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ABSTRACT

Star formation quenching in galaxies is a critical process in galaxy formation. It is widely believed
that the quenching process is dominated by the mass of galaxies and/or their environment. However,
it is challenging to disentangle the effects of mass and environment, because the mass of galaxies and
their environment are strongly coupled. In Paper V, we addressed the challenge by employing the
Photometric Objects Around Cosmic Webs (PAC) method, which combines spectroscopic and deep
photometric surveys. This approach enabled us to measure the excess surface density fawy(rp) of blue
and red galaxies around massive central galaxies down to 10%:° M. However, it is not straightforward
to completely separate the two effects, because it is difficult to identify a complete sample of low-mass
central galaxies in redshift space. To address this issue, in this paper, we derive the average quenched
fraction of central (isolated) galaxies, fge“ (M.,), by combining the 3D quenched fraction distribution
f(jat (r; My cen, My sat), reconstructed from the figw, (1) measurements, with the stellar mass—halo mass
relation in N-body simulations from Paper IV, and the observed total quenched fraction, fg“(M*). Us-
ing ffl‘“ (75 M con, M sat), [ (M), and the galaxy-halo connection, we assign a quenched probability
to each (sub)halo in the simulation, enabling a comprehensive study of galaxy quenching. We find that
the mass-quenched fraction increases from 0.3 to 0.87 across the stellar mass range [10%°,10*-0] M,
while the environmental quenched fraction decreases from 0.17 to 0.03. The mass effect dominates
galaxy quenching across the entire stellar mass range we studied. Moreover, more massive host halos
are more effective at quenching their satellite galaxies, while satellite stellar mass has minimal influence

on environmental quenching.

Keywords: Galaxy evolution (594); Galaxy formation(595); Galaxy quenching(2040)

1. INTRODUCTION

Galaxies are now widely classified into two primary
populations: star-forming and passive. Galaxies belong-
ing to the former category are typically young, actively
producing new stars, and possessing blue colors and late-
type morphologies. Those in the latter category are typ-
ically old and red, have early-type morphologies, and do
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not exhibit signs of star formation (Blanton et al. 2003;
Baldry et al. 2004; Kauffmann et al. 2003, 2004; Cassata
et al. 2008; van der Wel et al. 2014; Davies et al. 2019;
Pallero et al. 2019). In order to comprehend these galac-
tic properties, a variety of physical mechanisms in galaxy
formation and evolution should be considered. Among
these, the quenching of star formation plays a critical
role in shaping the properties of galaxies over cosmic
time (Blanton et al. 2003; Baldry et al. 2004; Brinch-
mann et al. 2004; Cassata et al. 2008; Muzzin et al.
2013; Davies et al. 2019; Pallero et al. 2019). There-
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fore, a thorough examination of the galaxy quenching
will eventually contribute significantly to our knowledge
of the origin and evolution of galaxies.

The quenching of star formation in galaxies is intri-
cately linked to both internal and external processes,
which can be broadly categorized into mass quenching
and environmental quenching mechanisms (Peng et al.
2010; Cooper et al. 2010; Sobral et al. 2011; Peng et al.
2012; Muzzin et al. 2013; Darvish et al. 2016; Zu & Man-
delbaum 2016; Schaefer et al. 2017, 2019; Contini et al.
2020; Chartab et al. 2020; Einasto et al. 2022; Taamoli
et al. 2023). Mass quenching, also known as internal
quenching, primarily involves processes that are depen-
dent on the galaxy’s stellar mass, such as gas outflows
due to supernova explosions and stellar winds (Larson
1974; Dekel & Silk 1986; Dalla Vecchia & Schaye 2008)
and active galactic nucleus (AGN) feedback from the su-
permassive black hole (Croton et al. 2006; Nandra et al.
2007; Fabian 2012; Fang et al. 2013; Cicone et al. 2014;
Bremer et al. 2018). On the other hand, environmen-
tal quenching is driven by interactions between galaxies
and their surroundings, such as ram pressure stripping
(Gunn & Gott 1972; Moore et al. 1999; Brown et al.
2017; Poggianti et al. 2017; Barsanti et al. 2018; Owers
et al. 2019; Cortese et al. 2021), strangulation or star-
vation (Larson et al. 1980; Moore et al. 1999; Nichols
& Bland-Hawthorn 2011; Peng et al. 2015), and harass-
ment (Farouki & Shapiro 1981; Moore et al. 1996).

