledbas
on either mid- and far-IR data froi@pitzerandHersche| or from
UV luminosities. In the case of IR emitters, GOODS-N has been
observed with the deepest MIPS data in the sky, with-difit of
30uJy (Pérez-Gonzalez et al. 200%nd also very deep PACS and
SPIRE imagesKlbaz et al. 201}, with the following 5 limits:

1.7 and 3.6 mJy for PACS 100 and 166, and 9, 12, and 11 mJy
for SPIRE 250, 350, and 5Qdm (these limits include thefkect of
confusion in the SPIRE bands).

We looked for counterparts for the galaxies in our mass se-
lected sample in th&pitzerMIPS bands using a search radius of
2" for 24 um, as described iRérez-Gonzalez et 005 2009.
ForHerschelPACS and SPIRE bands, we built merged photometric
catalogues using position priors from the MIPS data, asrifest
in Pérez-Gonzalez et d2010 andRawle et al.(2015. The Her-
schelcatalogues are then linked to the MIPS catalog, so we used
the same search radius. We only considered detections &heve
50 flux limit for each band.

Infrared Luminosities, |r, were estimated from th&pitzer
and Herschel data by fitting dust emission models from
Chary & Elbaz (200]) to all available photometric data points
with rest-frame wavelength longer thanu®n. We also checked
that similar results (with typical dierences smaller than 0.2 dex)
were obtained using the templates frdRieke et al.(2009 and
Dale & Helou (2002. When we only had a single photometric
data point (in almost all cases, g4n) we scaled the models from
Chary & Elbaz(2007) to the monochromatic luminosity probed by
that observation. We compared our IR-based SFRs with thiose o
tained by applying the method describedWuyts et al.(2011);
Rujopakarn et al(2012 andElbaz et al.(2011), obtaining a good
(< 0.2 dex) agreement.

The SFR for IR detected galaxies was derived following
Kennicutt(1998 see alsdell et al. 2003 normalized to &roupa
(2009 IMF:

In this work, we analyse a sample of MQGs (ML.O'® M) at 1.0 <
z < 1.5 selected with two dierent criteria: their rest-frameVJ
colours and their sSFR. In the following subsections, weides
the datasets gathered for this work, as well as the detailstahe
selection criteria.

Our sample was selected in the 130 archaovered by SHARDS
(Pérez-Gonzalez et al. 20/1id the GOODS-N region. SHARDS is
an ESQGTC Large Program carried out with the OSIRIS instru-
ment on the 10.4 m Gran Telescopio Canarias (GTC). It canafst
an ultra-deep optical spectro-photometric survey of thedBS-N
field at wavelengths between 500 and 950 nm using 25 contiguou
medium-band filters which provide a spectral resolutior BO.
The data reach an AB magnitude of 26.5 (at least at-de¥el)
with sub-arcsec seeing in each one of the 25 bands. Morddetai
about the reduction and calibration of the SHARDS data can be
found inPérez-Gonzalez et §2013).

For this paper, we complement the SHARDS data with the
G102 and G141 grism observations of the GOODS-N field car-
ried out with the HSTWFC3 instrument. The G102 spectroscopic
program (PI: Barro) covers the spectral region between 8@D a
1150 nm with R~ 210 and a & magnitude limit of 21.5 mag in
the F140W band. The G141 data (PI: Weiner) covers from 1100 to
1700 nm with R~ 130 and a & limit of 21.5 mag in the F160W
band. The WFC3 grism spectroscopic data were reduced usng t
aXe software version 2.3. Based on the 2D spectra provided by
aXe, we extracted 1D spectra for each galaxy in our sampiegusi
the efective radius as the extraction width. We visually inspécte
each spectrum, adjusting the extraction parameters (apevidth
and spectral range), to avoid contamination from nearbycsesu
We refer the reader to Esquej et al. (in preparation) for ailet
description of the reduction and extraction of WFC3 grisrtada

Jointly with the SHARDS and WFC3 grism data, we also
use in our analysis the ancillary multi-wavelength catatg
and advanced products in the GOODS-N field presented in
Pérez-Gonzalez et a{2008 and compiled in the Rainbow Cos-
mological Surveys Databasgsee alsdérez-Gonzalez et al. 2008
Barro et al. 201} This dataset includes observations from X-rays
to the Far-IR and radio bands, as well as spectroscopic data i
the GOODS-N field from the literature. IRérez-Gonzalez et al.
(2008, merged photometric catalogues were presented, ingudin
broad-band data for a stellar mass selected sample basdttaan u
deep IRAC observations. For this work, we have merged this ca
logue with the SHARDS and WFC3 grism datasets. Using the full
SED, we carried out a stellar population modeling which fieg
accurate photometric redshifts, stellar masses, SFRs,reste
frame synthetic colours for 26,000 stellar mass selected galaxies
in the region of the GOODS-North field covered by SHARDS.

Concerning photometric redshifts, the ultra-deep medium
band SHARDS data allowed us to obtain high quality photoimetr
redshifts for all sources, which will be presented in Bartrale(in SFRyv+ir = 115x 10°0(Lig + 3.3 x Lyy) [Mo yr™Y] (1)
preparation). The medignz/(1+z) is 0.0067 for the 2650 sources

with | < 25 and spectroscopic redshifts (see dfsmrerasetal.  WhereLuy is the luminosity at 280 nm rest-frame in erg.s _
2014). In order to estimate SFRs for galaxies not detected in the

2 The central wavelengths (widths) in nm of these filters age®%5(58.36),
1 httpyrainbowx.fis.ucm.es 549.02 (85.79), 1237.59 (169.48) for tbeV, J bands, respectively.
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Figure 1. SFRR versus redshiftléft pane) and IRX; relation fight pane) for the sample of massive (M 10'° M) galaxies at D < z < 1.5 detected by
MIPS at 24um. The blue line is the corresponding SkRor the 24um MIPS detection limit (3QJy at %r). The red points (23 galaxies) are IR-faint emitters,
i.e., galaxies with an IR emission lower than thelBnit, selected to derive the IR}%-relation. To avoid biasing the fits in the IRXplot, we randomly chose
a subsample of faint IR emitters homogeneously coveringvtingle range of UV slopeg. We fit the IRX# (log linear) relation for the faint IR emitters (red
line) to obtain g3-based dust attenuation for the population of galaxies lsithlevels of star formation. The green line is the IBXit from Meurer et al.
(1999, based on the analysis of regular star-forming galaxiglsstarbursts. Note that the dust attenuation correctiorgatfvalues is much smaller for the
IR-faint sample compared to IR-bright galaxies. Typicatemainties are shown as error bars in the right corner df panel.

mid- or far-IR, we used UV luminosities at 280 nm rest-frame light the galaxies which are faint-IR emitters, for which derive
alone. These luminosities were converted into SFRs by apply  the following IRX relation:
Kennicutt(1998 equation normalized tokiroupa(2001) IMF:
SFRr
SFRyv

SFRy = 0.98x 1028 x Ly [Mo yr Y] @) We apply thel\/leure'r et al(1999 IRX-B relatipn forg values
lower than the cross-poing£-0.97) and Eq3 for higherg values.

IRX =

=8.09+3.02x ®3)

The UV-based SFRs were corrected for dust attenuation fol-
lowing a recipe based on the relation between the UV s|épend
the UVJIR ratio, IRX, know as the IRXB relation. The UV slope To construct a complete and uncontaminated sample of MQGs at

2.2 Selection of quiescent galaxies

for each galaxy is calculated using a linear interpolatietwieen z=1.0 — 1.5 we used two complementary methodd\al diagram
150 and 280 nm in the templates fitting the SED of each galaxy and sSFRs. We only consider galaxies with-M0™ M, for which
(from which a photometric redshift and stellar mass estmatre our survey is complete within the considered redshift range

obtained). The typical uncertainty in tjgevalues is~ 20%. In or-

der to convert these slopes to a dust attenuation, we usexbihe

parison between the observed UV and IR-based SFRs for galaxi 2-2-1 Quiescence criterion based on the UV J colour-colour
detected by MIPS (Figurg). Typical attenuation recipes based on diagram

the _UV slope are derived for gala>_<ies with high I_evels of sﬁ@r There are 410 galaxies with M 10° M, at z=1.0 — 1.5 in the
mation Meurer et al. 1999Takeych| et ?"- 201)2wh|ch are dustier Rainbow catalogue of the GOODS-N field. The median stellasma
thgn relatively qqlescent galaxies. Qwescem gqlaxms bgstem- and sSFR of this sample are M101°* M, and sSFR- 0.6 Gyr .
atically lower ratio of total far-IR to UV luminosity thanatburst In Figure 2, we plot aUV J diagram including all these galaxies.

galaxies Kong et al. 2004 Given that in this paper we are inter-  \yhitaker et al.(2011) defines the following as the region in the
ested in galaxies with very low levels of star formation, andrder UV J diagram where quiescent galaxies are located:

to avoid an over-correction for dust attenuation, we deraeéRX-

B relation for faint-IR emitters, i.e., those galaxies forigrhtheir

IR detection is below thed IR detection limit at that redshift. In U-v)>13

comparison with bright-IR galaxies or the local starburitis sub- (V-J)<16

sample should present dust attenuation properties whechlaser _ _

to the MQGs that we want to study. The procedure is outlined in (U=V)>0875x(V -J)+06 @)
Figurel, where we show SRR versus redshift, and the IRK+e- We find 87 galaxies with M> 10'° M,, in the quiescent re-
lation for the galaxies at.Q < z < 1.5 detected by MIPS. We high-  gion of theUV Jdiagram. Out of these, 25% are detected by MIPS,

MNRAS 000, 1-26 (2015)



2.2 e
F eUVJ & no IR %0
| @sSFR [Gyr™'] < 0.2 ®

00,
T @R detected MQGs PG

sSFR [Gyr™"]

1'0- L L | L P 1 P PR 1 L PR P |

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
vV —J

SFH of massive quiescent galaxiesb

T T T T
1.0<z< 15 T
1.00F 3
R ]
. -
o 09°®oo 0%, .. .o
° e (]
0.10F FYy 0‘.. Pwo@® o o E
S :
@ B° @° ]
..00 ® ,o (-] 1
° i i
° e oo -
® ° ®
oo °® oo ) + 1
0.01F. .. | e @ ® e
10'° 10" 10"
M [Mo]

Figure 2. Plots showing the criteria to select the MQG sambédt panel: UV Jdiagram for galaxies atZL.0 — 1.5 (grey dots). The final sample of MQGs (104
objects) are marked with black empty circles. The contisume delimits the region where quiescent galaxies shoeldtated, according té/hitaker et al.
(2011). The dashed line splits the previous region in two, withtygtarburst galaxies located on the left. TH¥ J-selected galaxies are coloured in green,
and the sSFR-selected in red. The large blue circles marletected galaxies (only for galaxies with sSER).2 Gyr1). Right panel:sSFR versus stellar
mass, colour coded as in the left panel. The dashed linesemour limit to consider a galaxy as quiescent (SSFER2 Gyr1). Uncertainties in thé&JVJ
colours calculated by propagating the redshift unceiitsrdare negligible, given the superb quality of our SHARRSdu photometric redshifts. Therefore,
we assumed for our rest-frand/ J absolute magnitudes the average uncertainty of the twanadabélters which lie closer to the central wavelength pabbe
by theUV Jrest-frame filters (shown as error bars in the right cornéhefeft panel).

implying either some level of (obscured) star formation oclear
activity. We eliminate them from thigV J-selected sample of qui-
escent galaxies. The sample of MQGs selected withutld dia-
gram and no IR detection is composed of 65 galaxies. The media
and quartile stellar mass for this sample is log{M) = 10.7353,
they lie atz = 1.17}2%, and have sSFR0.07333 Gyr*. We will re-

fer to the galaxies selected in this way as “UVJ-selectedébdas

and we will discuss their properties in Se¢2

2.2.2 Quiescence criterion based on sSFR values

We complement the selection based onhéJ diagram with a cut
in sSSFR. We arbitrarily choose sSRR0.2 Gyr! as our limit for
quiescence, given that by imposing this value we are abl@tio-v
ally recover all the sources identified as dead bylhe] criterion
(see right panel of Figurg).

We find 102 galaxies with M 10'° M, and sSSFR< 0.2 Gyr*.
All galaxies identified as quiescent in théVJ diagram have
sSFR< 0.2 Gyr?!, except 2. These 2 galaxies have relatively
young stellar populations & 0.8 Gyr) and short star formation
timescales { < 60 Myr), as we discuss in SecB. Note that

plementary sample to théV J-selected, i.e., they are galaxies with
sSFR< 0.2 Gyr! but excluding the 65 previously selected with the
UV Jcolour criteria, which results in 39 additional galaxies.

