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Abstract

The relation between the Star Formation Rate (SFR) an@stelss (M) of galaxies represents a fundamental constraint
on galaxy formation, and has been studied extensively lathservations and cosmological hydrodynamic simulations
However, the observed amplitude of the star formation ratellar mass relation has not been successfully reprodoced
simulations, indicating either that the halo accretionidrisand baryonic physics are poorly understood/modeletair
observations contain biases. In this paper, we examinevifiation of the SFR M, relation ofz ~ 1 — 4 galaxies and
display the inconsistency between observed relationateatbtained using different techniques. We employ cosgrolo
ical hydrodynamic simulations from various groups whick amed to reproduce a range of observables and compare
these with a range of observed SHR, relations. We find that numerical results are consisterit aliservations that use
Spectral Energy Distribution (SED) techniques to estinsée formation rates, dust corrections and stellar masyes.
the contrary, simulations are not able to reproduce rethdtsvere obtained by combining only UV and IR luminosities
(UV+IR). These imply SFRs at a fixed stellar mass that arestaagmost by a factor of 5 than those of SED measure-
ments forz ~ 1.5 - 4. Forz < 1.5, the results from simulations, SED fitting techniques @R#dUV conversion agree
well. We find that surveys that preferably select star fogrgalaxies (e.g. by adopting Lyman-break or blue selection)
typically predict a larger median/average star formatate at a fixed stellar mass especially for high mass objedts, w
respect to mass selected samples and hydrodynamic siomgakurthermore, we find remarkable agreement between
the numerical results from various authors who have emplaljfferent cosmological codes and run simulations with
different resolutions. This is interesting for two reasofiy simulations can produce realistic populations of gedax
within representative cosmological volumes even at nedftimodest resolutions. B) It is likely that current nunceti
codes that rely on similar subgrid multiphase Inter-StéMadium (ISM) models and are tuned to reproduce statistical
properties of galaxies, produce similar results for the SHR relation by construction, regardless of resolution, box

size and, to some extent, the adopted feedback prescsption
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1 Introduction

Numerous studies have demonstrated a correlation between
galaxy star formation rates and stellar masses at redshifts
z~ 1-4. These studies have employed a range of different
observing strategies to sample the galaxy population as com
pletely as possible (Noeske et al. 2007; Elbaz et al. 2007;
Daddi et al. 2007; Drory & Alvarez 2008; Kajisawa et al.
2010; Karim et al. 2011; Bauer et al. 2011; Gilbank et al.
2011; Reddy et al. 2012; Bouwens et al. 2012; Heinis et al.
2014; Koyama et al. 2013; Guo et al. 2013; de Barros et al.
2014; Speagle et al. 2014). Galaxies in different survegs an
redshifts are usually selected using different technicunes
wavelengths. Some examples of selecting galaxies in the lit
erature are:

*kata@das.uchile.cl

1. Lyman-break selection: in the absence of dust extinc-

tion, star forming galaxies have a flat continuum at rest
frame ultraviolet wavelengths. However, blueward of
the Lyman break (rest-frame 912 A), photoelectric ab-
sorption by galactic or extragalactic sources of neutral
hydrogen sharply cuts the emitted spectrum. High red-
shift sources can be selected using this spectral break.
This method has been extensively used to construct
samples of galaxies at different epochs and study their
Star Formation Rate-Stellar Mass (SFR-Melation
(Reddy et al. 2012; Bouwens et al. 2012; Heinis et al.
2014; de Barros et al. 2014). An important drawback
of this technique is that it is only capable of selecting
objects with young ages, high star formation rates
and low dust content (i.e star forming galaxies). Only
these objects are able to produce a large amount of UV
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light which is not absorbed by dust. This makes theobserved galaxies. The most common techniques are:
Lyman-break technique insensitive to galaxies that are
dust-reddened or contain evolved stellar populations. 1) Conversion of IR+UV luminosities to SFRs;
2) SED fitting (e.g. Bruzual & Charlot 2003) to a range of
2. Ha selection: in this case, galaxies are selected by theiwavelengths to obtain dust corrections and/or SFRs.
emission in the K line (rest-frame 6563 A), which is
correlated with star formation. Various authors haveBoth techniques have their advantages and shortcom-
constructed kit selected samples to study the evolutionings. However, the second question that arises is: Do the two
of the cosmic star formation rate density and SFR. above different methods produce SHR, relations that
relation (e.g. Sobral et al. 2013; Koyama et al. 2013;are consistent with each other? Interestingly, Kajisaval. et
de los Reyes et al. 2015). (2010) and Bauer et al. (2011) demonstrated that the above
different techniques produce different SHR, relations
3. K-band selection: The K-luminosity of galaxies mea-for the same sample of galaxies at high redshifts. When
sures mass in old stars and therefore is a robust estthe authors used the conversion of IR and UV luminosities,
mator of galaxy stellar mass (Broadhurst et al. 1992jnstead of SED fitting, to estimate dust corrections, they
Brinchmann & Ellis 2000). In this case, galaxies are se-obtained higher values of SFR at a fixed stellar mass. In
lected by their luminosity in this band and then the red-addition, Utomo et al. (2014) claimed that the UV and
shift is estimated using Spectral Energy DistributionIR luminosities overestimate SFRs compared to the SED
(SED) fitting (Drory & Alvarez 2008). However, the K- SFRs by more than 1 dex for galaxies with Specific SFR
band magnitude limit of surveys can restrict the stellar(sSFR = SFR/M,), log(SSFR)< —-10yr~1. However, for
mass distribution at the low mass end. This is one of theghe young highest star-forming galaxies in their sample the
drawbacks of a magnitude-limited survey (Reddy et al.two methods to derive the SFRs were found broadly con-
2012). Drory et al. (2005) showed that galaxies cansistent. Similar results were supported by Fumagalli et al.
also be selected by mass using I-band, yielding masg014). Boquien et al. (2014) argued that SFRs obtained
functions that are consistent with K-band selection. from modeling that takes into account only FUV and U
bands are overestimated. Finally, Hayward et al. (2014)
Besides the above selection methods that are typically usetbted that the SFRs obtained from IR luminosities (e.g.
to construct parent samples of galaxies, observers adopt fuNoeske et al. 2007; Daddi et al. 2007) can be artificially
ther selection criteria to create a sub-population withi@ t high. Despite the fact that SED fitting techniques imply
initial sample with the desired properties and exclude otheSFR-M, relations that are inconsistent with results that
objects. For example, color cuts (e.g. BzK or U-V vs V-K) rely solely on IR+UV-SFR conversions, it is quite common
can be applied to the parent sample of galaxies (e.g. a Kfor compilation studies to combine SFR{Mthat were
selected parent sample), so that only star forming objeets a obtained employing different methods (e.g. Behroozi et al.
included (Daddi et al. 2007; Guo et al. 2013). In addition, it2013). In Table 1 we present a summary of the different
is typical to separate galaxies between red-dead and bluebservations used for this work. We include the technique,
star forming galaxies. Elbaz et al. (2007) used the restdra sample selection, mass limit and area of sky covered. We
colour-magnitude diagram (g-band centered at 4825 A) tavill make a brief comparison between these to investigate if
separate between the two populations and excluded the relere is a tension between the relations reported by differe
objects. This selection is used to reject possible contamin authors atz ~ 1 - 4. However, we will mostly focus on
tions from emission line objects whose emission is not due tthe SFR-M, relations that simulations produce and how
star-formation and typically excludes passive or highlyr st different they are from observations.
forming systems with large contents of dust. In contrast to Motivated by its importance in understanding galaxy evo-
the above methods, stellar mass selection includes, lsesidkrition, a number of authors (e.g. Davé 2008; Dutton et al.
Star Forming Galaxies (SFGs), objects with high contents 02010; Finlator et al. 2011; Dayal & Ferrara 2012; Kannan
dust and/or high stellar masses (Kajisawa et al. 2010; Karinet al. 2014; Sparre et al. 2015; Furlong et al. 2015; Katsiani
etal. 2011; Bauer et al. 2011). etal. 2015) have used hydrodynamic and semi-analytic mod-
The first question that arises is: Do samples of galaxies thatls to predictthe SFRM, relation and its evolution. Numer-
were obtained using different selection criteria and waveical results (e.g. Davé 2008) predict a steeper relatian th
lengths produce SFRM , relations that provide similar con- is found in observations. For example, the SIMR, rela-
strains for models and theory? A comparison between diftion presented by Kannan et al. (2014) provides good agree-
ferent redshift resultsz(~ 4 — 7) would suggest that the ob- ment with the observed relation of Kajisawa et al. (2010) for
served SFRM, relation could be significantly affected by z~ 3. On the other hand, for redshift~ 2.2 the simulated
the technique used to sample the galaxies (Katsianis et ajalaxies have a star formation rate that is only half as large
2015). as observed. Katsianis et al. (2015) reported a discrepancy
In addition, different authors use different methodsbetween the simulated SFRI, relation and the observed
to obtain the intrinsic SFRs and dust corrections of therelations of Bouwens et al. (2012) and Heinis et al. (2014)
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Table 1 Summary of the different observations used for this work.