The relative importance of mass quenching and en-
vironmental quenching in the cessation of star forma-
tion in galaxies remains a topic of active debate. While
mass quenching is widely accepted as the dominant pro-
cess in massive central galaxies, the role of environ-
mental quenching is less clear. Numerous observational
studies have demonstrated that galaxies are more likely
to be quenched in denser environments (Balogh et al.
2000; Blanton & Berlind 2007; Tal et al. 2014; Schaefer
et al. 2017; Contini et al. 2020). However, other studies
have reported little to no dependence on environmental
proxies such as halo mass and cluster-centric distance
(Muzzin et al. 2012; Darvish et al. 2016; Lagand & Ul-
mer 2018).

To comprehensively understand the effects of mass
and environmental quenching, two major challenges
must be addressed. First, accurately measuring the
environment of galaxies is very important, as massive
galaxies are found always in high-density regions so the
galactic mass and the environment are strongly cou-
pled. Furthermore, the redshift space distortion makes
the measurement of the over-density in redshift galaxy
surveys very difficult. Second, accurately measuring
the properties of low-mass galaxies is crucial, as envi-

ronmental quenching predominantly impacts this popu-
lation. While some recent studies have demonstrated
progress in separating mass-driven and environment-
driven quenching processes (Peng et al. 2010; Muzzin
et al. 2012; Kovac et al. 2014; Darvish et al. 2016; Lagana
& Ulmer 2018; Mao et al. 2022), and shown that these
processes are largely separable (Peng et al. 2010; Quadri
et al. 2012; Kovac et al. 2014; van der Burg et al. 2018),
accurately quantifying the effects of the mass quenching
and environment quenching remains challenging. This
difficulty stems from the complexities of identifying a
complete sample of central galaxies and of accurately
defining their environment in redshift space.

To tackle these challenges, Zheng et al. (2024) (here-
after Paper V) employed the Photometric Objects
Around Cosmic Webs (PAC) method (Xu et al. 2022).
This approach integrates data from cosmological spec-
troscopic and photometric surveys, leveraging the depth
of photometric surveys to extend measurements of
galaxy properties and distributions to much lower mass
ranges. Paper V estimated the excess surface dis-
tribution fipw,(r,) of photometric galaxies in differ-
ent stellar mass bins (109°Mg < M, < 10'-0M)
and colors around spectroscopic massive central galaxies
(1019°M < M, < 10*"Mg) at z, < 0.2, using Slo-
gan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS; York et al. 2000) spec-
troscopic and photometric samples. The measurements
do not suffer from the redshift distortion, thus providing
an accurate quantification of environments in real space.
Paper V did not extend the measurements to lower mass
centrals due to high contamination issues mentioned
above. Paper V also provided the measurements at
higher redshift using SDSS LOWZ (0.3 < zs < 0.5) and
CMASS (0.5 < z5 < 0.7) spectroscopic samples (Alam
et al. 2015; Reid et al. 2016) and Hyper Suprime-Cam
Subaru Strategic Program (HSC-SSP) photometric cat-
alogs (Aihara et al. 2019). Based on the figwp(rp) mea-
surements for different colors, Paper V calculated pro-
jected quenched fraction and projected quenched frac-
tion excess (QFE) of companion galaxies around central
galaxies. Paper V concluded that the high-density host
halo environment influences the star formation of com-
panion galaxies up to a scale of approximately 3 time
the viral radius 7. Paper V also studied dependence
of QFE on central /companion mass and provide a fitting
formula to describe all these dependencies.