Combining theUV J and sSFR criteria, we arrive to a final
sample of MQGs with M> 10'° M, composed of 104 sources. In
Figure3 we show the postage stamps made with HST ARZSC3
for this final sample of MQGs.

2.2.3 Statistical properties of the sample

The combinedJV J- and sSFR-selected sample of MQGs was re-
fined by carrying out a detailed stellar population synthasialysis

of each galaxy. We constructed the most detailed SED pesfibl
each galaxy combining the ultra-deep SHARDS data with the2G1
and G141 spectro-photometric observations. To incre@s§gthof

the grism spectra, we binned them in order to have 10 nm pet. pix
This corresponds to one and two resolution element for GhO2 a
G141, respectively. This provides SEDs with up to 150 phetom

ric points at a photo-spectral resolution from 500 nm to 1@60
Galaxies without G141 or G102 spectra have at least 30 photo-

among the sSFR-based sample we have 22 IR emitters (21% of themetric data points. This unique photometric dataset enessgs,

sSFR-selected sample). These galaxies must have sonuéisi
star formation or nuclear activity, but their mass is largewgh

within the whole observed redshift range, significant spédea-
tures related to the age of the galaxies, such as D4000goy¥, .

(log(M/M;) > 10.4) to present sSFRs values comparable to dead Our final sample of MQGs a = 1.0 — 1.5 consists of 104 galax-

galaxies undetected in the IR. The median and quartileéostel-
lar mass distribution of this sample is log(M.) = 10.8]32 Mo,
they lie atz = 115723, and have sSFR0.0751¢ Gyr*. With the
SSFR criterion, we recover 8 galaxies located inhéJ quiescent
region which were discarded in the colour-colour seledbecause
of their IR detection. However, they have low enough sSFRe&l
(< 0.18 Gyr?) to be selected in our MQG sample. We will refer to
galaxies selected in this way as “sSFR-selected” galaaies we
will discuss their properties in Secti@n2. Note that this is a com-

MNRAS 000, 1-26 (2015)

ies, 65UV J-selected plus 39 sSFR-selected. There are 54 (52%)
galaxies for which spectroscopic redshifts are availabiel the
photometric redshift quality for them is characterized byedian
Az/(1+2) =0.0047. They are detected at B at least 13 SHARDS
bands. Concerning the availability of grism data, 60% arfb 00

the final sample have usable G102 and G141 spectra with at leas
S/N ~ 3 and median 8! ~ 10 per pixel (i.e., 10 nm). The rest have
either severe contamination problems or are too faint fergtiism
observations. MQGs represen25% of the population of massive
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Figure 3. 5”x5"postage stamps made with HST A®B-C3 for the 104 MQGs selected in this work (there are 2 sS#leeted galaxies missing because
they are outside the WFC3 region). Galaxies in the upperlpaa® V J-selected, while galaxies in the lower panel are sSFR-gletn each panel, they are

ranked (from left to right, top to bottom) by increasing massighted agéy (see Sect4). Postage stamps for the 3 sub-samples of galaxies defirtbd in

text based oy are framed in blue (mature galaxies), green (intermediate) red (senior galaxies).

galaxies within the same redshift interval. They have medéues sis of their NUV, t and J colours found bibert et al.(2013. The
log(M/Ms)= 10.7153 Mo, z= 1.17123, and sSFR 0.1¢f22 Gyr ™. fraction of very massive (log(K1,) > 10.85 M,) quiescent galax-

The fraction of quiescent galaxies in a mass-selected sampl ies (selected on the basis of IR colours and s§ER 0.01 Gyr?)
according to our analysis is in good agreement with the 28% re derived inFontana et al(2009 atz ~ 1.2 is ~ 40%, larger than
ported byMuzzin et al.(2013 for a purelyUV J selected sample  the~ 25% that we obtain with the same mass cut. We will further
of quiescent galaxies with log(Ml,) > 9.5 atz= 1.0 - 1.5. The discuss our results about the properties of our sample of Mg@
fraction of MQGs that we find is larger than the 13% of quiescen compare them with the literature in Se4t3

galaxies with log(MM.) > 9.6 atz= 1.1 — 1.5 selected on the ba-

MNRAS 000, 1-26 (2015)
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Figure 4. Example of SED-fitting for one of our MQGs, SHARDSJ12372%22034.7, a galaxy a=1.148. In the left panel we show the SED-fitting to the
whole dataset gathered for our work (194 data points). Tthéne is the best-fitting model. The white circles represkatSHARDS spectro-photometric data
and the diamonds are broad-band data. The G102 and G14taspecplotted as black and dark grey lines and zoomed in titeat@nd bottom right panels.
We depict 3 errors in all plots (and the averagé\Sn the grism spectrum plots). The vertical dotted linessstige location of typical emission lines ¢HHB
and [Ol1]A3727). We also show &’%5” postage stamp made with HST AGB-C3 data. In the upper right panel, we show a zoom in the SHARigion.
The coloured areas represent the bands used to determiMgtheand D4000 indices, whose values are given in the legendhiBogélaxy, only one stellar
population model was compatible with the data after applyire method described in Se8t2 The best-fitting parameters are shown in the legend, imaud
metallicity, star formation timescale, age, mass-weidlatge, dust attenuation, stellar mass, predictedni24lux (see Sect3.3) and statistical significance of

the solution.

3 METHODOLOGY TO DETERMINE THE STAR

FORMATION HISTORIES OF MASSIVE QUIESCENT

GALAXIES
3.1 SED-fitting

Our main goal in this paper is to study in detail the SFHs of MQG
at 10 < z < 1.5. For this purpose, we fit the observed photome-
try to stellar population synthesis models using skiethesizefit-

ting code described iRérez-Gonzalez et 42003 2008. We use

models with one burst of star formation characterized bylayael

exponentially declining SFH:

SFR(t)ec t/7? x €7

®)

The most common SFH parameterization used in the litera-

ture is an exponentially declining function. However, wgdaho-
sen a more realistic parameterization with an initial iasein the

star formation activity followed by an exponential decaypid-

MNRAS 000, 1-26 (2015)

ing the nonphysical infinite derivative at time equals zevtamed
in the pure exponential. Our parameterization is also close
the SFHSs predicted by galaxy evolution models (€acifici et al.
2013 Barro et al. 2011

We compare our SEDs with the BCO3 stellar population li-
brary, assuming Kroupa(2001) IMF and theCalzetti et al(2000
attenuation law. We allow 3 fferent metallicity values, /Zo =
0.4, 1.0 and 2.5, which correspond to values of sub-soldar so
and super-solar metallicity. Although it is commonly assahin
the literature that galaxies have solar metallicity, it isliknown
that galaxies may haveftierent metal contents. For example, the
mass-metallicity relationTremonti et al. 200¢points out that, at
low redshift, more massive galaxies are more metal-rich thas
massive ones. The metallicity alsfexts the shape of the SED,
making galaxies look redder as we move to higher meta#igiti
Although the metallicities may take on more values thanagsl)
using only the 3 discrete values around solar metallicitegiby
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Parameter rangealues  units step
age (o) 0.04-6.3 Gyr 0.1 dex
timescale £) 3-10000  Myr 0.1 dex
dust attenuation (¢ 0-15 mag 0.1mag
metallicity (2) 0.4,10,25 Zo discrete

Table 1. Free parameters (age, star formation timescale, dustuatien
and metallicity) and their allowed ranges used in the SEijtprocedure.

the BC0O3 models is a flicient approximation to see théect of
this parameter in our results.

Our stellar population synthesis codgnthesizerperforms a
x? minimization and returns the model which best fits the dalte. T
age (time since the formation of the stellar population thani-
nates the SED of the galaxy) tstar formation timescaler), dust
attenuation (4) and metallicity (Z) are set as free parameters. The
parameter space allowed in the fitting procedure is giverabi€ll.
The stellar mass (M) of each galaxy is derived as the noratadiz
of the best-fitting template to the median observed flux.

In the following sections, apart from the stellar populatio
parameters mentioned above, we will also discuss masditeeig
ages{v). Thetiy is defined as:

LPSFROx tdt  [°SFR(t)x ta
SFR(t)d M

Iy
0

wheret, is the best-fitting age, and M is the best-fitting mass. While
to corresponds to the beginning of the star-formation periad t
dominates the SFH of the galaxy; is a better approximation to
the average age of the stellar population and is a more upaful
rameter to understand the evolution of galaxies takingaetmunt
the duration of the star formation processes.

An example of the SED-fitting is presented in Figdrevhere
we show the fit to the whole wavelength interval, as well agr®o
in the spectral regions covered by SHARDS, and the G102 and
G141 grisms. Our fitting code also includes an algorithm to es
timate uncertainties in the derived parameters and to stadgt
break when possible) the degeneracies typically preseSEiD-
fitting studies. This algorithm involves a Monte Carlo teicjue,
and the usage of direct measurements of spectral indigesdiefly
D4000 andMgyy) with the SHARDS and WFQ8rism spectro-
photometric data, as well as the analysis of the mid- andRar-
fluxes and upper limits. We describe this algorithm in ddétathe
following subsection.

tw = (6)

3.2 Estimating uncertainties and analysing degeneracies
with a Monte Carlo algorithm

We used a Monte Carlo approach to estimate uncertaintigsein t
stellar population properties and to take into account thssip
ble degeneracies of the SED-fitting technique. For eachxgala
we constructed 1000 modified SEDs by allowing the photomet-
ric data points to randomly vary following a Gaussian disttion,
with a width given by the photometric errors. We performed th
SED-fitting to the modified photometric data and obtained0100
different solutions with their corresponding set of parametars
every galaxy in our sample. In the SED-fitting procedure stied-
lar population modeling code looks for best-fitting agengscales,
metallicities, and dust attenuations in a grid of discretei®s.

Once we have 1000 SED-fitting solutions for a given galaxy,

we look for clusters of solutions in thet, parameter space. In
order to account for the discrete distribution of the fittpayame-
ters probed by the minimization algorithm, we introduce &#an
noise to the output parameters of each galaxy using a widtaleq
to the step used for each fitted property (see Tapl&Ve identify
clusters in ther-ty plane with a k-means method and a minimal
separation of 0.2 dex betweenffdrent solutions (i.e., the fiér-
ence between the median cluster properties must be at l@aiX)

in age andr). Solutions which provide similar results are grouped
as a single solution identified by a median value and a sdattee
multi-dimensional §-7-A,-Z space. Using the full set of solutions
for a given cluster, we calculate the values enclosing 68%hef
data around the median. These are assumed to be the unestain
of our estimations for each cluster of solutions. The tyjpieta-
tive uncertainties of the parameters in our analysis/ige12%,
A1=16%, AA,=0.06 mag and\M=0.05 dex. The metallicity un-
certainties cannot be determined because the allowed 2vale
discrete.

Each cluster is assigned a statistical significance givetinéy
fraction of solutions belonging to that cluster. The clustepre-
sent thesignificantsolutions of a galaxy taking into account the
degeneracies in the determination of the stellar progefiteem the
SED-fitting. Although we use the-tr plane to look for diferent
solutions, we tested whether looking for clusters in the lehg
7-A,-Z multi-dimensional space changed the results. Givenahat
the parameters are highly correlated, we found rftedénce be-
tween both approaches, i.e., a cluster analysis in one plas@ble
to robustly recover clusters in the 4-dimensional space.

In Figure 5, we show the SED-fitting result for a galaxy for
which we find three clusters of solutions. The most signifi¢a#%
of solutions belong to this cluster) is a relatively youngjlsir pop-
ulation v ~ 1.4 Gyr) with star formation timescate~ 160 Myr,
moderate dust attenuatioA(= 0.3 mag), and super-solar metal-
licity. Another solution consistent with the data is an olgep-
ulation fy ~ 2.6 Gyr) with a longer star formation timescale
(r ~ 310 Myr), higher dust attenuatio®\({ = 0.6 mag), and sub-
solar metallicity. And finally, another possible solutiandharac-
terized by an intermediate age populatigy ¢ 1.9 Gyr) with very
short star formation timescale & 24 Myr), higher dust attenua-
tion (A, = 0.7 mag), and also sub-solar metallicity. We remark that
all 3 solutions fit the data equally well, although we mustmidue
reader that most of the spectro-photometric data pointslaer
than 1um rest-frame, so the fits are biased towards the bluer part
of the SED. In Figures, we show the procedure used to identify
the three clusters of solutions. We plot in thertspace the solu-
tions obtained for the 1000 Monte Carlo simulations. Theu3telrs
mentioned above can be identified by colours, and we als@depi
the median values of each solution.