Publication Redshift Technique to obtain Parent sample theuselection- Original IMF
SFR-dust corrections Wavelength/technique Final sample
Noeske et al. (2007) 0.8,1.0 EL+IR Optical Main Sequenc&-SF Kroupa (2001)
Elbaz et al. (2007) 1.0 UV+IR UV+optical Blue-SFG Kroupa Q20
Daddi et al. (2007 2.0 UV+IR K-band BzK-SFG Salpeter (1955)
Drory & Alvarez (2008) 2.6-3.8 SED(2800M)sep 2 I-band None-Mag limited Salpeter (1955)
Magdis et al. (2010) 3.0 UV+IR Optical LBG Salpeter (1955)
Kajisawa et al. (2010) 0.75-3.0 SED(ZSOOA)-E(B%@HR K-band Mass Salpeter (1955)
Kajisawa et al. (2016) 0.75-3.0 IR+UV K-band Mass Salpeter (1955)
Karim et al. (2011) 0.8-3 Radio Optical Mass Chabrier (2003)
Bauer et al. (2011) 1.75-2.75  SED(2800 B)/slopesep® Multi-wavelength Mass Salpeter (1955)
Bauer et al. (2013 1.75-2.75 IR+UV Multi-wavelength only 2dmdetected  Salpeter (1955)
Reddy et al. (2012) 2.0 UV+IR UV-LBG LBG, Malmquist bias  Seler (1955)
Reddy et al. (2013) 2.0 UV+IR UV-LBG LBG, bias corrected  Salpeter (1955)
Bouwens et al. (2012) 3.8 UV-UVslope UV-LBG LBG Salpeter%5)
Kashino et al. (2013) 15 UV Optical Bzk-SFG Salpeter (1955)
Behroozi et al. (2013) 0-4 Comp Comp Comp Chabrier (2003)
Bauer et al. (2013) Local &+Balmer decrement Multi-wavelength Mass Chabrier (2003)
Koyama et al. (2013) 0.8,2.2 HGarn & Best (2010) et Ha Salpeter (1955)
Guo et al. (2013) 0.7 UV+IR Multi-wavelength U-Vvs V-k-SFG  h@abrier (2003)
Heinis et al. (2014) 15,3.0,4.0 UV+IR UV-LBG LBG Chabri@003)
Whitaker et al. (2014) 0.5-2.5 UV+IR NIR U-V vs V-J -SFG Chieor(2003)
de Barros et al. (2014) 3.0,4.0 SERep ¢ UV-LBG LBG Salpeter (1955)
de los Reyes et al. (2015) 0.8 atAsep © Ha Ha Chabrier (2003)
Salmon et al. (2015) 4.0 SEBsep | Multi-wavelength None Salpeter (1955)
Tomczak et al. (2016) 0.8-4.0 UV+IR Multi-wavelength Mass haBrier (2003)

Notes: Column 1, publication reference of the observed SWR relation; column 2, redshift used; column 3, technique
and type of luminosity used to obtain the intrinsic SFR anst dorrections. These are: Emission lines (EL), Infrar& (I
luminosity, Ultra-Violet (UV) luminosity, Spectral Eneydpistribution (SED) and radio luminosity. We include ther@o
pilation (Comp) of studies presented in Behroozi et al. @Ptolumn 4, parent sample selection method/wavelength;
column 5, final sample selection method. These are: Star&mmGalaxy (SFG), mass,dHand Lyman Break Galaxy
(LBG) selection; column 6, mass limit of the observatiomdumn 7, area covered by the surveydey?; column 8, orig-

inal IMF adopted. We present the relations suggested byutiees corrected to a Chabrier (2003) IMF when necessary
(this conversion does not significantly affect the relagigiven since a similar change to SFR angd islused) along with
results from cosmological hydrodynamic simulations inuf@2 ¢ ~ 3.1 andz ~ 3.8), Figure 3 £~ 2.2 andz ~ 2.6),
Figure 4 ¢ ~ 2.0 andz ~ 1.5) and Figure 5~ 0.8 — 1.15). 1) Daddi et al. (2007) used a fraction of the GOODS-N and
GOODS-S fields, but did not report an exact area. 2) These\ddigns are for the same sample of galaxies of the original
work but adopt different methods for the determination d¢filisic SFRs and dust corrections. 3) This set of obsematio
is corrected for the effects of the Malmquist bias.

a) SFRs from rest-frame UV (2800 A) which was calculated ftbm galaxy SEDs (U, B, g, R, |, 834 nm, z, j and K
bands). Dust corrections using the extinction curve of €l£1997).

b) SFRs from rest-frame UV (2800 A) which was calculated fi®&Ds using multi-band photometry (U, B, V, i, z, J, H,
K, 3.6 um, 4.5um, and 5.8um).

¢) SFRs from Optical AC24s0-band. Dust corrections from UV slope calculated from mudtielength SED-fitting.

d) SFRs from SEDs (B, V, |, z, U, R, J, H and K bands)+the efféctedular emission lines. Dust corrections using the

extinction curve of Calzetti et al. (2000).
e) SFR from hr luminosity. Dust corrections from the SEDs of galaxies at-feame UV and optical bands.

f) SFRs from SEDs (B, V, i, I, z, Y, J, JH and H bands). Dust cctions using Pei (1992) and the extinction curve of

Calzetti et al. (2000).

atz ~ 4. On the other hand, good agreement was found bethe authors are broadly in agreement with the relation given
tween numerical results and the observations of Drory &y the compilation of observations used by Behroozi et al.
Alvarez (2008) and de Barros et al. (2014). More recently(2013). However, the normalization of the simulated relati
Sparre et al. (2015) used high resolution simulations to inis significantly lower than the observational constrairits a

vestigate the SFRM, relation for redshiftz ~ 0 — 4 as part
of the lllustris project (Genel et al. 2014). At 4 andz ~ 0,
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z~ 1 andz ~ 2. In addition, the simulated relation is steeper
than observed at all redshifts. In another study, Furlorad et
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(2015) showed agreement between simulated and observsimulated relationships. We also study the effects of metal

specific SFR - stellar mass relationsat 0 using high res-  cooling. We do not explore the broadest possible range of

olution simulations from the EAGLE project (Schaye et al. simulations, but concentrate on the simulations that can de

2015). However, once again, the observed relations have scribe the higle star formation rate function and galaxy

significantly higher normalization @&~ 1 andz~ 2. The stellar mass function. We performed resolution tests for

tension between observations and simulations, espeeiglly high redshiftsZ ~ 4 — 7) in the appendix of Katsianis et al.

intermediate redshifts, implies either that the currentlel®  (2015) and showed that our results converge for objects with

of galaxy evolution are incomplete or that observations ardog;, < (M./Mg) > 8.5. In Table 2 we summarise the main

being misinterpreted. parameters of the cosmological simulations performed for
This paper is the third of a series, in which we seek tothis work.

study a range of models for galaxy formation in hydrody-

namical simulations through comparisons with observation

of SFR and stellar mass across cosmic time. In the first pa2-1 SNe feedback

per (Tescari et al. 2014) we constrained and compared OWf/e investigate the effect of three different galactic winds
hydrodynamic simulations with observations of the cosmicschemes in the simulated SFR, relation. We use the
star formation rate density and Star Formation Rate Fumctiojmplementation of galactic winds of Springel & Hern-