However, the projected QFE in Paper V was calcu-
lated by subtracting the average quenched fraction, fq,
measured around 7, = 37y, which was assumed to rep-
resent the effects of mass alone. This assumption is not
entirely accurate, as fq at 7, = 37y includes a combi-
nation of mass effects and the influence of the average
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environment at that scale. Consequently, although Pa-
per V achieved significant progress in the measurements,
the effects of mass and environment on the quenching
of companion galaxies have not been fully disentangled.
In this paper, to further address this remaining issue,
we first recover the 3D quenched fraction distribution,

GO (13 M cens M com ), of companion galaxies from the
measured fiowy, (1) in different stellar mass bins, assum-
ing power-law galaxy distributions. Using an N-body
simulation and the precise stellar mass—halo mass rela-
tion (SHMR) from Xu et al. (2023) (hereafter Paper IV),
we assign colors to satellite galaxies (within ry;,) in the
simulation based on ™ (r; My cens M com) Within each
halo. Next, we calculate the quenched fraction of cen-
tral galaxies in each stellar mass bin by combining the
mean quenched fraction of satellites, ff’lat, derived from
the simulation, the central and satellite galaxy numbers
from the simulation, and the mean quenched fraction of
all galaxies, fg“, from the observation data. Finally, we
disentangle and quantify the effects of mass and environ-
ment on galaxy quenching by comparing the quenching
fractions of central and satellite galaxies.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section
2, we give an overview of the observational data and
the simulation analyzed in this work. Section 3 out-
lines the development of our model to disentangle the
effects of mass and environment. In Section 4, we ex-
plore how the quenched fraction varies with the environ-
ment and stellar mass, after which we draw our conclu-
sions in Section 5. Throughout the paper we adopt the
Planck 2018 ACDM model (Planck Collaboration et al.
2020) with cosmological parameters as Q0 = 0.3111,
Qa0 = 0.6889 and Hy = 67.66kms~ Mpc~! .

2. OBSERVATIONAL AND SIMULATION DATA

In this section, we present the observational and sim-
ulation data utilized to construct the galaxy quenching
model. While largely based on Paper V, these data have
undergone more precise calibration to achieve improved
consistency between observations and simulations.

2.1. Simulation and SHMR

We use the Jiutian simulation and precise SHMR to
build mock catalogs for galaxies with different stellar
masses.

The Jiutian suite consists of a sequence of N-body
simulations created to satisfy the scientific needs of the
Chinese Space Station Telescope optical surveys (Gong
et al. 2019). We employ one of the high-resolution main
runs based on the Planck 2018 cosmology (Planck Col-
laboration et al. 2020), as mentioned at the end of the
Introduction. This simulation contains 6144 dark mat-
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Figure 1. The mean SHMRs (lines) and their 1o errors
(shadows) for central galaxies and satellite galaxies from
SHAM. The orange line is for satellite galaxies and the blue
line is for central galaxies.
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Figure 2. The comparison of the stellar masses of the iden-
tical galaxies obtained by running the SED fitting in two
distinct photometry, as depicted by the labels. The color rep-
resents the number of galaxies. The yellow line is the fitted
result to illustrate the correlation between the two datasets.
The red line shows x = y for reference.

ter particles within a periodic box of 1000h~!Mpc, per-
formed with the GADGET-3 code (Springel et al. 2001).
The Friends-of-Friends technique is used to identify dark
matter halos, and HBT+ is used to track subhalos (Han
et al. 2012, 2018). We use the snapshot at z; = 0.102 to
compare with the SDSS observational data at z; < 0.2.

We adopt the measurements and a similar method-
ology from Paper IV to derive the SHMR. Paper IV
measured 95 fiowp(rp) across various stellar mass bins,
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Table 1. The marginalized posterior PDFs of the parameters. My is in units of A~* Mg and k is in units of M.

galaxies  log,y(Mo) o B log,, (k) o
central  11.7167593%  0.35679920 242270201 10.201054>  0.22670513
satellite 11.94370:074  —0.01270-24% 171170932 10.49275:98¢  0.307+5-922

reaching down to 108:° M, using the Dark Energy Cam-
era Legacy Survey (DECaLS) photometric catalog and
the SDSS Main spectroscopic sample at z; < 0.2. Here,
ng represents the mean number density of photometric
galaxies, and wy, is the projected cross-correlation func-
tion of spectroscopic and photometric galaxies. By mod-
eling these nowy (rp) measurements using subhalo abun-
dance matching (SHAM) with a parameterized SHMR,
Paper IV achieved 1% precision in constraining the pa-
rameters. In this work, we follow their methodology
and use the same measurements but introduce separate
SHMRs for central and satellite galaxies, unlike the uni-
fied SHMR approach in Paper IV. We find that this
refined model provides a better fit to the measurements
and offers a more physically reasonable interpretation
(K. Xu et al. 2024, in prep.).