We investigate how our results arffexted by the degenera-
cies by analysing the clusters of solutions. We obtain 17@mint
solutions for the 104 galaxies in our sample. This meansethett
galaxy has, on average, 1.7 solutions. There are 48 galgxés%
of the sample) for which we find only one cluster of solutiares,
only one set of properties fits the data, after taking intooant
observational uncertainties and the degeneracies linketiem.
There are 41 galaxies (39%) with 2 clusters of solutions asd |
than 15% of the sample has 3 or more clusters (with the maximum
number of clusters being 4, which happens only for two gakxi
The fact that almost half of the sample presents no degensoat
lutions reveals the power of combining SHARDS and WFC3 data
to constrain the properties of MQGs at high-z. When usinguttro
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Figure 5. Example of our SED-fitting method, including the analysisiefeneracies, for SHARDSJ1236206200844.3, a galaxy @, = 1.016. Colours
and symbols as in Figue For this galaxy, three clusters of solutions were obtagtfést applying the method described in S&2 The main parameters of

each solution are shown in the legend.

band data alone, the number of galaxies with degeneratéastu
increases up to 76%.

We derived the maximal ffierence of the galaxy parameters
obtained from the dierent clusters of solutions for each galaxy.
The mean relative flierences aréty ~ 40%,6ty ~ 30%,57 ~ 80%,
6A,=0.1 mag,6sM ~ 0.1 dex. The dferences between solutions
for the stellar masses and the dust attenuations are of tlee of
the typical uncertainties of each cluster of solutions, megthat
these parameters are not strongffeeted by the degeneracies. In
fact, only two galaxies with degenerate solutions pregégtval-
ues larger than 0.5 mag. The degeneracies aré smaller than
50% in relative values (and even smaller (30%) for thg The
largest diferences are found for the star formation timescale,
Again, the metallicity uncertainties cannot be determibhedause
the allowed Z values are discrete. The metallicity valuesuaique
(i.e.,6Z =0) for 55% of the galaxies with more than one cluster of
solutions.

3.3 Using spectral indices and IR detections to break
degeneracies

The SED-fitting technique described in the previous sedtioes

work. Including all photometric data points from the UV tceth
mid-IR gives us the global shape of the stellar emission.tBist
global shape may easily wash out the higher spectral informa
tion given by the spectro-photometric data from SHARDS dad t
grism observations. Thus, the stellar population proesrtian be
even better constrained when taking advantage of the détep-
spectro-photometric SHARDS and grism data. The high réisolu
(R ~ 50) photometry from SHARDS and the grisms allows us to
measure spectral indices suchMgyy and D4000, which are well
correlated to stellar population propertiéga(ffmann et al. 2003
Daddi et al. 200h

We measure th&lgyy index presented iDaddi et al.(2005
as a strong age-dependent feature in the UV, detectablkativety
low resolution spectra in the region 260-290 nm. This featsian
absorption band formed by a combination of several strongMy
Fe lines. TheMgyy index is defined as:

2725
2625

f/l da +

2%

2625
2525

f,da
2825
2725

Mguv = (7)

fda

where the integration ranges are defined in nm. Note that & me
sure theMgyy index we need 10 nm windows at rest-frame, which

not make use of the full power of the dataset gathered for this at redshiftz > 1 translates to 20 nm or more (observed-frame).
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Figure 6. Example of the procedure used to break degeneracies amostefittheg solutions using measurements of absorption cemli for
SHARDSJ123620:86200844.3.Upper panel we show a zoom of the SED, centered in the SHARDS region,ifersame galaxy depicted in Figuse
The shaded bands mark the regions used to measuldghe and D4000 indices. The coloured circles represent the aataspused to measure the indices
from the SHARDS photometry.ower left panel Distribution of the 1000 best-fitting solutions in the #geescale plane. Note that this is the direct age from
the SED-fitting (§) and notty. The coloured dots correspond to each one of the identifigstents, with the same colour as in the SED plot. For each one
of the three clusters, the median values are representeardpy green circles and the black contours enclose 68% oflbgans. Lower right panel we
show the evolutionary tracks in thégyy-D4000 plane for the three best-fitting models found for SHYSR123620.86200844.3. The empty circles show
the expected values of the indices dtelient agesot(from smaller to larger symbols: 0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0 and 5.0) Ghhe large coloured diamonds show the
location of the indices at the age of the best-fitting sofutibhe black circle represents the indices measured fronsH®RDS photometry. In this case,
unlike in the following plots where we will usky, to is the appropriate parameter to separate clusters of satutind to identify the evolutionary tracks
consistent with the indices, asis the actual best-fitting parameter of the stellar popofathodels. The indices predicted by the track of the firsttemilare
incompatible with the values measured directly from phatgnand therefore, this solution is discarded.

To measure the spectral indices based on our spectro-
photometric data, we first select the data points for eacixgahat
absorption index. fall into the bands used in the index definition. These baregedd

We also measured the D4000 index, introducedBloyzual on the redshift of the galaxy, but we note that for SHARDS vee al
(1983, which gives an estimate of the strength of the 4000 A break. have to consider the position of the galaxy in the FOV, givex the
This index is defined as: central wavelength of the pass-band seen for each galaxgndsp
on the position in the OSIRIS focal plane ($&&rez-Gonzalez et al.
2013. We directly measured the ratios between the correspgndin

This means that the SHARDS filters, with a typical width amun
16 nm, present a flicient spectral resolution to measure Mgy

4250

D4000= 24050 f,d1 ®) fluxes to get a first estimation of the indices. We refer to¢has
CO0 1) dices measurements Ry, * and D4000*. To be able to compare
3750 'V

these values with the typical index definitions, we correent by
where the integration ranges are again defined in nm. using the ratio between the index measured in the bestgfitiodel
We prefer to use this definition instead of the narrow index of each galaxy at the central wavelength of each filter comegbto
D,4000 Balogh etal. 199pto reduce the uncertainty measure- the SHARDS resolution and the standard index measuredtlgirec
ment of the index using photometric data alone, thanks to the in the models. The typical value of this correction is snak av-
broader index bands. Séternan-Caballero et {2013 for more erage is 1.11 foMgyy, and 0.99 for D4000. We also checked that
details about measuring D4000 angdD00 with SHARDS data. the correction is rather insensitive to the use of only oaksstpop-
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ulation model to measure the correction, i.e., using a tasgeof
models with diferent timescales and ages has a very sni@teK
10%). We remark that the indices calculated in this way are-co
pletely independent of the SED-fitting procedure and aredas
the observed photometric data alone.

In Figure6, we plot a zoom of the SED in the spectral range
covered by SHARDS for the galaxy presented in FigGreNe
also plot the corrected/igyy and D4000 indices for that partic-
ular galaxy, as well as the tracks expected for the evolufdhese
indices according to the models of the 3 best-fitting (degsng
solutions obtained for that galaxy (see S&c®). The indices mea-
surements allow us to eliminate solutions which are incdrbfea
with the spectro-photometric data. For this particularaggl the
measured indices are more compatible with the second ardl thi
solutions, and we discard the most significant solutiondtrewith
to ~ 1.7 Gyr).

In addition to the use of spectral indices, we evaluated the
robustness of the flerent solutions obtained for each galaxy by
making use of the (un-)detection in the mid- and far-IR anergyn
balance arguments. For each best-fitting solution, giverlttst at-
tenuation and mass, we derived the expected flux at an oloserve
wavelength of 24um (F,(24), for the galaxy shown in Figur
the values are written in the legend). The procedure staitsic
lating the luminosity absorbed by dust in the [dytical, which
has to be re-emitted in the IR. We assumed that the stellas-emi
sion absorbed by dust must be equal to the IR luminosity iated
from 8 to 1000Qum, L,g. We then used thRujopakarn et al(2013
relation to transform the |k into a 24um observed flux (a rela-
tion that depends on redshift). We note that Bigopakarn et al.
(2013 templates are based on star-forming galaxies, which may
not be comparable to the quiescent galaxies from this sample
However, we consider it a good approximation, since thercont
bution to the dust heating of the older stellar populatiofaiger
at wavelengths> 250 um (seeBendo et al. 201Rand does not
significantly dfect the 24um emissior? For galaxies undetected
in the IR, we were able to eliminate solutions which present e
pected 24um fluxes larger than the detection limit G0 pJy at
50% completeness, as estimatedPierez-Gonzalez et al. 2006
build the IR luminosity function at = 0 — 3). For example, for
the SHARDSJ123620+3%200844.3, the third solution predicts a
24 um flux of ~ 55 uJy. As this galaxy is not detected in the IR,
we rejected the third solution and chose as the best solthien
second onet(; ~ 2.6 Gyr,7 =300 Myr). The second solution has
For(24) ~ 51, which is still larger than the 50% completeness limit,
but only by 1%. With this method, we were able to reject ocné%o
of the degenerate solutions, but it was a strong argumeimiicthe
dust attenuation range probed by our stellar populatiotysisao
values within 0< A, < 1.5 mag. Larger values would imply IR
detections for galaxies as massive as ours.

SFH of massive quiescent galaxiesl1

generacies in 4% of the cases. When all the solutions of agala
are compatible with the measured indices and do not violee t
energy balance argument, we choose the most significant.ene,
the most populated cluster (32% of the cases). For 22% of the
galaxies, the solutions were very similartin A, — Z, with only
significant diferences irr. We also discarded 10% of the solutions
for being unrealistic{ < 10 Myr and log(MMy) > 11.0, which
would imply SFR~ 10000 Myyr~* or larger).

In summary, out of the complete sample of 104 galaxies, 46%
of them had only one possible solution (i.e., no degenesacd@ut
of the 54% of galaxies with degenerate solutions, we were abl
to break the degeneracies either by measuring indices oishy u
ing the Mid-IR/Far-IR data for 20% of the sample. For the remain-
ing ~ 34%, we used the most significant solution. In the following
sections, we will only consider one solution for each galangt we
will refer to them as primary solutions. In only 12% of theesithe
primary solutions are not the most significant ones. The gnt@s
of the primary solutions for each galaxy are given in Table

4  ANALYSIS OF THE STAR FORMATION HISTORIES
OF MASSIVE QUIESCENT GALAXIES

In this section, we analyse the stellar populations prageerf
MQGs at 10 < z < 1.5. For the discussion, we only consider
the primary solutions identified with the methodology désen in
Section3.

4.1 Statistical properties of the stellar populations of MQGs

In Figure 7, we show the location of our galaxies in the mass-
weighted age versus mask,;<M) plane, colour-coded using 3
bins in star formation timescale. Thebins have been chosen at
the values were thi,—r relation changes trend, according to the
right panel of the same figure, where we plot the relationsleip
tweenty andr, using a colour-code to distinguish 3 bins of mass.
The mass bins limits are approximately the median dhdyGar-
tile values. The population of MQGs at= 1.0 — 1.5 are domi-
nated by “new arrivals”, i.e., galaxies with relatively yaustellar
populationsity < 2 Gyr. These galaxies younger than 2 Gyr ac-
count for 85% of the sample. We also identify a tail of old gala
ies v > 2 Gyr) summing up ~ 15% of the total population.
Hereafter we divide the MQGs in three sub-samples deperating
their ty values: mature(ty < 1.0 Gyr, 38 galaxies)ntermediate
(tw=1.0-2.0 Gyr, 50 galaxies), asenior(fy, > 2.0 Gyr, 16 galax-
ies). The statistical properties of the galaxies dividedge and
mass bins are listed in TabBeand4, respectively.

The population of mature galaxies presents an average mass-
weighted age(iv)=0.83 Gyr and relatively short timescales

We are able to break the degeneracies making use of the spec7)=60l%° Myr. The typical mass is logi1)/M)=10.4%7. On

tral indices for ~ 32% of the galaxies with more than one cluster
of solutions. For the remaining objects, the indices umadeties
are too large (due to photometric errors) or the indicesipred

by the tracks of the dlierent solutions are consistent with the mea-
sured values. The energy balance argument helps brealdrigth

3 Since for the same |k, the predicted 24m flux for a quiescent galaxy
should be lower than for a star-forming galaxy, our predi@é um fluxes
calculated with the method described above may be ovedsfBiés reduces
the significance of our rejection of non IR detections, altffowe only do
so for 4% of the degenerate solutions.
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the other hand, the senior population presents averagesvaiu
(tm)=2.633 Gyr, longer star formation timescales)=40G35 Myr,
and larger masses lo@)/Mo)=10.732. The intermediate popula-
tion has transitional parametexdy)=1.4-7 Gyr, (t)=2005° Myr
and log(M)/M;)=10.535.