(SFRF) atz~ 4-7. In the second paper (Katsianis et al. quist (2003). We assume the wind mass loading fagter
2015) we demonstrated that the same cosmological hydray,,/M, = 2 and a fixed wind velocity, = 450 km/s. In

dynamic simulations reproduce the observed Galaxy Stellagddition, we explore the effects of variable winds. We use
Mass Function (GSMF) and SF, relation for the same 3 momentum driven wind model in which the velocity of
redshift interval. In this work, we extend the analysis pre-the winds is proportional to the circular velocity,. of the
sented in Katsianis et al. (2015) downze- 1, and criti-  galaxy:

cally address the comparison of SHR,. relations with ob-

servations obtained by using different analysis techréque GMhalo

In section 2 we briefly summarize our numerical methodol- Viw =2 \ = 2 Voirc (1)
ogy. In section 3 we compare our results with the simulatedand the loading facto
SFR-M, relations from different groups and demostrate the '
excellent consistency between numerical results from vari 0= 2x 450 kmy's

ous projects (e.g. RGUs, lllustris, EAGLE). In section 4 Vo @)

we present the evolution of the SFNI, relation alongside . . . _
P * 9 where Mo is the halo mass anbgg is the radius within

observations from different groups that used differenihtec hich a density 200 i h density of the Uni
nigues to obtain their results. We draw our conclusions invhich a density Imes the mean density of tne Lniverse

section 5. In Appendix A we discuss how the uncertainty ofat rgdshif_tz is enclosed (Barai et al. 20.13)' Fgrthermore,

the observed SFRM, relation has affected the comparison we investigate the effect of the energy driven winds used by

with simulations in the past Puchwein & Springel (2013). In this case the loading factor
' is

3)

N 450 knys\”
2 Simulations n=2x (—m/s) ,

In this work we use the set dfustraliaN GADGET-3 early Y
Universe Smulations (ANGUS) described in Tescari et al. While iy = 2 X Vgirc.
(2014}. We run these simulations using the hydrodynamic
codeP-GADGET3(XXL). We assume a flat cold dark mat-
ter (\CDM) model withQom = 0.272, Q0 = 0.0456,0, = 22 AGN feedback
0.728,ns = 0.963,Hy = 704 km s Mpc™ (i.e.h = 0.704)  In our scheme for Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN) feedback,
and og = 0.809. Our configurations have box site=24  when a dark matter halo reaches a mass above a given
Mpc/h, initial mass of the gas particlesdds = 7.32x 10°  mass threshold M = 2.9 x 10'° M/h for the first time, it
Mo /h and a total number of particles equal tox 288°. Al is seeded with a central Super-Massive Black Hole (SMBH)
the simulations start &= 60 and were stopped at= 0.8. of mass Meeq= 5.8 x 10° M /h (provided it contains a min-
For this work we use a Chabrier (2003) Initial Mass Functionimum mass fraction in star, = 2.0 x 10~%). Each SMBH
(IMF) for all configurations. will then increase its mass by accreting local gas from a max-
We explore different feedback prescriptions, in order toimum accretion radiu®,. = 200 kpch. In this scheme we
understand the origin of the difference between observed arallow the presence of a black hole in low mass halos, and
at early times. The AGN feedback prescription that we use
1The features of our code are extensively described in Tiesta combined with efficient Win(.js is successful at reprOdUCin.g
(2014) and Katsianis et al. (2015), therefore we refer tizelee to those the observed SFRF (Tescari et al. 2014) and GSMF (Katsia-
papers for additional information. nis et al. 2015) for redshifts 4 z < 7.
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Table 2 Summary of the different runs used in this work.

Run IMF Box Size Not Mpwm Mgas Comoving Softening Feedback
[Mpc/h] [Me/h] [Me/h] [kpc/h]

Ch24_eA_CsW Chabrier 24 X% 288 3.64x10° 7.32x1C° 4.0 Early AGN+ Constant strong Winds

Ch24_eA nW Chabrier 24 %288 3.64x10° 7.32x1(P 4.0 Early AGN+ no Winds

Ch24_NF Chabrier 24 %288 3.64x10° 7.32x 10° 4.0 No Feedback

Ch24_eA_MDW?2 Chabrier 24 %288 3.64x10° 7.32x 10° 4.0 Early AGN+

Momentum-Driven Winds
Ch24_eA_ EDWP Chabrier 24 %288 3.64x10" 7.32x10° 4.0 Early AGN+
Energy-Driven Winds

Ch24 Zc_eA CsWE  Chabrier 24 %288 3.64x10° 7.32x 10° 4.0 Early AGN+ Constant strong Winds
Metal cooling

Ch24_Zc_eA.EDW°  Chabrier 24 %288 3.64x10° 7.32x 10° 4.0 Early AGN+ Energy-Driven Winds
Metal cooling

Notes: Column 1, run name; column 2, Initial Mass Fu

nction (IMF) sép; column 3, box size in comoving Mpg¢/

column 4, total number of particles (& = Ngas + Npm); column 5, mass of the dark matter particles; column 6ighit
mass of the gas particles; column 7, Plummer-equivalentogorg gravitational softening length; column 8, type of
feedback implemented. See section 2 and Tescari et al. J20rrhore details on the parameters used for the different
feedback recipesaj: in this simulation we adopt variable momentum-driveragét winds (Subection 2.1)b): in this
simulation we adopt variable energy-driven galactic wifisbsection 2.1).dj: in these simulations the effect of metal-
line cooling is included (Subsection 2.3). For all the others we use cooling tables for gas of primordial composition

(H + He).

2.3 Metal cooling

Our code follows the evolution of 11 elements (H, He, C,

Ca, O, Ne, Mg, S, Si and Fe) released from supernovage
(SNla and SNII) and low and intermediate mass stars self-

consistently (Tornatore et al. 2007). Radiative heating an
cooling processes are included following Wiersma et al

(2009). We assume a mean background radiation compose
of the cosmic microwave background and the Haardt &
Madau (2001) ultraviolet/X-ray background from quasars

and galaxies. Contributions to cooling from each one of th

eleven elements mentioned above have been pre-comput

using theCloudyphoto-ionisation code (last described in Fer-
land et al. 2013) for an optically thin gas in (photo)ionisat
equilibrium. In this work we use cooling tables for gas of
primordial composition (H + He) as the reference configura
tion. To test the effect of metal-line cooling, we includanit
two simulations Ch24_Zc_eA_EDW andCh24_Zc_eA_CsW).

3 Comparison between SFR—M , relationsfrom
different simulations

a) Are simulations and theory capable of reproducing the
observed SFRM, relations?

b) Are the results of simulations that are tuned to reproduce
Certain observables consistent with each other?

¢) Cosmological hydrodynamic simulations have been
evolving remarkably in the last decade in terms of resotutio
nd box size. However, numerical modeling of the inter-
sgellar medium (ISM) and star formation physics remained
essentially the same (e.g. stochastic formation of star
articles in a multiphase ISM). Therefore, how differerd ar

he SFR-M, relations found by state-of-the-art simulations

With respect to those found in the past?

a

In Figure 1 we present a comparison between the sim-
ulated median SFRM, relations of our reference model

(Project name: AGUS, black solid line), and those pre-
sented in Dutton et al. (2010, blue dotted line, semi-amalyt
model), Sparre et al. (2015, lllustris, magenta dashed line
and Furlong et al. (2015, EAGLE, red dashed line). For this
analysis we do not include galaxies that have masses lower
than the confidence limit of 0M,, from our simulations.
This is done to make a meaningful comparison with the II-
lustris and EAGLE projects. We see the agreement between

Cosmological hydrodynamic simulations provide a power-different groups is excellent despite the fact that theyduse
ful tool to investigate and predict properties of galaxied a different resolutions and box sizes (in Table 3 we include
their distribution. Recently, the lllustris (Sparre et2015) some details for the runs that were used to produce the sim-
and EAGLE (Furlong et al. 2015) projects have used highulated SFRM, shown in Figure 1). Models that are tuned
resolution simulations and tried to reproduce the observetb reproduce certain observables (egiGUS - cosmic star
SFR-M,. In addition, semi-analytic models have beenformation rate density evolution, EAGLE - GSMF &t 0,
used to reproduce the observed relations at various réslshifDutton et al. (2010) - SFRM, relation atz ~ 0) produce
(Dutton et al. 2010). The main questions that arise are:  similar results for the star formation rate main sequerigs. |
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Figure 1. Median values of the SFRM, relations from different cosmological hydrodynamic siatidns forz ~ 0 — 4. The black line is the median line
through all the points of the scatter plot for our referencedel (Ch24_eA_EDW). The blue dotted line is the median fit of the scatter ploaoted with

the Semi-Analytic Model (SAM) of Dutton et al. (2010). The gemta dashed line is the median line of the scatter plot ptedeby Sparre et al. (2015,
lllustris project). The red dashed line is the median linghef scatter plot presented by Furlong et al. (2015, EAGLEepth We cut our SFR(M) under

our confidence mass limit of 20M, to make a meaningful comparison with the lllustris and EAGdrBjects. There is an excellent agreement between the
results from cosmological hydrodynamic simulations rurdifferent groups. At each redshift, a panel showing ratietsvieen the different simulations and
observations with th€h24_eA_EDW (black solid line) is included.