we use the double power law form (the DP model in
Paper IV):

M, = 2k . (1)

N —B
Macc Macc

Here M, refers to the viral mass M,;, of the halo at
the specific time when the galaxy was last to be the cen-
tral dominant object. M, represents the stellar mass. A
Gaussian function with width o is adopted to describe
the dispersion in log(M,) at a given M,... The slopes
of the SHMR at the high and low mass ends are rep-
resented by « and f, respectively. As we mentioned
before, we use two different SHMRs for the central and
satellite galaxies separately to model the fgwy,(rp) mea-
surements from Paper IV.

The constrained parameters for the DP model for the
central and satellite galaxies are given in Table 1 and the
corresponding SHMRs are shown in Figure 1. However,
in Paper IV, the stellar mass is calculated using the SED
code CIGALE (Boquien et al. 2019) based on DECaLS
photometry with g, r and z bands, while the stellar mass
used in Paper V to study galaxy quenching is based on
SDSS photometry with five bands ugriz. Although the
SED fitting code and models are the same, we still find
some small differences. In Figure 2, we compare the
stellar masses of identical galaxies derived from the two
different photometry, and find a linear relation can well

describe their differences:

logo (M. spss/Me)

2
= 0.946log, o (M, pECLas/Me) + 0.584. @)

After assigning the DECaLS stellar masses to halos and
subhalos in the Jiutian simulation, we further cali-
brated them to SDSS stellar masses using Equation 2.
This calibration ensures a more consistent comparison
with observational data from Paper V.

2.2. Measuring nowy(rp) across different colors and
stellar masses

We use the same data and methodology as Paper V
to obtain the projected density distribution newp(rp)
of companion galaxies with different colors and stel-
lar masses around massive central galaxies with varying
stellar masses. However, we apply different criteria to
select central galaxies to ensure greater consistency with
the definition of central galaxies in the simulation.

In this work, we use the SDSS DR7 Main spectroscopic
sample (Abazajian et al. 2009) and DR13 datasweep
photometric sample (Albareti et al. 2017), focusing on
galaxies with redshifts zs < 0.2. In Paper V, we se-
lected central galaxies in the Main sample as those that
do not have more massive neighbors within a distance
of 307> along the line-of-sight (LOS) and within 37D
perpendicular to the LOS, based on our finding that the
environmental impact of a halo extends up to approx-
imately 37 Here, 7‘{,’}} refers to the virial radius of
the more massive galaxies for each comparison. In this
paper, to be consistent with the definition used in the
simulation, we adjust the selection criteria by applying
" perpendicular to the LOS as the threshold, while
keeping the selection distance along the LOS the same.
This adjustment is made because centrals in the simula-
tion are typically defined within each halo, making r;,
a more appropriate choice for comparison. We calculate
rvir for each central stellar mass bin we are interested in
based on the SHMR and the Jiutian simulation. The
results are 0.47 +0.194 h~'Mpc, 0.631 & 0.263 h~'Mpc,
and 0.835 £ 0.329 h~'Mpc for the central stellar mass
bins [101 My, 1013 Mg), [10113Mg, 1015Mg], and
[10*1-5 M, 10117 M), respectively.

We use the same color cut as Paper V to define blue
and red galaxies based on the rest-frame v — r color:

w—r=0.11log Mg + 0.895. (3)



PAC.vili. MAss AND ENVIRONMENT QUENCHING

Cen:10'118 Com:10972 Cen:10%118

Com:10%923 Cen: 101118 Com: 101069

—— fitting
104 ¢ Al
¢ Red

Nawp(rp)
=

o -
| o
- o
/

1072

Cen:101%37 Com:10%73 Cen:10'137 Com:10%923 Cen:101%37 Com:10106

©

Nawp(rp)
= =
o o
o -
/

1072

Cen:10113% Com:10%72 Cen:10'15% Com:10%924 Cen: 1015 Com:101070

10!
£ 100
2 s
) 10714 f
_2 I I I
10 1071 100 1071 100 1071 100
re(h~*Mpc) ro(h~*Mpc) re(h~*Mpc)

Figure 3. The measurements of fiswp(rp) are shown for all galaxies (in black) and red subsamples (in red). Dots with
error bars represent observations, while lines indicate the fitting results. The subplots, arranged from left to right, correspond
to companion mass bins with edges [10°°,10'°°], [10'%° 10'°-5], and [10'°5,10'*°]My. From top to bottom, the subplots
correspond to central galaxy mass bins with edges [10'!,10'%], [10'*3,10""5], [10'*®)10'*7], and beyond. Each subplot title

specifies the central and companion stellar mass bin centers.