Note that the fact that the mature population has sheaiues
is a direct consequence of our sample selection. As we agetsel
ing quiescent galaxies (galaxies with low levels of sSFR)axjes
with longert (> 100 Myr) and young ages<(1 Gyr) would have
too high sSFR values to enter in our quiescent selectioer@itin
principle, the senior galaxies might present short or Idiag for-
mation timescales, i.e., we do not have any selection biamsig
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ID z V-3 u-v SSFRriuy  log(M/Mo) to tw T Ay Z/Z,  SFRsep  Sign.
[Gyr ] Gyl [Gyl Myl  [mag] Moyl %
SHARDS123737.94621309.0  1.2410(s) 1.240.09 1.95:0.09 0.10:+0.06 10.78:0.05 2.£5 1.7 19%2} 0.00+£0.02 2353 0.08 100

SHARDS123657.46621451.2  1.2534(s) 1.200.08 2.00:0.07 0.020.01 11.09:0.05 2.4% 182 3165 066+0.07 0.4 1.40 100
SHARDS123723.94621520.7  1.39 (p) 1.80.2 1.7£0.2 0.1+ 0.1 10.0£01 083 o2 147 02+03 25 <10° 100

Table 2. Galaxy properties for the sample of 104 galaxies here ptegelD, redshift ¢, s for spectroscopicp for photometric), UVJ colours, sSFR used in
the sample selection (see SezR), mass (M), best-fitting ageg, mass-weighted agéy(), star formation timescaler), dust attenuation (4), metallicity
(2), SFR from SED-fitting (SFEep) and significance of the primary solution. The full versidrite table is available online in the supplementary files.
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Figure 7. Mass-weighted ages versus stellar mé&fs pane) and star formation timescaladght pane). Galaxies are colour coded by star formation timescale
and mass, respectively. Only the primary solutions (thesected with the dierent methods described in Se@.2 and3.3) are plotted. Circles represent
galaxies with only one solution, while triangles represgalaxies with degenerate solutions. The light red areagsept the region between th& and 3¢
quartiles for each parameter. Diamonds represent the mediaes for the whole sample (yellow) and for the subsamf@el®ur coded according to the
legend of each panel). The coloured error bars show therregicompassing 68% of the data for each subsample. Typaigidoal uncertainties are plotted
in the lower right corner of each plot.

any of those types of galaxies. The bias in our results dueito o E log SSFRyp [Gyr') o
i i i i E o

sample selection are further discussed in S&&. together with 4k e

. .. . . o -10 -13 -16 -19 -22 -25 -28 -31 -34 -37 -4Q
the average SFHs of galaxies divided in mass and age bins. 6 < 10% mass in last Gyr O UV selected  *

With respect to the dust attenuation, the senior galaxies ar E O 10-50% mass in lost Gyr ® o <SFR selected ®

less dusty(A,)=0.4$ mag, than the mature oné#,)=0.8}: mag. 35 (0) > 50% moss in last Gyr
The attenuation values are in agreement with those foundh®r o £ ° o

<><>

[Gyr]

authors (e.g.Belli et al. 2015. The galaxies with the highest dust
attenuations are among the younges©90% of the galaxies with L2 2F R :.o o
A, > 0.8 mag are younger than 2 Gyr), suggesting that they could Y o ® o® g2 <§>‘

(o}

<

tw

)
-
°

be recently quenched galaxies. <§>

L [ o0 e °®
With respect to the metallicities, 41% of the galaxies ast-be "0. * “ 6 ’
fitted with solar metallicity, 36% with super-solar meteitly and E @ ¢
: ¢

-
T

23% with sub-solar metallicity. No clear metallicity trendire
found with respect to mass or age. ot
At this point, we want to mention the ftierence between old
and quiescence when usimgmodels. In single stellar population
(SSP) models, all the star formation takes place at the senee t
(to), and then the population passively evolves. Thereforegldn

galaxy is always quiescent and, in fact, a young galaxy weldd the percentage of mass assembled in the last Gyr. The gray mpresent

be.llterally qwes_cent (although it may b_e not selected WlIhCI'I-. the region between theé'land 39 quartiles. Typical uncertainties are plot-
teria). When using models, the duration of the star formation a4 in the lower right comer.

depends orr. Galaxies with long star formation timescales may
have been formed more than 1-2 Gyr ago but could still be form-

10 100 1000
™ [Myr]
Figure 8. Mass-weighted ages versus star formation timescale. @alare
colour coded by their sSKRp. Circles representV J-selected galaxies,
while the diamonds are sSFR-selected. The sizes of the sgmdgmesent

ing stars. What actually indicates the quiescence of a ggkaxd In Figure8, we show again th&, versusr plot, but now the
consequently the star formation activity) is the sSFR ortffer galaxies are colour-coded according to their s§ioRaveraged
relation. over the last 100 Myr from the best-fitting models, i.e., heSFRs
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Parameter Sample  Number Q1 Median Q3
z Mature N=38 1.12 1.23 1.33
Interm. N=50 1.02 1.17 1.24
Senior N=16 1.02 1.06 1.19
to [Gyr] Mature 0.8 0.9 1.0
Interm. 1.3 1.8 2.2
Senior 3.0 3.2 4.2
7 [Myr] Mature 20 60 100
Interm. 30 200 300
Senior 300 400 500
Ay [mag] Mature 0.5 0.8 1.1
Interm. 0.1 0.5 0.8
Senior 0.1 0.4 0.6
Z|/ Zo Mature 1.0 1.0 2.5
Interm. 0.4 1.0 2.5
Senior 0.4 1.0 1.0
log(M/Mo) Mature 10.3 10.4 10.7
Interm. 10.3 10.5 10.8
Senior 10.6 10.7 11.0
tm [Gyr] Mature 0.7 0.8 0.9
Interm. 1.2 1.4 1.7
Senior 2.2 2.6 3.4
SSFRep[Gyr™l]  Mature <10% <10* 102
Interm. <104 1073 102
Senior 108 10°% 1072
tg [Gyr] Mature 0.2 0.5 0.7
Interm. 0.7 0.9 1.1
Senior 15 1.9 2.6

Table 3.Galaxy properties of our sample in three age bins: matyre:(1.0
Gyr), intermediate (1.&c ty < 2.0 Gyr) and seniortf; > 2.0 Gyr). We
show the #, median and 8 quartiles for redshift), the best-fitting ages
(to), star formation timescales)( dust attenuations (A, metallicity (2),
masses(M), mass-weighted agag)( SSFRep and time since quenching
(tg, explained in Sec#.2)

SFH of massive quiescent galaxies13

Parameter Sample Number Q1 Median Q3
z Low M N=45 1.13 1.24 1.33
Interm. M N=36 1.02 1.14 1.23
High M N=23 1.01 1.12 1.24
to [Gyr] Low M 0.9 1.1 1.6
Interm. M 1.0 2.0 23
High M 1.0 2.0 3.0
7 [Myr] Low M 20 80 200
Interm. M 30 200 400
High M 30 250 300
Ay [mag] Low Mass 0.2 0.6 1.0
Interm. M 0.3 0.6 0.9
High M 0.3 0.5 0.8
Z/ Zo Low M 1.0 1.0 25
Interm. M 1.0 1.0 25
High M 1.0 1.0 1.0
log(M/Ms) Low M 10.1 10.3 10.4
Interm. M 10.6 10.7 10.8
High M 10.8 10.9 11.0
tm [Gyr] Low M 0.8 1.1 1.3
Interm. M 1.0 1.4 1.8
High M 1.0 1.6 2.4
SSFRep[Gyr!] LowM <10 104 102
Interm. M <10* 10°% 102
High M <10* 108 102
tq [Gyr] Low M 0.4 0.6 0.9
Interm. M 0.7 0.9 1.2
High M 0.8 1.0 1.7
Table 4. Galaxy properties of our sample in 3 mass
bins: log(MM,)=[10.0,10.5], log(MM)=[10.5,10.8] and

log(M/M)=[10.8,11.4]. The parameters are the same as those in Ta-
ble 3.

not only in ages but also in timescales and dust attenuatas w
tested. The test was planned to check that the populationdof o

are diferent from those used in the selection, which were based (>2 Gyr) MQGs atz = 1.0 — 1.5, which is just a 15% and a tail in

on the observed UV luminosity and dust attenuation estisnate
see SectioR.2). The galaxies with similar sSRRp values are dis-
tributed along diagonal lines of constagi/r values. The senior
population of galaxies with long values show higher sSFR val-
ues than mature galaxies with very sharfThe symbol size repre-
sents the percentage of mass assembled in the last Gyr. Theema
galaxies {y <1 Gyr) assembled most of their mass during that time
(by definition of mature objects). There is a population dé&in
mediate galaxies withr > 100 Myr that has assembled between
10-50% during the last Gyr, while the senior population -
bled less than 10% of its mass. We als@atientiate in Figure

the age distribution, is real and its existence is notféece of the
degeneracies (in thetfy plane). For this purpose, we constructed
spectro-photometric stacks for the matugg € 1.0 Gyr), interme-
diate fy=1.0-2.0 Gyr) and seniofy{ > 2.0 Gyr) populations.

The broad-band colours of the three sub-samples of galaxies
are very similar (they were selected with the same methoebais
colours) in the whole wavelength range. However, at theluéisa
achieved by the spectro-photometric data from SHARDS aad th
WFC3 grisms, especially in tHdg,y and D4000 spectral regions,
the sub-samples and the average fitting models show meé&surab
differences. In Figur®, we show the stellar population models

betweenJV J-selected and sSFR-selected galaxies. sSFR-selectedwith the average properties of the mature and senior papotat

objects, i.e., galaxies outside the quiesdgditJ-region (or inside
theUV J-quiescent region but detected in the IR, see Se2Y, are
preferentially located in the lower right corner of ther plane.
This indicates that the sSSFR-selected galaxies have Igfgeval-

ues and are less quiescent than the live] galaxies. In Tablé

we show the median properties of each sub-sample and wesdiscu
the distribution of the derived galaxy properties in the J-plot in
Sect.4.2and Figurell.

concentrating in the spectral region covered by SHARDSr&8he
are significant dferences in the relative fluxes for the two mod-
els. In the D4000 region there is an excess of flux for the reatur
population model and the D4000 break is stronger for theoseni
population model. This translates to~a20% diference in the rel-
ative fluxes of the two models in the blue band of the D4000xnde
In the Mgyy region the relative flux of the mature model is even
higher, up to 70%, revealing the signature of a younger jmu,

Our result about a duality (mature versus senior systems) in which is less significant in the senior model. We should be &bl

the population of MQGs at.Q < z < 1.5 and their diferences

MNRAS 000, 1-26 (2015)

distinguish between the two solutions by measuring tfeminces
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20 Moture model: Zo— 0.8 Gyr — 60 Myr

Senior model: Zg— 3.0 Gyr — 400 Myr
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Figure 9. Difterences in the average stellar population models for the ma-
ture and senior galaxy sub-samples (see text for detbifg)er panel:stel-

lar population models with the average properties of theureadnd se-
nior populations (as shown in the legend) in the spectrabregovered by
SHARDS. The models have been normalized to the fluxes in the4=D

nm range. We show both the original resolution of the modéis (ines)
and the models convolved to the SHARDS resolutioggR, thick lines).
Lower panel:ratio of the two models shown above at the original model
resolution (thin grey line) and at60 (thick black line). We remark the
significant (and measurable)i@rences between the two models at the res-
olution of our spectro-photometric data, especially far the Mgyy and
D4000 indices (marked in both plots as coloured areas).

in the indices, and this is possible in the SHARDS and grista da
(and not with broad-band observations).