worth to mention that even under our mass confidence limisimulated objects. In addition, Dutton et al. (2010) sths t
our results are in agreement with Furlong et al. (2015). the SFR-M, relation is generally found to be independent
Davé (2008) usingSADGET-2 (Springel 2005) demon- of feedback, since feedback regulates the outflow rate, and
strated that simulations of galaxy formation produce sim-mostly acts to shift galaxies along the SFR sequence, leav-
ilar SFR-M, relations, to a large extent independently of ing the zero point of the relation invariant. We display the e
modeling details (e.g feedback prescriptions). According cellent agreement between the SHR, relations found in
the authors, this is a generic consequence of smooth ardifferent cosmological hydrodynamic simulationsN&uUS,
steady cold accretion which dominates the growth of thdllustris, EAGLE) and the semi-analytic results of Dutton
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Table 3 Summary of the different simulated SFRI, relations used for Figure 1.

Publication redshift Box Size Mo Mbm Mgas Comoving Softening Feedback
[Mpc/h] [Mo/h] [Mo/h] [kpc/h]
Ch24_eA EDW (thiswork) 0, 1.15,2.0,3.8 24 2288 3.64x107 7.32x 1(P 4.0 Early AGN+
Energy-Driven Winds
Sparre et al. (2015) 0,1,24 75 x282F 4.41x1CP  8.8710° 0.704 AGN+ Stellar
Vogelsberger et al. (2013)

Furlong et al. (2015) 0,1,2 70.4 21504 6.83*10° 1.27%10° 1.87 AGN+ Stellar

Crain et al. (2015)
Dutton et al. (2010) 0,1,2,4 NA NA NA NA NA Stellar
Semi-analytic Dutton et al. (2010)

Notes: Column 1, publication reference; column 2, redshifts cdesed; column 3, box size of the simulation in comoving
Mpc/h; column 4, number of particles used; column 5, maskeflark matter particles; column 6, initial mass of the gas
particles; column 7, comoving softening length; columne®&dback prescriptions used. The box size and masses of the
dark matter and gas particles are in Mpahd My/h, respectively, rescaled to our adopted cosmoldgy 0.704).

et al. (2010). This strongly suggests that the slope and noand are tuned to reproduce statistical properties of gedaxi
malization of the relation have their origins in fundaménta are “bound” to produce similar results by construction, re-
principles and assumptions commonly adopted in numericajardless of resolution and box size.
codes, while the small differences in feedback prescrgtio  In the following sections we investigate in more detail the
play a negligible role. Our results for the local Universe ar redshift evolution of the simulated SFRI, relations in the
consistent with the relations of other groups, despitedbe f ANGUS project and critically compare the numerical results
that our box size and resolution are not sufficient to rojustl with observations.
probe other properties of galaxieszat 0.

Increasing the resolution provides a description of smalle
masses_and scales. In addition, decreasing_the SOftem_QQEvolution of the SER—M
length will better resolve the feedback mechanisms. Fer thi 71
reason, some authors claim that an exact convergence when
resolution is changed is not to be expected (Schaye et aln Katsianis et al. (2015) we demonstrated that different ob
2015). However, Murante et al. (2015), who used simu-servations of the SFRM, relation are in tension foz ~
lations of disc galaxies (based on the GADGET-3 code)4 - 7. This discrepancy was attributed to the different se-
demonstrated that numerical results are remarkably stablection methods and techniques for the determination of the
against resolution even in runs dedicated to galactic scaleintrinsic SFRs and dust corrections of the observed galax-
For their ISM multiphase model the authors employed dif-ies. In this section we extend that workze- 1 -4, in or-
ferential equations that describe the evolution of a systendler to investigate if observations in this redshift inté e
composed of cold clouds (where stars form) embedded iRlso in tension, and address in more detail how sample se-
hot ambient gas, at unresolved scales (MUPPI). The resuligction and methodology can affect the comparison with cos-
from different runs are stable as resolution is decreased ev mological simulations. We present the SAR, relation ob-
by a factor of 8. In particular, morphology-related quanti-tained from our hydrodynamic simulations along with ob-
ties, such as rotation curves and circularity histograrag; v servations from different groups in Figs. 2~ 3.1 - 3.8),
by less than 10 per cent. The SFR varies approximately b (z~22-26),4 @z~ 15-20)and5¢~ 0.8~ 1.15).In
the same amount. Murante et al. (2015) suggest that reduthe left panels of each figure we show the scatter plots of the
ing the softening in simulations of disk galaxies by a factorSFR-M, relation for our reference mod€&h24 eA EDW
of 6 induces effects related to numerical heating that chang(grey points). The black line is the median line through
their morphologies and central velocities. Doubling thi¢&-so all points of the scatter plot. Our reference model, which
ening parameter results in thicker and less extended disg@mbines a Chabrier IMF, early AGN feedback and vari-
and increases the bulge mass. However, the results for tr&ble energy driven winds, is able to reproduce the observed
integrated properties are not significantly affected. Tére r galaxy stellar mass function, star formation rate function
markable agreement between the simulated SFR, rela-  and cosmic star formation rate density for 1 — 7 galax-
tions presented in Figure 1 suggests that cosmological sinies (Tescari et al. 2014; Katsianis et al. 2015). In the right
ulations are able to produce realistic populations of galaxpanels we compare the median lines of the scatter plots for
ies within representative cosmological volumes, evenlat re all the runs presented in Table 2. The orange vertical line at
tively modest resolutions. Moreover, it is a strong indimat ~ 10° My, is the confidence limit of our simulations and the
that numerical codes that rely on similar multiphase modelgnass limit of most observations for the redshifts considere

in this work.

« relationfrom z ~ 4to
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Figure 2. Left panels: scatter plot of the SFRI, relation for our fiducial rurCh24_eA_EDW (grey points) at redshifts ~ 3.1 and 38. In each panel, the
black solid line is the median line through the points of tbatter plot. Overplotted are the observed galaxy SFER(Mlations from Drory & Alvarez (2008,
I-band selected sample, SFRs(SED) - brown dashed line)diglagal. (2010, Lyman-break selected sample, SFRs(UV+HRjck dotted line), Kajisawa
et al. (2010, mass-selected sample - the dark green staesesp SFRs that were obtained using UV+IR luminositiesleathe blue stars were obtained
using the SED fitting technique), Bouwens et al. (2012, Lysherak selected sample, SFRs(UV+IRX- black triple dot-dashed line), Heinis et al. (2014,
Lyman-break selected sample, SFRs(UV+IR) - orange tripteddshed line), de Barros et al. (2014, Lyman-break ssdezample, SFRs(SED) - blue filled
circles with error bars), Salmon et al. (2015, multi-waneléh derived redshifts, SFRs(SED) - reverse green trianglth error bars) and Tomczak et al.
(2016, mass-selected sample, SFRs(UV+IR) - black opelesivdth error bars). Right panels: median lines of the SMR scatter plots for all the runs of
Table 2. In these panels we do not present the analytic esipressof the observed relations for the sake of clarity.