Then, we calculate fiqwp(rp) for the red and the
entire companion galaxy sample in four stellar
mass bins within [109° Mg, 1019M] around mas-
sive central galaxies in four stellar mass bins within
[10111 M, 101" M) . We adopt the jackknife resam-
pling technique to assess the statistical error. The mean
value of figw,(rp) can be obtained by:

Nsub
_ 1 _

nawp (rp) = N Z N2 kWp,k (T'p) - (4)

sub =1

The corresponding error is calculated as:
Nsub
N, b — 1 _ _ 2
o’ = ?\1[ Z (P2, kwp,k (Tp) — Rowp (rp))” . (5)
sub

k=1

Here, 712 ywp k (1p) indicates the excess of the projected
density for the kth realization, and Ngyp signifies the
number of jackknife realizations. We use Ngu, = 50 in
this work. The measurements are displayed in Figure 3
as dots with error bars.

Although the SDSS Main sample includes lower mass
galaxies, we only use centrals with M, > 1010
due to challenges in selecting central galaxies. However,
while we do not use lower mass spectroscopic galaxies
to build our 3D quenched fraction model, they serve as
a useful tool to verify the extrapolation of our model.
Therefore, we also measure the now, (1) of companion
galaxies with different colors and stellar masses around
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the entire lower mass spectroscopic sample, including
both central and satellite galaxies. These measurements
are then compared to the extrapolated predictions from
our 3D quenched fraction model. We believe this ap-
proach provides strong validation for the extrapolability
of our model.

3. BUILDING THE 3D QUENCHED FRACTION
MODEL

In this section, we develop the 3D quenched fraction
model by combining the measured nowy(rp), the mean
quenched fraction fg”, and the SHMR from the N-body
simulation.

3.1. 3D quenched fraction profiles of satellite galazies

To derive the 3D quenched fraction profile, we first
recover the 3D distributions of the red and the entire
companion galaxy sample around massive central galax-
ies from the projected distributions fgwp (1p). Assuming
that the real space correlation function £(r) follows the
power-law form £(r) = (r/rg) ", we have:

wnt=r (2) 1 (3)r () (3). ©

where I' is the Gamma function. The power-law as-
sumption is a good one for the scales of < 3r; that are
relevant to this paper below. Then, fiqw,(rp) can be
written as:

sy (1) = 12 () ()T (5) 7 (252 0 (3)

— () (e (L v—1 gl
= (r1)" (rp) F<2>F<2> /T (5)7
(7)
where we absorb ng and rg into r1. By fitting fowy, (1)
of companion galaxies in the range 0.1 < r, < 3h~!Mpc,
we can constrain r; and . We show the fitting results
in Figure 3 with lines. It is evident that the data and
fit exhibit a relatively good agreement across the whole
mass range, both for the entire galaxy samples and for
the red ones.
Consequently, the 3D number density distribution can
be writen as:

2 (r) = g (r/ro)” " = (r1)7(r)77. (8)

Similarly, for red sub-samples, we can obtain
nsedered (1), Finally, we can compute the 3D quenched
fraction distributions for companion galaxies:

B red _ _red
oy _ T ) _ ety
fam () = — = — )
n2§ (r) (r)7r=

In Figure 4, we present the 3D quenched fraction dis-

tributions. The mass bins for central and companion

galaxies are consistent with those shown in Figure 3.
For each bin, we list the median values of central stellar
mass, companion stellar mass and r;, derived from the
Jiutian catalog, which are subsequently used to build
the model. It is clear that the fraction f°™ declines
as the distance r/ryi, increases, following a power-law
relation. This indicates that galaxies located closer to
central galaxies are more likely to be quenched, thereby
confirming the environmental effect. Additionally, we
observe a mass dependence of fi°™: Higher masses cor-
respond to higher fg°™, a trend evident for both cen-
tral and companion stellar masses. The monotonous
increase with companion mass highlights the impact of
mass quenching, while the gradual increase with cen-
tral mass suggests a stronger environmental effect in
more massive halos, even when scaled distances r/ryi,
are taken into account.