In Figure 10, we present the stacks built for the mature and
senior galaxy populations together with the models chareed
by their average properties. We also show the indices medsar
the stacks of the mature, intermediate and senior galaxylgop
tions, and the tracks predicted by the model characterigeithd
average timescales and dust attenuations quoted in Jébteach
sub-population. The indices measured directly from thekstare
consistent with those predicted by the tracks of the modifstive
average properties of each sub-population. We demongiiatteéhe
spectro-photometric data directly show th&eliences in the stellar
population properties for the 3 sub-samples. Note that thggno
of the average stellar population properties is the fulb&ipectral
fits, and here we are comparing those models with finer réenlut
data in a limited wavelength range. The two analyses arearot c
pletely independent, but the information encoded in tha dathe
resolution which makes index measurements possible casitye
be erased or degraded by fitting the whole SED from the UV to
the mid-IR. Our test demonstrates that we are seeifigrdnces in
the galaxy populations in both the global SED and the spdatra
dices. We, thus, conclude that our results about the age<x#M
atz = 1.0 - 1.5 are robust and not an artefact linked to the SED-
fitting degeneracies.

The longer timescales for the senior galaxies, which a@ als
relatively massive, is not directly consistent with a tygbiconcep-
tion in the downsizingscenario which states that the most mas-
sive galaxies formed their stars early but also very rapidly
short timescale for the formation of massive galaxies heslaéen
claimed to be necessary to explain tihelement enhancement seen
in early-type massive galaxies (such as ellipticals) inrkarby

Universe (see, e.gThomas et al. 200&ndRenzini 200§. Our es-
timations of the timescales for the most massive galaxiemat
extremely long (typically 400 Myr) and would be rightly cags
tent with the values needed to match the chemical abundélesss
than 1 Gyr; se§@homas et al. 1999Northey et al. 1992Worthey
1998 and references therein). In addition, these massive gaaxi
may be the product of mergers (or clumps) involving progesit
with shorter timescales, but with fiiérent ages, maybe linked to
small dfsets (of the order of tens or a few hundred Myr) in the
ignition of the star formation. The SFHs obtained for the geelr
systems (i.e., our galaxies) would then present longerstiales,
but do not violate any constrain linked éeelement enhancement.
In Sect.4.3 we further discuss the SFH of our galaxies as a func-
tion of the mass and age and the importance of selecffents.

The variety in the ages of quenched galaxiez at1.0 — 1.5
is in agreement with previous works suchBedregal et al(2013
andBelli et al. (2015. Both papers present a wide range of stellar
population properties for similar samples as olsdregal et al.
(2013, analysing the G102-G141 WFC3 grisms of 41 massive
(log(M/M;) > 10.65 M,) quiescent galaxies at ~ 1.5, with ex-
ponentially declining SFH found that they had short stamfation
timescales® < 100 Myr) and a wide distribution in stellar ages (1—
4 Gyr).Belli et al. (2015 analysed Keck LRIS spectra of quiescent
galaxies at D < z < 1.6 with log (M/M;) > 10.6 M, and con-
cluded that there are twofirent quenching routes. The youngest
galaxies @ ~ 1 Gyr) show a fast quenching ¢ 100 Myr), while
the older galaxies (up to 4 Gyr old) show slowly-decliningHsF
(r > 200 Myr). Note, however, that ourvalues and theirs are not
directly comparable, since we usedfdient parameterizations for
the SFH (i.e., the parameter for an exponential is not exactly the
same as the value for a delayed exponential).

4.2 Dissecting theJV Jdiagram: distribution of stellar
population properties

In Figurel11, we plot theUV J colour diagram, which was the start-
ing point of our sample selection, to study how th¥ J colours

do actually correlate with the derived galaxy propertigse Tain
properties of thaJV J- and sSFR-selected sub-samples are shown
in Table5. We recall that we refer to galaxies in the quiescent region
of the UV J diagram and without IR detection &$V J-selected,
while the sSFR-selected have sSERD.2 Gyr! but are located
outside the passivllV J region (or inside but detected in the IR,
see Sect2.2).

Concerning ages, there is not a significarfifedence between
those derived for théJV J-selected and sSFR-selected samples.
The average ages aféy)=1.157 and 1.2% Gyr for each sub-
sample, respectively. However, the senior galaxies seehave
redderV — J colours, with average valugy-J)=1.46:3), than the
mature populationgV-J)=1.3%32.

The timescales are more clearly segregated irlke plot.
The 7 of the UV J-selected galaxies are shorter than those of
the sSFR-selected galaxies: typi¢a) values are 683° Myr and
250% Myr, respectively. Comparing our results with those in
Belli et al. (2015, who also presented stellar population properties
within the UV J diagrams, we find a similar trend: they found that
galaxies withr < 100 Myr were distributed in a narrow region par-
allel to the diagonal line defined in théV J passive region.

Belli et al. (2015 also found that galaxies with higher dust
attenuations (A ~ 1 mag) were outside the passive region. We
find typical(A,)=0.58 and(A,)=0.7;} mag for theUV J-selected
and sSFR-selected galaxies, respectively, in good agraenith
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Figure 10. Left panel:Stacks for the senior (thick red line) and mature (thick bilve) populations normalized in tHdgyy (upper panéland D4000 regions
(lower pane). The average error of the stacks~isl0%. We used the dispersion as uncertainties (actual eratralated by propagating the observed flux
uncertainties were negligible). We also plot the normalimedels with the average properties of each sub-populétiam red and blue linesRight panel:
Mguv versus D4000 plane, with the indices measured in the stackbd mature, intermediate, and senior galaxies (bluengaed red diamonds with error
bars). For comparison, we also show the evolutionary tré@mk& models with diferent star formation timescales (a SSP and a delayed exjaimaodel

with 7=1000 Myr) and two dierent dust attenuations (A0.0 mag and 4=1.0

mag). The empty circles represent the expected indeesdbr each track at

different ages (given in Gyr in the plot). The three colouredslistgow the tracks predicted by the models with the averageefies of each galaxy population
(given in the legend). The filled coloured circles mark theides values at éfierent ages (0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 5.0 Gyr, from smaller to tasgenbols). The
indices measured in the stacks are compatible with the gegnaperties derived from the SED-fitting for each sub-jetmn.

Parameter Sample  Number Q1 Median Q3
z uvy N=65 1.05 1.17 1.25
SSFR N=39 1.03 1.15 1.24
to [Gyr] uvy 0.9 1.1 2.0
SSFR 1.0 17 25
7 [Myr] uvyJ 20 60 200
SSFR 160 250 400
Ay [mag] uvy 0.1 05 0.8
SSFR 0.4 0.7 11
7/ Zs uvJ 1.0 1.0 25
SSFR 0.4 1.0 25
log(M/My) uvyJ 10.3 10.5 10.8
SSFR 10.3 10.7 10.8
tv [Gyr] uvy 0.9 11 1.7
SSFR 0.8 1.2 1.7
SSFRep[GyrY]  UVJ <10% <10% 10°
SSFR 102 102 10t
tq [Gyr] uvyJ 0.7 0.9 1.2
SSFR 0.3 0.6 1.0

Table 5. Galaxy properties of our sample according to their selactio-
teria UV J/SSFR, see Seck.2). The parameters are the same as those in
Table3.

Belli et al. (2015. The percentage dfiV J-selected galaxies with

have A < 0.5, i.e., they are relatively dust-free. However, we do
not see such a clear gradient i with the distance to the/V J di-
vision line as inBelli et al. (2015. A possible explanation for this
discrepancy is the ffierence in the metallicity values used in each
work. While Belli et al. (2015 used a very narrow range in metal-
licity (a normal prior centered on the solar value@02 with a
width of 0.005), we use 3 discrete values=(Z02, 0.05 and 0.008).
Due to the dust attenuation-metallicity degeneracy, tfst ditenu-
ation distribution is obviously féected by the assumed metallicity
values.

With respect to the metallicity, no clear trends are present
for any of the two selection criteria. The fractiond¥ J-selected
galaxies with sub-solar, solar and super-solar metallisi0, 40
and 40%, respectively. For the sSFR-selected, the pegeEntae
25, 46 and 30%. We note that, if the metallicity was a fixed para
eter (e.g., solar metallicity), the galaxy properties wiobé better
segregated within thdV Jdiagram, as the best-fitting model would
be constrained by only 3 parameters instead of 4.

In Figure1l, we also present how SED-based sSFRs correlate
with the position in théJV J diagram. The most quiescent galaxies
are located in a similar region to the galaxies with lowalues. In
fact, ~ 60% of theUV J-selected galaxies have sS&EB < 10°°
Gyr, while this only happens for 8% of the sSFR-selected
galaxies.

We have also derived the time since quenching, defined as
the time since the galaxy became quiescent using our defini-
tion from Sect.2.2 i.e., how much time has passed since the
galaxy had sSF&p < 0.2 Gyrt. TheUV J-selected galaxies have
been dead, on average, for almost 1 G(yg):o.gg;g Gyr, while

A, > 1 mag is only 7%, while this percentage increases up to 28% the sSFR-selected galaxies have been more recently qugnche

for the sSFR-selected galaxies. All of the galaxies fallimghe
post-starburst region defined byhitaker et al(2011) (see Fig2)
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Figure 11. UV J diagrams with galaxies colour-coded on the basis ffedént properties, from left to right, top to bottom: massghied age fy), star
formation timescalet), dust attenuation (4), metallicity (Z), SED-based sSFR (sS&dp), and time since quenching)t The circles represent galaxies with
no degenerate solutions, while the triangles are galaxigsmore than one solution in the Monte Carlo simulation® (Sect.3.2). UV J-selected galaxies
are located inside the quiescent region of each diagranie wBFR-selected galaxies fall outside by definition (see €, Tableb).
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4.3 Tracing back the SFHs of MQGs: clues about their past

In this Section we analyse the SFHs for MQGs & & z < 15

in the observed redshift range and at earlier lookback ti@es of
the advantages of determining SFHs with stellar populatiodels
is that they provide us with a time-dependent evolution c&pee-
ters such as the SFR and the galaxy stellar mass. There$stena
ing closed-box evolution (i.e., no merging events or révation of

the star formation activity), we do not only characterize ffnop-
erties of galaxies at the epoch of observation, but we cantedse

back their properties and see how they assembled their mass a - - _

earlier cosmic times. At this point, we want to stress that i+
sults hereafter presented are strongdfeeted by the assumption of
the SFH as a single burst, delayed exponentially decliningeh
This SFH parameterization can account for the star format&-

ing place after one gas-rich major merger, but neglects téias
population of the mass previously assembled (see Figurent fr
Hopkins et al. 2008 ACDM models and observed merger rates
(e.g. Bluck et al. 2009 Newman 2013 Man et al. 2014 predict
that massive galaxies undergo at least one major mergex z3c
However, assuming multiple bursts of star formation, wanigly

the analysis of two stellar population models. This woulghgi-
cantly increase the degeneracies in the SED-fitting proeednd
would severely complicate the interpretation of the resWe dis-
cuss the impact in our results of a more complicated SFH in Ap-
pendixA, but we delay a comprehensive analysis of more compli-
cated SFH parameterizations to future papers.

4.3.1 The SFR-Mass relation

One of the most fundamental relations between galaxy ptieger
is the SFR-Mass relation, the so-called MS. In Figi2ave show
the evolutionary paths of the galaxies in our sample in thesgh
Mass plane as a function of time. For this plot, we assumed tha
all galaxies started their formation at the same time @kSFHs
share the=0 point). The shape of the track depends mainly on the
final mass and the star formation timescategalaxies with short
timescales form the bulk of their mass very quickly, theyivarr
relatively early to the MS and then their star formation éeses
while their stellar mass remains almost unchanged (faNiei-
cally). Galaxies with very long values continuously increase their
mass without changing their SFR (almost horizontal tracks)
may stay in the MS up to~ 2 Gyr. According to our best-fitting
SFHs (note that the choice of the parameterization is algmiim
tant), after 100-500 Myr of evolution our galaxies wouldrfoa

MS with a very similar slope to that observed directlyat 1 with
samples of star-forming galaxies (see, €Speagle et al. 2034We
remark that, for this exercise, wdset the SFHs of our sample to
make them match at0. The dfect of galaxies starting their forma-
tion at diferent epochs would result in a widening of the MS shown
in Figure 12 for different ages. According to our results, galaxies
would come out of the MS & below) after approximately 1.5 Gyr
(96% of our MQGs are located below the MS at that age), and
quenching would then proceed almost vertically in this .plee
remark that this statement considers the main sequencatievol
from z ~2 to z ~1. Therefore, we find that MQGs would pass a
fair fraction of their lifetimes in the MS, with the possiityl to live
above the MS (in the starburst locus) for short periods oétoh

the order of 100 Myr. We conclude that the SFHs determined for
the MQGs at 0 < z < 1.5 are consistent with the slope and even
the location of the MS a > 1 and that the existence of the MS for
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SFRsep >MS+200 >MS+loc MSz+lec <MS-1lo0 <MS-20
zbin
1.7-3.0 N2 N=7 N=8 N=15 N=12
7% 23% 27% 50% 40%
1.3-2.0 N8 N=10 N=5 N=52 N=46
12% 15% 7% 78% 69%
1.0-15 - - - N104 N=101
- - - 100% 97%
0.8-1.2 - - - N104 N=104

100% 100%

Table 6. Number and percentage of galaxies above (109t b and below
(1 or 2r') the MS fromSpeagle et al2014) at each redshift bin, as show in
Figure13. Note that the sum of percentages at each redshift does nat eq
100 as thet 1o bins also include the galaxies at2o-.

our sample of MQGs is mainly an agéfext, in the sense that the
MS is formed by galaxies with similar ages Q.5-1 Gyr).