The scatter plot of the simulated SFR, for our refer-  attenuation effects. Drory & Alvarez (2008) and de Barros
ence model ax ~ 3.8 (top left panel of Figure 2) is consis- etal. (2014) used SED fitting techniques. On the other hand,
tent with the results of the I-band selected sample of Drory &ouwens et al. (2012) and Heinis et al. (2014) estimated the
Alvarez (2008), the Lyman-Break selected sample of de Bardust attenuation effects and SFRs in their sample using the
ros et al. (2014) and the multi-wavelength results of SalmonRX-g relation (Meurer et al. 1999), stacking techniques and
et al. (2015). On the contrary, the SFR, relations ob- the Kennicutt (1998) relation. The tension between the abov
tained by Bouwens et al. (2012) and Heinis et al. (2014)results may be due to the fact that the authors used different
who used the Lyman-Break technique, imply3-5 times  methods to obtain the intrinsic properties of galaxies and/
higher SFRs at a fixed stellar mass. All the above authordue to selection methods. The SHR, given by Tomczak
use various methods to obtain the intrinsic SFRs and dust al. (2016) represents a multi-wavelength sample of galax
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The SFR-M, relation of z~ 1 — 4 galaxies 9

ies, where the SFRs were obtained from converting UV+IR3.1 in the bottom right panel of Figure 2. Theh24_NF
luminosities. The relation implies lower values of SFR at a(no feedback) andCh24_eA nW (early AGN, no winds)
fixed stellar mass than the Lyman break selected sample ofins are almost identical. This means that the effect of our
Heinis et al. (2014) who used UV+IR-SFR conversions asAGN feedback model on the simulated SHR, relation
well. Heinis et al. (2014) discussed the possible impact ofs small. Furthermore, we can compare Bb24_eA_nW
the Lyman-break selection on their retrieved SR, rela- and Ch24_eA CsW (early AGN, constant strong winds) to
tion, and state that their sample may not include a significangain insight into how the constant energy wind model of
number of objects since they preferably select star formingpringel & Hernquist (2003) affects the simulated relation
objects. They point out that their shallow slop€).7, might ~ We see that the star formation rate at fixed mass for ob-
be also caused by the fact that they are selecting galaxigects with stellar mass Igg(M. /M) < 10.0 is lower for
by their UV flux, which does not pick objects with low star the Ch24_eA_CsW run. Above the mass limit of £0M,,
formation rates at fixed stellar mass or dusty massive obthe Ch24_eA MDW (early AGN, momentum-driven winds)
jects. The above would suggest that the differences betweeand Ch24_eA EDW models are consistent with the config-
the results of the two authors could be attributed to the difurations that have no winds. This means that the effect of
ferences of their selection methods. On the other hand, theur variable wind models do not change the slope of the
results of Tomczak et al. (2016) suggest a higher normalizaSFR-M, relation. The only small difference between our
tion than the observations of Salmon et al. (2015). Both auruns is found for objects with lgg(M../My) < 8.5, where
thors used multi-wavelength samples of galaxies but Salmothere are no observations to constrain the results and feed-
et al. (2015) used an SED method to obtain SFRs instead difack is not well resolved. Note that Davé (2008) and Dut-
a UV+IR conversion. As discussed in the introduction it iston et al. (2010) also suggest that runs with different feed-
quite possible that different techniques produce differen  back prescriptions results in similar SFR, relationg. For
sult. Differences between Salmon et al. (2015) and Tomczathis work we use a set of physically plausible cases that can
et al. (2016) maybe can be attributed to the technique usegroduce realistic star formation rate and stellar mass-func
to obtain dust corrections and SFRs. For redghift3.8, our  tions in our simulations (Tescari et al. 2014; Katsianislet a
configurations that combine different feedback schemes re2015). In addition, by comparing theh24_Zc_eA_CsW and
semble each other closely (top right panel of Figure 2). ThisCh24_eA_CsW we see that metal cooling does not signifi-
follows the results of Katsianis et al. (2015), who showedcantly change the simulated SFR, relation. This is due
that different feedback prescriptions result in roughlg th to the fact that when metal cooling is included gas can cool
same SFRM, relation forz~ 4 - 7. more efficiently. As a result the SFR increases and, corre-

At z~ 3.1, our reference modeCh24_eA_EDW, bottom  spondingly, the stellar mass increases moving galaxiesgalo
left panel of Figure 2) is consistent with the the mass sethe SFR-M, relation without affecting it considerably.
lected sample of Kajisawa et al. (2010), and the Lyman- The scatter plot of the simulated SFR, relation for
break selected sample of de Barros et al. (2014). Kajisawaur fiducial model az ~ 2.6 (top left panel of Figure 3) is
et al. (2010) used two different methods to obtain the in-consistent with the results of Drory & Alvarez (2008) and
trinsic SFRs at a fixed stellar mass for the same sample dauer et al. (2011). The open magenta triangles show the
galaxies. In the first case, they used the sum of IR and U\Vedian SFR that relied on adding IR and UV luminosities
light to estimate the observed SFRs for objects that were d§SFRg,yv) for the sample of galaxies of Bauer et al. (2011),
tected having an IR 24m flux (originating from dusty high  which were detected only at 24n. The authors state that, at
star forming galaxies). For the other objects (undetected & > 2.5, the SFRk.uv is greater than the SFR obtained from
24 um) the authors used SED fitting techniques and UV lu-SED and UV light by an average factor of 5. The full mass
minosities. The dark green stars of Figure 2 are obtainedelected sample of Bauer et al. (2011) with dust correction
with this methodology. In the second case, SED fitting tech{aws that rely on SED fitting is almost0dex lower and
nigue and UV luminosities were used for the whole samplén excellent agreement with numerical results (filled red tr
of galaxies. They find good agreement between both methangles). This comparison points out how selection and dust
ods atz ~ 3.0, even though the SFRs from the combinationcorrection methods can affect the relation reported by ob-
of UV and IR light are higher than those found by SED fit- servers at ~ 2.6. Bauer et al. (2011) noted that the best way
ting. Kajisawa et al. (2010) stressed thatzat 3, the ratio  to robustly determine the SFR and the amount of dust extinc-
log(SFRr.uv/SFRyvep) for galaxies with 24umflux is as  tion for each galaxy is to calculate the ultraviolet slopdSE
high as~ 0.63. This is an example of how methodology canfitting. We find that cosmological hydrodynamic simulations
affect the determination of SFRs in a sample of galaxies. Thé&rom various groups have a good consistency with these SED
relations given by the Lyman-break selection of Magdis et almeasurements of the SFRI, relation. On the contrary,
(2010) and Heinis et al. (2014) have significantly higher nor simulations are unable to reproduce the results of Karim
malizations than those found by SED measurements, mass
selected samples and cosmological simulations. 5 _ _

. . Extreme feedback recipes can shape the-S#Rrelation (Haas et al.

We see the effect of metal COOllng and different feed'2013). However, these runs are unable to produce galaxigsrealistic

back prescriptions among the different simulationzat  SFRs and stellar masses.
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Figure 3. Left panels: scatter plot of the SFR1,, relation for our fiducial rurCh24_eA_EDW (grey points) at redshiftg ~ 2.2 and 26. In each panel, the
black solid line is the median line through the points of tbatter plot. Overplotted are the observed galaxy SFER(Mlations from Drory & Alvarez (2008,
I-band selected sample, SFRs(SED) - brown dashed line)mketral. (2011, SFG/mass-selected sample, SFRs(radiopemeblack circles with error
bars), Bauer et al. (2011, mass-selected sample/SFRsréhabtined from SED fitting - red triangles), Bauer et al.1P024um selected sample/SFRs
that are obtained from UV+IR luminosities - magenta opeantyles), Reddy et al. (2012, Lyman-break selected sampRs@V+IR) - dark green open
squares are not corrected for incompleteness, dark gréesh $ijuares are the corrected results), Koyama et al. (20i-3elected sample, SFRs{H-
orange solid line), Whitaker et al. (2014, U-V vs V-J -SFG pnSFRs(UV+IR) - orange open diamonds) and Tomczak e2@18, mass-selected sample,
SFRs(UV+IR) - black open circles with error bars). Right @anmedian lines of the SFRM,. scatter plots for all the runs of Table 2. In these panels we
do not present the analytic expressions of the observetibredefor the sake of clarity.

et al. (2011), shown by the magenta filled circles (SFGsare consistent with each other and with the mass selected
and black filled circles (mass selected sample), who usedbservations of Bauer et al. (2011, top right panel of Figure
radio luminosities to obtain the intrinsic SFRs. Speaghd.et 3). By comparing th€h24_Zc_eA_ EDW andCh24_eA_EDW
(2014) noted that the SFRs obtained from radio luminositiesve see that metal cooling does not affect the simulated
are overestimated and in tension with other SFR indicatorsSFR-M, relation when energy driven winds are used. This
We see that the SED observations and numerical results haigtrue for all redshifts considered in this work.