Based on these observational results, we construct a
fitting formula of f{°™ as follows:

f;om(r;M*,ccnvM*,com) - A< ! > 5 (10)

Tvir
where

A=
1— Ay % (13 —logro(My cen))™ * (11.2 — log10( My com))"*,

R =

- A2 * (13 - loglO(]\4>k,cen))772 * (112 - loglO(M*,com))V27

where Ay, m1,v1 and Ag, 19, Vo are free parameters of the
model. In order to fit the parameters, we employ the
Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) sampler emcee
(Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013). We use the median val-
ues of central stellar mass, companion stellar mass, and
rvir for each mass bin, as previously mentioned, in the
fitting process. The posterior probability density func-
tions (PDFs) of the parameters are shown in Figure 5,
from which we can conclude that all parameters are well
constrained. To validate the fitting, we compare it to
the observed fgom(r; M, cens My com) in Figure 4. Over-
all, the fits of f{°™ are consistent with the observational
data within the error margins.

Although Equation 10 provides f;"m(r; M, cen, My com)
to large scales, in our model, we only apply it to satellite
galaxies within the radius rpor of each FOF halo. We
define the 3D satellite quenched fraction profile as

f;at(r; M*,cemM*,sat)
= fgom(r; M*,cern M*,sat)7 0 <7 <7TFOF- (11)
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by mass bins follows the same format as in Figure 3. Orange dots with error bars represent the observational results of f5*,
calculated using Equation 9. Blue lines correspond to f3°™ derived from the Jiutian simulation after applying the 3D quenched

fraction model (Equation 10).

We use fgat instead of f°™ to ensure the uniqueness
of the model prediction, as each satellite galaxy is asso-
ciated with only one central galaxy, whereas companion
galaxies outside rpor can be linked to multiple central
galaxies. Moreover, this approach is more physically
motivated, as Paper V demonstrated that environmen-
tal quenching predominantly occurs within halos, while
companion galaxies beyond rpor are primarily influ-
enced by their own host halos.

3.2. Quenched fraction of central galazies

With the 3D quenched fraction model for satel-
lite galaxies developed above, we can determine the
quenched fraction of each satellite galaxy. However, to
complete the picture, we still need the quenched fraction
of central galaxies, fgen(M*). Additionally, since the

quenching of satellite galaxies results from both mass
and environmental effects, f(‘;e“(M*) is crucial for disen-
tangling these two factors, as it is believed to represent
the mass-driven effect.

While we could derive fge“(M*) using the existing
fgom(r;M*,cen,M*,com) results beyond ry; with itera-
tive methods, it would be much simpler to include a new
observational quantity, fg“(M*), the average quenched
fraction for all galaxies in each stellar mass bin. fgn(M )
can be easily obtained by counting blue and red galaxies
in each stellar mass bin. To account for completeness,
during the counting, we employ a weight of 1/Vj,ax for
each galaxy, where V.« represents the volume corre-
sponding t0 zmax, the maximum redshift at which the
galaxy satisfies our selection criteria. The correspond-
ing errors are estimated from the bootstrap resamplings.
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Figure 5. The posterior distributions of the parameters in the fitting model for fq(r; My cen, My com). The 1D PDF of each
parameter is plotted as a histogram at the top panel of each column, where the median value and 1o uncertainty is also labeled.
The 2D joint PDF of each parameter pair is shown as a contour with three confidence levels 68%, 95% and 99%.