We also want to remark that the current SERfor many of
our galaxies derived from the SED modeling (averaged over th
last 100 Myr of their history) is much smaller than the SFR ob-
tained from observables. The current SEfRare not fully consis-
tent with the SFBy and SFRk measurements explained in Sec-
tion 2.1and used in the sample selection. Indeed, 45% of the sam-
ple have SFRep < 10°3M,, yr~! but the lowest SFR estimated from
the typical tracers is T8°M, yr~*. This could be due to an over-
estimation of the dust attenuation from the IRXelation, but the
choice of a delayed exponentially decreasing SFH is modigaro
bly responsible for thisféect. Typically, this parameterization pro-
duces very low SFRs for dead galaxies (whose emission is dom-
inated by an evolved stellar population), but there mighistea
second stellar population with some (very low and neglaiil
terms of mass and emission) on-going star formation whichlavo
not be possible to recover with the assumed SFH parameteriza
However, the fits of the model to our data are very good for all
the sample and the inclusion of a second population wouldimul
ply by 2 the uncertainties and degeneracies. We, theredeseime
that our galaxies are dominated by the older stellar pojouland
that one (composite) stellar population model explainsritan
features of our galaxies. We caution the reader, howevat,tiie
current SFRgp should be taken as lower limits.

Following Kennicutt (1998, we can derive the SFR cor-
responding to LIRGHILIRGs: Lig=10" Lo corresponds to
12 M, yrt, and Lg=10"? Lo to 121 M, yr* (transformed
to Kroupa 2001IMF). All of the galaxies in our sample had
SFR peaks larger than the LIRG limit (except one which has
log(M/My)= 10.0). The typical fraction of their lifetime spent in
the LIRG phase is 32% (~ 500 Myr). A significant fraction of the
sample (46%) had SFR peaks larger than the ULIRG limit, bait th
typical fraction of their lifetime in this phase is much sieal~ 8%

(~ 100 Myr). Our results favor LIRGs at > 1.5 as the most likely
progenitors of MQGs at.0 < z < 1.5, and that most of their stars
were formed in star-forming events with SFRs around 1Q0/M*.
The ULIRGs seem to be the progenitors of the most massive-gala
ies. The fraction of galaxies which have undergone a ULIR&sgh
increases up to 65% (75%) when considering galaxies witlsesas
larger than 188 M, (10'° M,). We discuss the connection be-
tween MQGs and ULIRGs on the basis of their number densities i
Sect4.3.2

In Figure 13, we show where our galaxies would be placed
in the SFRep-Mass plane at dierent redshifts according to their
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MQGiseft panel the small coloured dots mark the location of galaxies at

different times after their formation, as indicated in the legétote that these are direct ages from the SED-fitting artdibdave assumed the same origin
for all galaxies. We mark as thin grey lines the past path &mhegalaxy. The thick grey lines show the location of the M3-atl.2 (dashed-dotted line) and
z ~ 2 (solid line) according t&peagle et al2014), and atz ~ 1 according tcElbaz et al.(2007) (dashed line). The green shadow is tledispersion of the

MS at z2.0. Most of the galaxies are 0.5 — 1.0 Gyr old when they are on

the MS regiorzat 1.0. In fact, 75% of our sample isrlbelow the MS at

z=1.2 when they are 1 Gyr old and all of our galaxies are at leasiclow the MS, considering the MS evolution fran2 toz~1, after 2 GyrRight panel
Location of our galaxies in the SKERp-Mass plane at the epoch of observation (large filled cijcleslour-coded by their best-fitting ageg)(tWe note that
both the ages and SFRs used in this plot are the output of tBefi@iag (and not SFRy neitherty). To better visualize the location of the galaxies in the
SFRsep-Mass plane, we plot galaxies with very low S§# (< 10-3M, yr~1) around SFRgp ~ 10-3Mg yr2.

past and future evolutionary tracks. We study 4 redshifs luior-
responding to 2 and 1 Gyr before the observations, the achsal
served redshift and 1 Gyr after the observations. In Té&blee
show the percentages of galaxies above, within, and belewi®

at different redshifts. Figur&3 shows that at D < z < 1.5, the
epoch of observation, all of our galaxies lie below the MS (this
happens also when using the SFRs based on classical traaers)
expected given that we started with a selection of passilexga
ies. If we move 1 Gyr backwards in time, 22% of the galax-
ies are located in or above the MS, but a significant number fra
tion (~ 78%) of the galaxies at ~ 1.6 are located & below the
MS, meaning that they were already quiescent or in the psoakes
quenching. Atz ~ 2.1, the bulk of the galaxies cannot be plotted
because- 70% have best-fitting ages smaller than 2 Gyr, so at that
epoch their masses were much smaller than our limits in tbe pl
(or they were not even formed yet). At that redshift bin, raflf
the galaxies (50%) are in the MS or above but the other half (15
galaxies) are & below the MS as early as~ 2. In the opposite
time direction, if we move 1 Gyr after the observations, &lbor
galaxies have very low SKR, and are completely dead and well
below the MS fronSpeagle et a(2014 andElbaz et al(2007), as
expected from purely passive evolution.

Comparing with the parent population of galaxies more mas-
sive than 1& M, at each redshift bin, we find fractions of quies-
cent galaxies of 25, 12 and 3%at 1.0-15,z= 13- 20 and
z = 1.7 - 3.0, respectively. Otferent studies have shown that the
fraction of quiescent galaxies constantly increases viitie.t For
example,Dominguez Sanchez et §R011) derived a fraction of
quiescent galaxies (log (Ml,) > 10.6, SSFR 0.01 Gyr?) of ~ 20
and 10% az = 1.4-1.6 andz = 1.6— 2.0 respectively. The percent-
age found inllbert et al.(2013 for a sample of quiescent galaxies
selected by theiNUV-r vs r-J colours with log(MM;) > 9.6 in-
creases from 6% to 13% from= 25-30toz= 11-15. The
evolution of the fraction of quiescent galaxid$\(J selected) in
Muzzin et al.(2013 is not so strong (28% at= 1.0— 1.5 and 24%
atz = 2.0 — 2.5), although the mass limits used in this calculation

change for each redshift bin, log(M;) > 9.48 atz = 1.0 — 1.5,
log(M/My) > 10.54 atz = 2.0 — 2.5. The fractions of MQGs that
we derive at z» 1.5 by studying the past evolution of MQGs at
z=1.0-1.5 predicted from their SFHs are consistent with olzser
tional results at higher redshifts.

4.3.2 Number densities

In the next paragraphs, we compare the number density o§-quie
cent galaxies in our work with a compilation of estimationsn

the literature. The number density of quiescent galaxiesiirwork

for z > 1.5 are derived considering our results for the SFHs of
1.0 < z< 1.5 MQGs and the position of the galaxies in a SER
Mass plot at dierent epochs (Figurg3). In this case, we assume
that galaxies evolve passively once their star formatiquanched
and they do not experience any merger event. We warn therreade
that a fair comparison of number densities requires takiig ac-
count the diferences in quiescent fraction linked to the stellar mass
cut or the definition of quiescence, which vary from paperapegy
and are diicult to consider in their full extent. Here we consider a
galaxy as quiescent when is located ielow the MS at each red-
shift. With this method, the number densities of MQGs from ou
work arep=(7.0 + 0.7)x10* Mpc= atz = 1.0 - 1.5, p=(2.3 +
0.3)x10% Mpc 2 z = 1.3 - 2.0, andp=(0.31+ 0.08)x10* Mpc~3
z=1.7-3.0. Thisis in good agreement with the number densities of
quiescent galaxies reportedMuzzin et al.(2013 atz=1.0- 1.5
(0=7.6x10"* Mpc3), but smaller than their number densities at
higher redshift=(3.3, 1.2, 0.65510* Mpc 3 atz = 1.5 - 2.0,
z=20-25andz=25- 3.0, respectively. There are several fac-
tors that could be féecting this comparison. In the first place, the
redshift bins are not exactly the same. Besitlaszzin et al. (2013
selection is only based ddV J colours, while we are considering
as quiescent galaxiesrlbelow the MS at each redshift, as derived
from the backwards evolution of the MQGszat 1.0— 1.5. We re-

call that we have eliminated from our MQGszat 1.0— 1.5 galax-

ies detected in the IR in the quiescéh¥ J region, when they have
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Figure 13. Evolution of the MQGs in the SFp-Mass plane at dierent redshifts. The observed properties (those measinextlyl from the data) are
plotted as black filled circles in the redshift kir= 1.0 — 1.5. The expected location of the galaxies 1 Gy&(1.3 — 2.0) and 2 Gyr £ = 1.7 — 3.0) before the
observations are plotted as black filled circles in the upjgért and upper left panels, respectively. The lower rigimigl represents the expected location of
the galaxies 1 Gyr after the observatiors=(0.8 — 1.2). We use the age, timescale, mass and SFR given by our SED fitsve forward and backwards in
time in the SFRep-Mass plane, assuming passive evolution. For comparisemlet as a green line the MS froBpeagle et a2014). The dark and light
green areas mark the 1 ana 2catter, 0.2 and 0.4 dex. The blue line in the 0.8 — 1.2 panel is the MS fronklbaz et al(2007). The orangg&ed lines show
the SFR limit for LIRGgULIRGs converted into SFRs usir¢ennicutt (1998 relation. The light blue dotted line is the value of consts®FR used in the
sample selection (see Se2t2; SSFR=0.2 Gyr ). Galaxies with SFBep < 10-3M, yr! are plotted as black empty diamonds at SER~ 10-3Mg yr-L.

sSFR> 0.2 Gyr. We also note that galaxies in the quiescent region
of theUV Jdiagram atz = 1.7— 3.0 can have much larger sSFR (up
to 1.0 Gyr?) than our quiescent limit. We recall that the values de-
rived for the past evolution of MQGs must be taken with caseya
are assuming pure passive evolution and no merger evenish(wh
could help to decrease the number density of quiescentes)urc

We also derive the number densities of our observed galax-
ies (=1.0 — 1.5) for the dferent populations defined in Sedtl
(mature, intermediate, senior). This is shown in Figl4etogether
with the number density ofMuzzin et al. (2013 at z=1.0 — 1.5
andWhitaker et al.(2013 atz=1.4 — 2.2. The existence of a pop-
ulation of old (t> 1.3 Gyr) galaxies at 2 2 has already been
found by Whitaker et al.(2013 after analysing the stellar popu-
lations of 171 massivé)V J-selected galaxies using stacked 3D-
HST spectra. Given that in this work they use SSP models and
we use more general (and realistic) delayed exponentialelspod
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the comparison with our sample is not straight forward, bat w
compare their results with our mass-weighted ages. Takitg i
account that there is afilerence of~ 1.6 Gyr between the me-
dian redshift ofWhitaker et al (2013 sample(z) = 1.64, and the
median redshift of the senior populatiotz) = 1.06, the galax-
ies observed byVhitaker et al.(2013 would be~ 3 Gyr old at
the redshifts probed in our work, should they stay passivé an
not re-ignite. In our sample, we find a number density of gakx
with Ty, > 2.0 of (1.1 0.2) x10* Mpc~3 for log(M/M,) > 10.0
and (0.9 0.2) x10* Mpc~2 for log(M/M,) > 10.5. These re-
sults are consistent within errors with the number dendity g J
galaxies fromWhitaker et al.(2013: (0.8 + 0.1) x10* Mpc~3 at

z = 1.4 - 2.2 and with log(MM;) > 10.50. The similar number
densities from\Whitaker et al.(2013 for MQGs with ages around
1.3 Gyr at z~ 2 and those obtained in this work with age® Gyr

at z~ 1.1 is a good consistency check on the existence of old
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Figure 14. Number density of MQGs galaxiesa& 1.0 — 1.5 as a function
of their mass-weighted adg (red stars). The large black star is the total
number density of MQGs from our work. We also show the numkeesity

of quiescent galaxies at the same redshift fidizzin et al.(2013 (grey
area). The small empty orange triangle depicts the numbeitgeand mean
age of MQGs aiz= 1.4 — 2.2, as measured byhitaker et al.(2013. As-
suming passive evolution for these galaxies, they wouldentothe orange
filled triangle. The number density uncertainties (show2@&@gshave been
calculated assuming Poisson statistics, while the ernaribaage represent
the standard deviation in each age bin.

galaxies az > 1.5. However, this value is smaller than the number
density ofMuzzin et al.(2013 atz = 1.5 — 2.0 for galaxies with
log(M/My) > 10.50 p ~ 1.9x10* Mpc~23). This diference could

be due to the more restrictive selection friviitaker et al(2013,
where the authors require G141 WHEST grism detection for
their sample. Given the discrepancies on previous resntisttze
difficulty in making a fair comparison between number densities,
it is difficult to reach firm conclusions regarding the assembly of
the red sequence. However, the number densities (andoinaabf
quiescent galaxies) that we find when considering passiexiga

at z=1.0 — 1.5 and moving back in time seem to be consistent or
smaller than those reported in studies based on galaxi¢®se t
actual redshifts above=A.5. This could suggest that mergers play
an important role or that the SFH of galaxies could be more-com
plicated than the delayed exponentially declining assuimetis
work (i.e., with the re-ignition of the star-formation farrse galax-
ies).