SFRs at a fixed stellar mass lower by a factor d&. For red- The simulated SFRM, relation forz ~ 2.2 (bottom left
shiftz = 2.6, theCh24_eA_CsW andCh24_Zc_eA_CsWruns  panel of Figure 3) is consistent with the I-band selected sam
underpredict the SFR at a fixed,Mor objects with stellar ple of Drory & Alvarez (2008) and mass selected sample of
masses log(M,/Mg) < 10.2. The rest of the configurations Bauer et al. (2011). The results of Bauer et al. (2011) that
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were obtained using two different dust correction methodselected results of Daddi et al. (2007, red triple dot-ddshe
(open magenta triangles and red filled triangels) agree betine - IR+UV) and the mass selected sample of Kajisawa
ter atz < 2.25. In the bottom left panel of figure 3 we also et al. (2010, dark green symbols - UV+IR) are in excellent
present the LBG observations of Reddy et al. (2012). Weagreement. This points to the direction that the BzK-SFG
emphasize the comparison between the biased and unbiasselection of Daddi et al. (2007) did not considerably affect
results of Reddy et al. (2012) who investigated a set of galaxthe SFR-M,, relation and the methodology for dust correc-
ies at redshifts b < z < 2.6. The authors quantified the ef- tions and determinations of intrinsic SFRs is mostly respon
fects of the non detection of faint objects in their flux lim- sible for the tension with the results of Kajisawa et al. (201
ited selection. We see that the effect of the Malmquist biadlue symbols-U¥gp) and Bauer et al. (2011). Kajisawa
(preferential selection of the most luminous-SFR galaates et al. (2010) state that at~ 2 the ratio of SFRy,r and
a fixed stellar mass) is important for low mass galaxies, an®FRy., is 109(SFRr+uv/SFRuv,) = 0.37, for the same
that the slope of the biased SFR, relation is therefore sample of galaxies. We also see from Figure 4 that the dif-
artificially shallow. The correction makes the slope steepeference between the two methods for the determination of
with an exponent close to unity, something that is in accorthe intrinsic SFRs at a fixed stellar mass-i9.75 dex for
dance with the predictions from cosmological simulations.objects with> 10> M. Simulations are more consistent
We note that the constrains that include the correction fowith SED observations at ~ 2, while the use of IR light
the Malmquist bias are in very good agreement with the uppredicts larger SFRs from both. Numerical results are con-
dated observations of Whitaker et al. (2014) and Tomczalistent with the observations of Tomczak et al. (2016) for
etal. (2016), which are able to better probe low mass objecthigh mass objects 101°° M, but at lower masses the ob-
Reddy et al. (2012), Whitaker et al. (2014) and Tomczakservations suggest significantly higher SFRs at a fixed stel-
etal. (2016) used combinations of IR and UV luminosities tolar mass. Overall the observed relation is found to be shal-
obtain the intrinsic SFRs and dust correctionz at2.2 and  lower. For redshifz = 2.0, the simulations with constant en-
maybe this is the reason why they predict larger normalizaergy driven winds underpredict the SFR at a fixed mass for
tions for their SFR M, relation with respect to SED obser- objects with logy,(M. /M) < 10 (top right panel of Figure
vations and simulations. Theatselected sample of Koyama 4). The simulation with metal cooling and constant energy
et al. (2013) implies higher values of SFR at a fixed stelladriven winds overpredicts the SFR at fixed stellar mass for
mass than the mass selected sample of Bauer et al. (201bpjects with logy(M,/My) > 10.
and this maybe is due to the fact that it preferably samples The simulated SFRM, relation for theCh24_eA EDW at
high star forming galaxies ( &selection). Radio SFRs are z ~ 1.5 (bottom left panel of Figure 4) is steeper with lower
almost a factor of~ 4 larger than simulations estimates at normalization than the results of Heinis et al. (2014). Gn th
z ~ 2.2. Forredshifz = 2.2, the configurations with constant other hand, the normalization of the SHR, relation ob-
energy driven winds underpredict the SFR at a fixed mastined by their sample could be possibly larger due to their
for objects with logy(M./My) < 10.3 (bottom right panel Lyman-break selection and/or the methodology used to re-
of Figure 3). However, the simulation with metal cooling and cover the intrinsic properties of galaxies. We see that the
constant energy driven winds slightly overpredicts the SFResults from Lyman-break and SFGs are in excellent agree-
at fixed stellar mass for objects with IggM /M) > 105.  ment (Kashino etal. 2013; Heinis et al. 2014; Whitaker et al.
The SFR-M, relation for our reference modelat- 20  2014) and this points to the direction that they select simil
(top left panel of Figure 4) is consistent with the mass sehigh star forming systems. The agreement of the simulations
lected samples of Kajisawa et al. (2010, SED) and Bauewith the radio SFRs of Karim et al. (2011) is improved (es-
et al. (2011). However, we note that the observed relationpecially for the mass selected sample).
are shallower. In contrast, the results from the BzK-SFGs of The scatter plot of the simulated SFR, relation for
Daddi et al. (2007), the mass selected sample of Kajisawaur reference model at~ 1.15 (top left panel of Figure 5)
et al. (2010, UV+IR) and the U-V vs V-J -SFGs of Whitaker is consistent with the results of the Kajisawa et al. (2010,
et al. (2014) imply a significantly higher normalizationttha for M, < 10'%°M,) and Karim et al. (2011). However, all
SED measurements. Bauer et al. (2011) state that they findthe observations suggest significantly higher SFRs at a fixed
flattened relation relative to Daddi et al. (2007). Accogdim  stellar mass for small objects. We see though that the ten-
Bauer et al. (2011) this is either due to the fact that they arsion between the observed relations is much less. The dif-
using a mass-complete sample instead of just star-forminfgrence between Kajisawa et al. (2010, dark green symbols-
galaxies, or the overestimation of the dust correctioniadpl UV+IR) and Kajisawa et al. (2010, blue symbols-tbg)
by Daddi et al. (2007) who used a combination of IR and UVis much smaller than that found at higher redshifts. The
luminosities instead of a SED analysis. Furthermore, Hayauthors state that log(SRRuv/SFRv.,) iS ~ 0.25 and
ward et al. (2014) note that the overestimation of SFRs from- 0.19 for z ~ 1.25 andz ~ 0.75, respectively. The differ-
IR luminosities may have played an important role in the ob-ence between the two methods to recover the intrinsic SFR
served SFRM,, relations of Daddi et al. (2007) and suggestat a fixed stellar mass for objects wit, > 10'%° M, is
that the methodology used by the authors may have overes-0.35 dex and~ 0.25 dex forz~ 1.25 andz ~ 0.75, re-
timated the SFRs at a fixed stellar mass. We see that the SFpectively (considerably lower than the 0.75 dex found at
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Figure 4. Left panels: scatter plot of the SFR1, relation for our fiducial rurCh24_eA_EDW (grey points) at redshiftg ~ 1.5 and 20. In each panel,
the black solid line is the median line through the scattet.@verplotted are the observed galaxy SFR]Melations from Daddi et al. (2007, BzK-
SFGs, SFRs(UV+IR) - red triple dot-dashed line), Kajisawale(2010, mass-selected sample, SED/UV+IR - blue stasfgstars), Karim et al. (2011,
SFGs/mass-selected sample - magenta/black circles)y Baaé (2011, mass-selected sample, SFRs(SED) - red le@ndcashino et al. (2013, Lyman-
break selected sample, SFRs(UVahH black dashed line), Heinis et al. (2014, Lyman-breakdetesample, SFRs(UV+IR) - orange triple dot-dashed line),
Whitaker et al. (2014, U-V vs V-J -SFG sample, SFRs(UV+IRjange open diamonds) and Tomczak et al. (2016, mass-skksteple, SFRs(UV+IR) -
black open circles with error bars). Right panels: mediaediof the star SFRM . scatter plots for all the runs of Table 2. In these panels weal@resent
the analytic expressions of the observed SFR relations for the sake of clarity.

z~ 2.0). The turn over of the relation found in the massback) are not efficient enough. Once again, we see that the
selected sample of Kajisawa et al. (2010) and the I-bandun with constant energy driven wind€{24_eA_CsW) un-
selected sample of Drory & Alvarez (2008) could be at-derpredictsthe SFR at a fixed mass (top right panel of Figure
tributed to the fact that the authors include massive geigisc 5). The simulation with constant energy driven winds and
galaxies (Drory & Alvarez 2008). However, recent observa-metal cooling underpredicts the SFR at a fixed stellar mass
tions of SFGs that do not include quiescent objects show af®r log,4(M./Mg) < 10.4. On the contrary, for objects with
well a curvature (Whitaker et al. 2014). Simulations (irtlu  log;,(M./Mg) > 10.5 the SFR is overpredicted. The other
ing ANGUS, lllustris and EAGLE) are unable to reproduce configurations are consistent with each other.