To check the possibility that ULIRGs are the progenitors of
MQGs, as mentioned in Secti@n3.1 we compare them in terms
of number densitiesMagnelli et al.(2013 found a number density
p ~ 1.0x10* Mpc for ULIRGS atz = 2. Taking into account
that 46% of our galaxies may have undergone a ULIRG phase, thi
would mean a number density pf~ 3.2x10* Mpc2. However,
the duty cycle of the ULIRG phase is very short 100 Myr, see
Sect4.3.1), which would significantly reduce the observed number
density of ULIRGs at 22. We conclude that the the possibility that
ULIRGsz= 2 are the progenitors of the MQ@s:- 1.2 is consistent
in terms of number densities and timescales in rough terms.

4.3.3 Age evolution

In Figure 15 we show the evolution of the ages of MQGs over
the last 10 Gyr. We compare our results with previous works
based on stacked spectMgndel et al. 2015Whitaker et al. 2013

Onodera et al. 20155 chiavon et al. 20Q6&Choi et al. 201%and in-
dividual spectral measurement$oft et al. 2012 Krogager et al.
2013 van de Sande et al. 201Bedregal et al. 2013Belli et al.
2015 Barro etal. 2015 We compare the data with the predic-
tions from pure passive evolution of a delayedchodels with dif-
ferent formation redshifts. The median ages derived forsannple
(tw ~ 1.2 Gyr) are consistent with those frdBelli et al. (2015 at
the same redshift. The ages derived for the senior popuolatald
be explained in terms of passive evolution of the galaxies-st
ied at higher redshifts ifoft et al.(2012); Krogager et al(2013);
van de Sande et a(2013; Whitaker et al.(2013; Onodera et al.
(2015; Mendel et al.(2015 and Barro et al. (2015, suggesting
that at least part of the quiescent populatiorzat 1.5 does not
restart the star formation once they are quenched. Howéver,
number density of old (age 2 Gyr) MQGs is small and the av-
erage properties of MQGs at~ 1.2 are dominated by galaxies
with age< 2 Gyr.

The observed properties ok 1 galaxies are not fully consis-
tent with a pure passive evolution of our sample of MQGzs-al..2.

If the mature population evolved passively, they would higype-

cal ages consistent with those derived for the most masaiesigs
(log (M/M;) ~ 11.3) of theChoi et al.(2014) sample az < 1. How-
ever, the median mass of the mature population 18.4, meaning
that they should grow by almost 0.9 dex in mass in 3-5 Gyr to
be consistent witlChoi et al.(2014) results. Recent works suggest
that galaxies can increase their mass by a facterdtlue to resid-
ual SFR (e.gPérez-Gonzalez et al. 200Bumagalli et al. 201yor

via major mergersShankar et al. 2095 which is not enough to
account for this mass discrepancy. The masses of the separ p
lation (log{M)/M)=10.7) would be consistent with the less mas-
sive or intermediate mass sampleGifoi et al.(2014), suggesting
that they could be the progenitors nf< 1 MQGs. In this case,
some level of rejuvenation should take place sincel.2, in the
form of residual star formation or via mergers of senior are m
ture (or even star forming) galaxies, in order to recondike ages
of our sample with those fronthoi et al.(2014). For example,

~ 50% of the total mass should be formed in a burst @.5 Gyr

to make the ages of our senior galaxigg=2.6 atz=1.06) con-
sistent with the ages observed B¥oi et al.(2014 (ty=2.5 Gyr

at z=0.6) for the intermediate mass population. The resulting to
tal mass would be log (M1,)=11.0, also consistent with the val-
ues observed bghoi et al.(2014). SFH with longer star formation
episodes > 400 Myr) could also help alleviating the discrepan-
cies. The properties of the less massive (logNi¥) ~ 10.7) quies-
cent galaxies at < 1 from Choi et al.(2014) cannot be explained
in terms of purely passive evolution of quiescent galaxid¢sgher-

z, suggesting that the less massive population is still fogstars
atz > 1. However, the lack of number density considerations com-
plicates the comparison witBhoi et al.(2014), and may explain
some of the discrepancies.

The relatively uniform ages (around 1-2 Gyr) measurexbdt
suggest that the quiescent galaxy population is being lapiy by
the constant addition of recently quenched galaxies,“hew ar-
rivals”, as we mentioned in Seet.1and was already stated in pre-
vious studies (e.dviendel et al. 201p We conclude that the forma-
tion of the red sequence of quiescent galaxies is actuatlyraog
atz = 1.0 — 2.0 (no results are available beyond that redshift). At
these redshifts, the number density of the oldest populéismall
and the population of dead galaxies is dominated by newadsriv
with ages around 1-2 Gyr (or mature galaxies, as defined & thi
work). Only at redshifts below ~ 1, the MQG population is totally
assembled and evolves passively with no significant newtiaddi
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Figure 15. Evolution of the median stellar age of MQGs over the ladt0
Gyr. The results from this work (red stars) are plotted foeéty bins
at their median redshift, the size of the symbols being prtapeal to the
number density. The largest symbol istgt~ 1.2 Gyr, the median age of
our sample. Our results are compared with other ages frotitehature at
different redshifts measured from stacks using SSP mohfeadel et al.
2015 Whitaker et al. 20130nodera et al. 20t5Schiavon et al. 20060r
from individual spectra using-models {Toft et al. 2012 Krogager et al.
2013 van de Sande et al. 201Bedregal et al. 2013Belli et al. 2015. We
also plot the mean luminosity-weighted age for 3 quiescalabges and the
luminosity-weighted age for a galaxy in the process of ghemgderived
in Barro et al(2015. The results fronChoi et al.(2014) at lower redshifts
are divided in 3 mass bins, log(My) ~ 10.7, 11.0, 11.3 from lighter to
darker blue. The grey lines show the age evolution of modéls $FHs
of the form SFR(t}x t/r?xe™V/7, with 7 = 100 Myr and diferent formation
epochs £ = 3.0,2.0,1.4) andr=400 Myr andz; = 2.0. The yellow area
indicates the redshift range studied in this work.

This is in agreement with previous studies supporting aifsogmt
evolution of the number density of MQGs at lower redshiftg:ab
factor of~ 2 fromz ~1.5 down taz ~0.7, epoch at which the bulk of
this population seems to be definitively assembled Dzeddi et al.
2005 Eliche-Moral et al. 2010Davidzon et al. 2013Prieto et al.
2013 Mendel et al. 2015Prieto & Eliche-Moral 2015

4.3.4 Mass and age dependence of the SFH
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4.2 Gyr with median SFR,=60, 110, 230 M yr* and median
7=400, 200, 60 Myr for the senior, intermediate and maturexgala
ies, respectively. This is a direct implication of the gglgxoper-
ties derived for each population and summarized in T&blac-
cording to this scenario, the senior MQGs would have beenddr

in a relatively young Universe in longer and not very inteate
formation episodes, while, on the other hand, the receniiynghed
MQGs atz =1.0-1.5 must have been formed at later times in shorter
and more intense bursts of star formation. We must notidetlbee
are important selectionffiects in these results. The mature popula-
tion must have been formed relatively quickly to be able tergpn
their star formation in less than 1 Gyr (their maximal agedbf¢
inition), meaning that they must present shownalues to satisfy
our quiescent selection criteria. Instead, the senior jadipn does
not present any selection bias, and could, in principleglsiort or
long timescales.

With respect to the SFH divided in mass bins, the age of the
Universe when they were formed was 3.6, 3.4 and 3.1 Gyr for the
less massive, intermediate and most massive galaxiegatdsgy.

The less massive galaxies are forme@.5 Gyr later than the most
massive ones. This flierence in time is larger than our age uncer-
tainties & 0.2 Gyr), supporting that the most massive galaxies were
formed first in time, in agreement with the downsizing scenar
(Cowie et al. 1995 Recent cosmological simulations also predict
that the most massive galaxies form most of the stars befate a
quench earlier with timeZolotov et al. 2015 We derive that the
peak of the SFR occurred af t 3.7, 3.6, 3.4 Gyr with median
SFRn=90, 120, 210 M yr~* and medianr=80, 200, 250 Myr for
the low, intermediate and high mass sub-samples, respbctiv

We compare these results with the scenario proposed in
Thomas et al(2005 2010 for the formation of massive galaxies
based on data in the nearby Univerge 0.06), which estab-
lished that the most massive galaxies (logM) ~ 12) formed
2 Gyr after the Big Bang in relatively short formation timaks
(r ~ 200 Myr), while lower mass galaxies assembled later and
had longer star formation episodes> 1000 Myr). The galax-
ies in our sample are formed2 Gyr earlier than the results from
Thomas et al(2010 suggest. For example, the age of the Uni-
verse at the formation epoch of galaxies with logM) ~ 11 pro-
posed byThomas et al(2010 is ~5 Gyr (z ~ 1.2), while we find
~3 Gyr (z ~ 2). However, a direct comparison witfhomas et al.
(2010 is not straight forward. We recall that we are limiting our
study toz=1.0-1.5, which restricts the latest formation epoch to
tu_form ~ 6.0 Gyr, whileThomas et al(2010 sample considers lo-

To study the dependence of the SFH with mass and age, we dividecal galaxies which could have been formedzat 1. The mass-

our sample in 3 mass bins in log(M,) units: 10.0 — 10.5, 10.5 —
10.8, and 10.8 — 11.5; and also in 3 bindyjn < 1 Gyr, 1 — 2 Gyr,
>2 Gyr (corresponding to the mature, intermediate and sg@oipr
ulations introduced in Secd). We then construct the typical SFH
for each sub-sample using the mediaand SFR.x values. The
SFHs are normalized so that, by integrating them, we reciner

dependence of the star formation timescale foundlagmas et al.
(2010 is not seen in our sample. In contrast, the more massive
galaxies in our sample have typically longethan the less massive
galaxies. Our uncertainties are quite large 0%) and the mass
range analysed in this work is limited to 1.5 orders of magiet
which may be reducing the mass-dependence of the star forma-

median mass of each subsample. We also derive the mean age ofion timescales. But, more importantly, the median SFH$ e

the Universe when the galaxies were formed {3:m). We plot the
results of the SFRp evolution for the three galaxy sub-samples
divided by age and mass in Figui®, and we give the obtained
values in Table.