this behaviour. It is quite possible that current mechasism The simulated SFRM, relation for our fiducial model at
implemented in state-of-the-art cosmological simuladit;m z ~ 0.8 (bottom left panel of Figure 5) is consistent with the
decrease the SFRs of high mass objects (like e.g. AGN feednass selected samples of Kajisawa et al. (2010) and Karim
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Figure 5. Left panels: scatter plot of the SFRI, relation for our fiducial rurCh24_eA_EDW (grey points) at redshifts ~ 0.8 and 115. In each panel, the
black solid line is the median line through the scatter glterplotted are the observed galaxy SFRjVelations from Kajisawa et al. (2010, mass-selected
sample - SED/blue stars, IR+UV/dark green stars), Karim.¢2811, SFGs/mass-selected sample - magenta/blackgjircuo et al. (2013, U-V vs V-K
SFGs, SFRs(UV+IR) - red dashed line), Koyama et al. (20k3sklected sample, SFRs¢H- orange solid line), Whitaker et al. (2014, U-V vs V-J -SFG
sample, SFRs(UV+IR) - orange open diamonds) and Tomczdk(@04.6, mass-selected sample, SFRs(UV+IR) - black oprefesiwith error bars). Right
panels: median lines of the SFRI, scatter plots for all the runs of Table 2. In these panels waat@resent the analytic expressions of the observed
SFR-M, relations for the sake of clarity.

etal. (2011), the ki selected sample of Koyama et al. (2013) consistent with Reddy et al. (2012) and cosmological sim-
and the U-V - V-k selected sample of Guo et al. (2013). Theulations. Numerical results are consistent with the oleserv
updated relation given by Guo et al. (2013) is steeper thations of Whitaker et al. (2014) and Tomczak et al. (2016)
other estimates in the literature (e.g. Noeske et al. 2007¥or high mass objectsM, > 10'° M) but there is a severe
Guo et al. (2013) noted that taking into account low masdension at lower masses. As for the higher redshifts consid-
objects is critical for determining the slope of the SHR, ered in this work, we find that simulations with constant en-
relation and the reason why they find a steeper slope (witkergy driven winds underpredict the SFR at a fixed mass for
an exponential slope close to unity) is that they can take int objects with stellar masses lower thari0'%3 M, (bottom
account objects that previous surveys did not. If the asgthorright panel of Figure 5).

fit only their relation to the 24/m detected galaxies, they  Inconclusion, we find that simulations show a good agree-
would get a much shallower slope in perfect agreement withment with observations that rely on SED fitting techniques
previous estimates (e.g. Noeske et al. 2007). This result ifor the determination of the intrinsic SFRs and dust correc-

PASA (2016)
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tions atz > 1.5. On the contrary, numerical results are notof the intrinsic properties of galaxies. There has been a con
consistent with the combination of UV and IR luminosities siderable effort to constrain the observed star formatbes

and produce lower star formation rates at a fixed stellar masand stellar masses of galaxies but there is not yet a conclu-
by almost a factor of 5. This finding confirms the resultssive method of measurements. This has to be addressed by
of Katsianis et al. (2015) which addressed higher redshiftfuture observers since different methods produce difteren
(z~ 4-7). We demonstrate that the above is true for theresults. In addition, in the previous sections we demotesira
simulated SFRM, relations of various groups. It is impor- that the SFRM, relations obtained from Lyman-break se-
tant to note though that the physics assumed for numericdécted and star forming galaxies have typically higher nor-
modeling are not yet optimized to reflect reality even in themalizations, when compared with stellar mass based selec-
state-of-the art simulations and thus it is currently ingbos tion and cosmological hydrodynamic simulations from var-
ble to determine which observational method produces roious groups. This can be due to the fact that these samples
bust results. For < 1.5 numerical results suggest that SFRsare probably biased to include the most luminous-star form-
of high mass objects (Igg(M /M) > 10.6) that rely solely  ing objects and possibly miss a large population of low SFR
on UV luminosities could be underpredicted. This may begalaxies. This tends to increase the observed mean SFR at
due to the fact that the dusty environment of high mass fixed mass. The tension between different groups becomes
low redshift galaxies does not allow UV light to escape thesmaller at lower redshifts, where observations are more com
galaxy and the SRR, ends up being underestimated. Ka- plete. This is possibly due to the fact that various biases re
jisawa et al. (2010) also suggest that, if a galaxy has statated to sample selection and limits of instrumentation be-
forming regions from which one can detect no UV light at come less severe. Overall, we find that simulations are in
all due to the heavy dust obscuration (this case occurs momgood agreement with studies which use SED fitting to esti-
frequently for low redshift galaxies with large masses)yon mate the intrinsic SFRs, dust corrections and stellar nsasse
UV light from relatively less-obscured regions contritate  for the observed objects. However, models are unable to re-
the observed SED, and this results in the underestimation gfroduce SFR(UV+IR}M, relations.

the dust extinction. Furthermore, we see that sample selec- A comparison between different simulationszat 1 — 4

tion can affect the results for the observed SRR, relation.  suggests that the assumed parameters for the AGN and vari-
The ratio of 10g(SFRmanHa,blve Selection/ SFRvass selection) @t able winds feedback implementations do not affect the sim-
afixed mass is- 0.1 dex to~ 0.6 dex. The tension increases ulated SFRM, relation within the range of models con-
with mass and redshift. The large tension with the normalsidered. While more extreme models can produce different
izations and exponents of SFRI, relations from Lyman- SFR-M, relations (Haas et al. 2013), the models in this pa-
break, SFR and tiselected samples at all redshifts suggestger were chosen to reproduce the observed SFRF and GSMF
that Lyman-break and & selections could be biased and at redshiftsz~ 1 -7 (Tescari et al. 2014; Katsianis et al.
possibly do not take into account a significant number of ob2015). We find that the scatter of the SHR, relation is
jects. Cosmological simulations predict steeper slopas th ~ 0.2 dex at all redshifts, which is in agreement with esti-
observations, with an exponent close to unity almost at almates from recent observations (Whitaker et al. 2012; Spea-
redshifts. In general, numerical results from differemigrs  gle et al. 2014).

are in good agreement with mass selected observations. Re-We note that the implementation of star formation pro-
centrelations that take into account fainter objects apgisi  cesses and ISM physics in simulations has remained essen-
icantly steeper than those found by past authors and this is tially unchanged in the last decade. This could be the reason
agreement with the results of Reddy et al. (2012), Guo et alof the surprising agreement between older simulations and
(2013) and the predictions from cosmological simulationsnew simulations with an order of magnitude higher resolu-
(Katsianis et al. 2015). Simulations implemented with vari tions and larger box sizes. Future numerical codes should
able energy driven and momentum driven winds give similaraim to improve the ISM modeling in order to provide more
results for the SFR-M, relation and are able to reproduce robust estimations of, among other galaxy properties, the
the observables, while models with constant winds fail toredshift evolution of the SFRMV, relation.

produce realistic results at low redshift.
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Murante, G., Monaco, P., Borgani, S., Tornatore, L., Dolag son with cosmological simulations for the past decade. réig\1

K., & Goz, D. 2015, MNRAS, 447, 178 we show a compilation of median SFRI, relations from cosmo-
Noeske, K. G. et al. 2007, ApJ, 660, L43 logical hydrodynamic simulations and semi-analytic meddbng-
Pei, Y. C. 1992, ApJ, 395, 130 side with observations from various groups.