If we study the SFH of our sample divided in age bins (left
panel of Figurel6), we find that the senior galaxies must have

plot in Figurel6 are strongly fiected by our selection criteria as
we are only considering quiescent galaxies atd < 1.5. This
biases our sample against less massive galaxies with landost
mation episodes (long) which were formed at ~ 1.2 but are still
forming stars at the redshift studied in this work. Theseaxjak
did not have time to become quiescent at the redshift stuatied

been formed, on average, when the Universe was only 2 Gyr old, therefore are not included in our sample. This biases theagee

while the intermediate and mature galaxies are formed when t
Universe was 3.4 and 4.1 Gyr old, respectively. The age dfithie
verse when the galaxies had their maximum SFR is 2.3, 3.6,
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7 towards lower values. The number density of quiescent gedax
with log(M/M;)=10.0 — 10.5 is 10 times larger at< 1 than at
z=1.0- 1.5, meaning that this is an important selectidieet.
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Figure 16. Average SFHs (SFR versus time) for our sample of MQGs dividélage binsleft pane) and 3 mass bingight pane). The yellow shaded area

indicates the redshift studied in this work.

tu—form T SFRnax
Age bins [Gyr]  [Myr] [Moyr ]
tv < 1.0 Gyr 4.1 60 230
tv =1.0-2.0Gyr 3.4 200 110
tv > 2.0 Gyr 1.9 400 60
Mass bins
log(M/Mg) = 10.0 - 10.5 3.6 80 90
log(M/M) = 10.5 - 10.8 3.4 200 120
log(M/Mg) =10.8-11.5 3.1 250 210

Table 7. Median SFH of MQGs at 1.@ z < 1.5 divided in 3y bins and 3
mass bins. We show the age of the Universe when the galaxiesfarened
(tu-rform), the star formation timescale)(and the maximal SFR (SKRx)

for each subsample.

5 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have analysed the SFH of 104 MQGs
(log(M/M;) > 10.0) atz = 1.0-1.5. They were selected on the basis
of their location in the quiescent region of ti&/ Jdiagram (and no
IR detection) or imposing a cut in the specific star formatiate,
sSFR< 0.2 Gyr'. We constructed the best possible SEDs by com-
bining SHARDS spectro-photometric data, HBIFC3 G102 and
G141 grisms, and multi wavelength ancillary data form thinRa
bow database. The SEDs were compared to delayed expofhential
declining stellar population models and a Monte Carlo atgor
was used to characterize in detail the uncertainties anihtieeent
degeneracies in this kind of study.

Our main conclusions are:

e The combined use of SHARDS and WHEIST grism data rep-
resents a significant improvement in the study of MQGs=4t0-
1.5. These data allowed to characterize and even break elegen
cies in some cases. Fer50% of our sample, we obtained a single
solution in our analysis of the stellar population propeesti

e Two spectral features, tHdg,y and D4000 indices, were found
to be very useful to disentangle between the SED-fitting dege
cies in the other half of the sample. The spectral resolufaine

in ~ 30% of the cases where more than one model is consistent
with the data.

e The MQGs atz = 1.0 — 1.5 present a wide range of proper-
ties, which are correlated between them. We divide our sampl
in 3 sub-populations based on their mass-weighted agesir&lat
galaxies present agég < 1 Gyr, intermediate objects hatig= 1-

2 Gyr, and senior galaxies are the oldest systeijs;y 2 Gyr.

We find that mature galaxies have, on average, relativelyt sho
timescales(r)=6052° Myr, smaller masses, log{1)/M)=10.427,

and large dust attenuationsf,)=0.81 mag. The senior pop-
ulation has longer star formation timescalés)=40G3 Myr,
larger masses, l0g(1)/M.)=10.7%2 and lower dust attenuations,
(A)=0.4% mag. The intermediate population has transitional prop-
erties: (fw)=1.417 Gyr, (1)=20G° Myr, (A,)=0.82% mag and
log((M)/M)=10.558.

e The global population of MQGs at4.0 — 1.5 is dominated by
new arrivals; 85% of the sample is younger than 2 Gyr (in mass-
weighted age). The progenitors of MQGs atlz0 — 1.5 started to
form significant numbers of stars only after 2.

e The existence of such fiierent populations has been tested by
the measurement of spectral indicédg(y and D4000) on the
stacked data of each population. The indices values aréstents
with those predicted by the tracks of the stellar populatiood-

els with the average properties of each population, thuirooing

that the derived properties are real and not a consequenite of
degeneracies present in the SED-fitting.

e TheUV Jcolour-colour diagram segregates very well best-fitting
properties such asor sSFRep. The UV J-selected galaxies have
short star formation timescales ¢ 60 Myr) and low SSFRep

(< 10* Gyrt). By complementing the MQGs with galaxies lo-
cated outside thglV J passive region but with sSSER < 0.2Gyr?,

we recover massive galaxies (log,) ~ 10.7) with old popula-
tions fv ~ 1.2 Gyr) and longer star formation timescales-(250
Myr).

e Analysing the derived SFHs, we studied the evolution of thR S
and mass as a function of time. We find that the tracks pratitzye
our SFHs are consistent with the slope and even the locatithreo
MS of star-forming galaxies at> 1.0.

e According to the SFHSs that we derive, all the MQGs of our sam-
ple were LIRGs in the past, and about half of the sample went

SHARDS and grism data allowed us to break these degeneracieshrough an intense and short ULIRG phase. The typical tineatsp
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APPENDIX A: IMPACT OF THE ASSUMED STAR
FORMATION HISTORY PARAMETERIZATION

In the following Appendix we discuss the repercussion of our

methodology in the presented results. One of the main liroita
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Figure Al. Mass-weighted stellar ages derived withmodels (used
throughout the paper) versus the ages derived from SSP sadde black
thick line is the one to one relation, while the dotted linearkthe separa-
tion between the dlierent populations according to their ages (see Section
4.1). There is a good agreement between the two ages, with a meslia
ative error of 13% and noftset. Galaxies which are classified as mature,
intermediate or senior with each of the two age values argliglged in
blue, green and red, respectively.

of the work presented in this paper is the assumption of ot &
rameterization in the form of a single-burst delayed exptiafly
declining function. Another possible issue is tigeet of surviving
degeneracies in our results (after considering the arsalhzsied on
indices and IR emission presented in S82.)

Our results are notféected when the most significant solu-
tions are chosen (the ones with the highest probabilityeriMionte
Carlo simulations) instead of selecting the primary soluiwith
the procedure explained in S&8. In fact, only 12% of the pri-
mary solutions are not the most significant ones. The ladjést-
ences between the primary solutions and the most signifoses
in terms of the average properties of the MQGs correspondeto t
senior population. The most significant solutions favoreolthe-
dian ages((tu ) ~ 2.9 Gyr versus 2.6 Gyr), longer star formation
timescales{¢) ~ 500 Myr versus 400 Myr) and lower dust atten-
uations ( A, ) ~ 0.3 mag versus 0.4 mag). For the mature and
intermediate populations, the average properties renmaihanged
when using the most significant solution.

We have also tested théect of using SSP models instead of
delayed exponentially declining models as done in severpérs
in the literature (e.gSchiavon et al. 20Q6Whitaker et al. 2013
Onodera et al. 2015Vendel et al. 201p In Figure A1 we show
the comparison between the mass-weighted ages obtaineduwvit
fiducial delayedr-models and the ages obtained with SSP models.
The degeneracies are not so significant for the SSP modetn(gi
thatr is a fixed parameter) and therefore we compare the SSP ages
coming from the most significant cluster of solutions. In gye,
there is a good agreement between the two ages, with a median
relative diference between the two methods of 13% and fiwed
(medianAt=0.0). The fraction of mature, intermediate and senior
galaxies are 39, 45 and 15%, respectively, very similar édfitiac-
tions considered throughout the paper (37, 48 and 15%). i#awe
these are not exactly the same galaxies in each case. Wighighl
FigureAl the galaxies that belong to each population determined
with either of the two methods. The percentage of maturexgada
which are considered mature with each of the two methods%s 80
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Figure A2. Upper left: Stellar population models with the average properties efrttature population (dark blue) and the senior populati@rk(ded)
normalized to one solar mass. Théfeiience in luminosity for the two models is evident (a factb®.6) and reflects the stronger emission of the younger
stars. We also show two models which are the combinationeo$émior plus the mature population foffdrent mass fractions (light blue represents 20-80%
of the mass formed in the senior-mature burst, orange i9086-& the mass formed in each burst). The two composite madelsormalized between 0.9 and
3 um rest-frame to account for the same mass as the mature nitwestacked photometric data for the mature populationogal as white circles (black
histogram for the grism data) and the grey shadow represieat&r- errors.Middle left: Flux ratio of the composite stellar population models wigspect

to the mature model at SHARDS resolution~®0). Different colours representffirent mass fractions, as shown in the legend. The SFHs anashdhe
lower left with the same colour code. The dark and light grey shadowedsarepresent 1 andr2average errors for the mature stack flux, respectively. At
most, 20% (30%) of the mass could have been formed in a pretiorst (3 Gyr before) and be hidden in our mature stack withi20-) errors. On theight,

we do the same exercise, but now considering a compositargpelpulation combining the mature (dark blue) plus therimiediate (dark green) average
properties. In this case, the intermediate model emissionmparable to the mature one, meaning that less than 5% ofdks could have been formetl.4

Gyr ago in a relatively long burst (~ 200 Myr) and be hidden in our mature stack within érrors.

72% for the intermediate, and 62% for the senior populafidre old stellar population with short timescale (50 Myr) and éh8g
dust attenuation distribution obtained with the SSP mocdedem- of visual attenuation. We have then calculated how muchastel
bles that obtained with-models. Regarding metallicities, the SSP  mass formed in a previous burst could be hidden in the forrmof a
models favor sub-solar metallicity-(50% of the sample), while older stellar population. For these older stars, we havenasd a
only 23% of the galaxies are fitted with sub-solar metalksitwith 3 Gyr old burst and a timescale of 400 Myr. This means that we
the -models. Although the ages, dust attenuations and fraction are checking whether one of our senior galaxies could hgperex
obtained with SSP or-models are comparable, we want to remark enced a recent burst 1 Gyr ago overshining a significant ahaun
that the goodness of the SED-fitting, based on visual ingpeds the older stars. The test points out that a 3 Gyr old burstataony
better when using-models. for 20% of the total stellar mass of our galaxies would cdotie
Another important assumption to take into account is that we to the total SED with fluxes within the typical photometricarof
have only considered one star formation burst model in oaf-an  the stack (8%). A larger fraction of mass formed in an oldesbu
ysis. This may be a too simplified parameterization of the $FH is incompatible with the stack for the mature populatiorcsiwe
of real galaxies. A multiple-burst model is probably moralisgic would be able to measure distinctive colours and absorpiitines
for massive galaxies. We have performed a test to check wheth within our uncertainties. This is shown in the left paneld-@fure
more complex SFHs could reproduce the SEDs of our sample. In A2. We have done the same exercise considering a burst taking
this test, we have started with the stack for the mature ojoul of place 1.4 Gyr earlier withr = 200 Myr, corresponding to the av-
massive quiescent galaxieszat 1.0 — 1.5, best fitted by a 0.8 Gyr erage properties of the intermediate population. Less Hiarof

MNRAS 000, 1-26 (2015)



26 Helena Dominguez Sanchez et al.

the mass formed in such a burst could be hidden in the stack of
our mature population within errors (right panels of Fig&®).
Therefore, we conclude that the mature stack is dominatettidoy
younger stellar population and that the contribution framo&der
population could account at most for 20% (30%) of the mass-at 1
level (2r). On the other hand, if we consider the stack for the se-
nior population, the contribution of a young burst (0.8 Gyguld
become comparable to the older population for a fraction asn

of ~1%. This is due to the stronger emission of the younger stars,
which shield the older stellar population for small massticns.
This confirms that the contribution of a younger burst to thitalt
mass of the senior population is negligible and that we atteaty
observing galaxies formed more than 2 Gyr ago.

Analyzing our SEDs in terms of more complicated SFHs (in-
cluding several or extended bursts for which delayed dsorga
exponentials would be a poor fit) would imply significantly r@o
complex degeneracies. This task is far beyond the scopésgidh
per, which we have based on the typical parameterizatiod imse
the literature (SSPs, exponentials) and a discussion d@heub-
bustness of the derived ages and timescales. We delay thesdis
sion about extended SFHs for future papers.

MNRAS 000, 1-26 (2015)



	1 Introduction
	2 Data and Sample selection
	2.1 Data
	2.2 Selection of quiescent galaxies

	3 Methodology to determine the Star Formation Histories of Massive Quiescent Galaxies
	3.1 SED-fitting
	3.2 Estimating uncertainties and analysing degeneracies with a Monte Carlo algorithm
	3.3 Using spectral indices and IR detections to break degeneracies

	4 Analysis of The Star Formation Histories of Massive Quiescent Galaxies
	4.1 Statistical properties of the stellar populations of MQGs
	4.2 Dissecting the UVJ diagram: distribution of stellar population properties
	4.3 Tracing back the SFHs of MQGs: clues about their past

	5 Summary and conclusions
	A Impact of the assumed Star Formation history parameterization