Puchwein, E. & Springel, V. 2013, MNRAS, 428, 2966 Davé (2008) investigated the tension between observediand

Reddy, N. A.. Pettini, M., Steidel, C. C., Shapley, A. E., Erb ulated results for the SFRV, and extensively discussed how to
D Eé’ &ng D R' 2612 ApJ’ 7'54 "25 piey, A £, address it. In general, the numerical results implied seegla-

. . . - . tions with lower normalization than observations. The autton-

Salmon, B., Papowc_h, C., Finkelstein, S. ,L" Tilvi, V., Fin sidered various madifications of the theoretical picturestedlar

lator, K., Behroozi, P., Dahlen, T., Davé, R., Dekel, A., nass assembly, but each was found to be in conflict with oaserv

Dickinson, M., Ferguson, H. C., Giavalisco, M., Long, tions of high-redshift galaxies. In light of this tensiora\& (2008)

J., Lu, Y., Mobasher, B., Reddy, N., Somerville, R. S., suggested an evolving IMF to address the discrepancy. Issit p

& Wechsler, R. H. 2015, ApJ, 799, 183 sible though, that the observations used (e.g. Noeske 20@¥;
Salpeter, E. E. 1955, ApJ, 121, 161 Daddi et al. 2007) to constrain the simulations containedsds
Schaye, J., Crain, R. A., Bower, R. G., Furlong, M., et al.or/and overestimated the SFR at fixed stellar mass? Forifedsh

2015, MNRAS, 446, 521 z~ 0, we see that the numerical results of Davé (2008) are in ex-

Sobral. D.. Smail. I.. Best. P. N.. Geach. J. E.. Matsuda Ycellent agreement with current state-of-the-art cosmoddgimu-

Stott, J. P., Cirasuolo, M., & Kurk, J. 2013, MNRAS, 428, 1ations from the llustris and EAGLE projects, despite oé fct
1128 that the resolution is higher and box sizes are larger foldtier

. two simulations. At redshifz ~ 1, the slope of the simulated rela-
Sparre, M., Hayward, C. C., Springel, V., Vogelsberger, Ivl"tion presented by Davé (2008) is steeper than the obsengatif

Genel, S, Torrey, P., Nelson, D., Sijacki, D., & Hernquist, Noeske et al. (2007). However, in the previous sections weirsa

L. 2015, MNRAS, 447, 3548 dications that the results of Noeske et al. (2007) could een
Speagle, J. S., Steinhardt, C. L., Capak, P. L., & Silvermanartificially shallower due to the fact that they were not rakinto

J. D. 2014, arXiv:1405.2041 acount low mass/SFR objects. The updated results from Gaio et
Springel, V. 2005, MNRAS, 364, 1105 (2013) that take into account low SFR objects andr2dndetected
Springel, V. & Hernquist, L. 2003, MNRAS, 339, 289 galaxies, are significantly steeper with a power law expbolese

Tescari, E., Katsianis, A., Wyithe, J. S. B., Dolag, K., Tarn to unity. Once again, a ~ 1 we see the perfect agreement be-
tore, L., Barai, P., Viel, M., & Borgani, S. 2014, MNRAS tween the numerical results of the lllustris and EAGLE peigeand
438’ 34'90 Y T ' ' " the simulated relation from Davé (2008). Movingze 2, Davé

Tomczak, A. R., Quadri, R. ., Tran, K.-V. H., Labbeé, | (2008) reported a significant tension, with an amplitudeedfof

. ~ 4 -5, with the results of Daddi et al. (2007). In the above sec-
Straatman, C. M. S., Papovich, C., Glazebrook, K., AIIen’tions we saw that the relation given by Daddi et al. (2007)latou

R., Brammer, G. B., Cowley, M., D'Ck'nsc_mv M., El- have an artificially high normalization and shallow slopeer
baz, D., Inami, H., Kacprzak, G. G., Morrison, G. E., et al. 2011; Hayward et al. 2014), since the authors prefiesas
Nanayakkara, T., Persson, S. E., Rees, G. A., Salmon, Bigcted star forming galaxies and relied on SFRs that we i
Schreiber, C., Spitler, L. R., & Whitaker, K. E. 2016, ApJ, from UV+IR luminosities. The numerical results of Davé (8)

817,118 are in good agreement with the simulated S®R. from the An-
Tornatore, L., Borgani, S., Dolag, K., & Matteucci, F. 2007, GUS, Illustris and EAGLE projects, and the mass selected observ
MNRAS, 382, 1050 tions that adopt SED fitting techniques to obtain dust ctioes

Utomo, D., Kriek, M., Labbe, 1., Conroy, C., & Fumagall and SFRs. Maybe the tension between observed and simuéated r
M 2614’ ApJ ’783’ L30 Y o " lations reported by Davé (2008) could have its roots in #w that

L . past observations (Noeske et al. 2007; Daddi et al. 2007 onegr-
Vo\g/.?lgbli;grr?(rq,u'\ii't,, (Eegg.!L:%SMSI\;JS,Zg ?13;—0?%?1 P., Spein estimating the SFR at a fixed stellar mass due to methoddagy,

: ) ple selection effects and biases related to undetectetdiajiects.
Whitaker, K. E., Franx, M., Leja, J., van Dokkum, P. G., " gparre etal. (2015) stated that there is good consisteraeba
Henry, A., Skelton, R. E., Fumagalli, M., Momcheva, the simulated and observed (Behroozi et al. 2013) SARrela-
I. G., Brammer, G. B., Labbé, I, Nelson, E. J., & Rigby, tions atz ~ 0 andz ~ 4. However, at intermediate redshifts there is

J. R. 2014, ApJ, 795, 104 a severe tension. We stress that while the results of Behebvai
Whitaker, K. E., van Dokkum, P. G., Brammer, G., & Franx, (2013) are a compilation of observations, the authors didae

M. 2012, ApJ, 754, L29 count for the fact that these observations assumed coryptiife
Wiersma, R. P. C., Schaye, J., & Smith, B. D. 2009, MN- ferent methods to produce SFRI, relations. Different methods

RAS, 393, 99 produce completely different results and for this reasewy ghould

not be compiled directly all together. The results of Belara al.
(2013) for redshiftez ~ 1 — 2 were mostly based on samples that
preferably selected star forming galaxies and assumed YRt
A Have past observed SFR—-M , relations misguided minosities to ol_)tain the intrinsic SFRs (Noeske et al. _ZCIE_Hddi
smulations? et al. 2007; Whitaker et al. 2012). Therefore, the compilatiould
overpredict the SFR at a fixed stellar mass for these redshifth
In this appendix we discuss how the uncertainty of dust ctioe respect to mass selected surveys that used detailed SED.fitii
laws and selection effects/biases have been affectingaimpari- Figure A1l we show that all models underpredict the SFR at & fixe
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Figure Al. Median values of the SFRM, relations from different cosmological hydrodynamic siatidns forz ~ 0 — 4. The black line is our reference
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model Ch24_eA_EDW). The dark green dotted line is the median fit of the scattetr pesented by Davé (2008). The blue dotted line is the amefili of

the scatter plot presented by Dutton et al. (2010, SAM). Tlagenta dashed line is the median line of the scatter ploepted by Sparre et al. (2015,

lllustris project). The red dashed line is the median ling¢hef scatter plot presented by Furlong et al. (2015, EAGLEepth We cut our SFR(M) under

our confidence mass limit of M, to make a meaningful comparison with the lllustris and EAGIrEjects. There is an excellent agreement between the
results from cosmological hydrodynamic simulations rurdifferent groups. At each redshift, a panel showing ratietsvieen the different simulations and

observations with th€h24_eA_EDW (black solid line) is included.

stellar mass foz ~ 1 — 2, with respect to the compilation of obser- to selection biases and/or methodology. Cosmological Isitions
vations in Behroozi et al. (2013). The comparison suggéstsit
is quite possible that the compilation did not take into actdhe

faint objects az ~ 1 — 2 and therefore suffers from the Malmquist

bias (the difference with the intrinsic relation suggedbgdsimu-
lations increases at lower masses). A correction to lowaarfet-
mation rates would be expected, as in Reddy et al. (2012ydero
to obtain an unbiased relation due to incompleteness. Thigdv
bring observations and simulations to better agreement.
In conclusion, the tension reported in the literature jikeds its
roots in the fact that the comparisons have been done udiag re of the ISM.
tions that possibly overpredict the SFR at a fixed stellarsuag

PASA (2016)

doi:10.1017/pas.2016.xxx

in the past decade indicate that the slope of the relatioteepsr
with a lower normalization. Of course, it is possible thas tslope
is the result of a poor representation of physical processeish
are implemented in a similar way by simulatorsNé&us, EAGLE,
Illustris). We demonstrated that the simulated SR relations
from various groups are in excellent agreement and largelg-i
pendent of resolution and box size. This somewhat surgrigisult

points out how more work is needed to improve the numerical-mo

eling of star formation processes and, in particular, treedption