With fg”(M*) and the average quenched fraction of
satellite galaxies, fgat (M.,), calculated from our model,
we can solve for fge“(M*) :

Feen __ _(?H * (Nsat =+ Ncen) - Nsat * fcslat 12
4 B Ncen . ( )

Here, Ng,4 denotes the number of satellite galaxies in
each stellar mass bin, while N, represents the number
of central galaxies. These values are calculated from
our models using the Jiutian simulation. We would
like to note that in the calculation of f$2*(M, ), we have

extrapolated our fgat(r;M*7cen,M*7sat) model. This is
because the calculation requires the 53 values for all
satellite galaxies around central galaxies with any stellar
mass, while the model is built based on measurements
for central galaxies only with M, con > 10t M. This
extrapolation will be validated in Section 3.3 by incor-
porating additional measurements. For now, we assume
the extrapolation is reasonable.
In Figure 6, we show the derived quat(M*),
fo all(M*)7 and the environmental quenched

£ 0L, Ty d .
fraction f,”"" (M,) = fqau(M*) — £ (M), where
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Figure 6. The average quenched fraction of satellite (blue),
central (orange), and all galaxies (green) as a function of
stellar mass. The environmental quenched fraction (red) is

also shown, defined as fo“" (M.) = jiqan( o) — fSN(ML).
The orange line represents the fit to fo“" (M.).

f.“"(M,) also represents the mass quenched fraction,
q

MESOML), in our definition. We find that f,“" in-
q ) q
creases monotonically with stellar mass, suggesting that
mass quenching effects become more pronounced in
more massive galaxies. To describe chen(M*), we con-

struct a model as follows:

fem(M,) = % (1 +erf (bgm%?_“» . (13)

Here, erf is the error function, p is the central location,
and o is the width of the distribution. The fitted values
for 4 and o are 10.02 and 0.64, respectively. The fitting
model is displayed in Figure 6 with orange line. Us-
ing this model, we can assign the value of f;en to each
central galaxy in the Jiutian simulation. Combined
with the fgat model, we can now determine the quenched
probability of each galaxy in the simulation. We present
the model prediction of fgom(r; M, cen, My com) from the
Jiutian simulation in Figure 4 and find that our model
accurately reproduces the measurements.

3.3. Validating the Model Extrapolation

The 3D quenched fraction model we developed in
Equation 10 and Equation 13 can predict the quenched
probability for any galaxy with M, > 10°5My. How-
ever, as mentioned above, this is achieved by extrap-
olating the fgat(r;M*7ccn,M*7sat) model to My cen <
101 M), and this extrapolation still needs to be vali-
dated.

Before validate the extrapolation, we first check if
we can reproduce the measurements with M, cen >

101 M, used to construct our model. The measure-
ments we choose to compare is the projected quenched
fraction of companion galaxies f{°™ (75 My cen, M com)
as used in Paper V. The fgom(rp; M, cens My com) of the
kth jackknifed realization is

com(y ) "Bk Uk (7o)
P Ry pwp g (1)

Then, the mean value of the fgom(rp;M*’Cen,M*’com)
and the corresponding error can be expressed as:

(14)

Nsub

fcom Tp Z Com , (15)
Nsub
Nsub -1 com com 2
O'chél;om ('I"p) = T Z ( a,k (Tp) - fq (TP)) :
su h—1

(16)
We note that the observed f$°™ (rp; My cen, M com) is a
direct measurement from observations, independent of
any model assumptions.

In Figure 7, we compare the observed
fgom(rp;M*’cen,M*ycom) with predictions from our
model across all stellar mass bins used to construct
the model, spanning scales of 0.1 < r, < 10h~! Mpc.
We find that our model accurately reproduces the mea-
surements across all stellar mass bins, confirming its
self-consistency. This test also provides a weak valida-
tion of the extrapolation, as f5°"(r,), particularly at
Tp > Tyir, contains some information about the quenched
fraction of satellite galaxies with M, cen < 1011'0M@.
This is because companion galaxies at r > 7y, have the
potential to be satellite galaxies of these less massive
centrals, contributing to f°™(ry,). However, since the
measurements at r, > 7y have larger uncertainties,
this serves only as a relatively weak validation.

To further wvalidate the extrapolation, we incor-
porate additional measurements as described below.
The reason we initially used only measurements with
M, cen > 10YM1Mg to construct the model is that
identifying lower-mass central galaxies in observations
is both challenging and prone to significant uncertain-
ties. However, in the model, we can easily predict
fgom(rp; M. an1; My com), which represents the quenched
fraction of companion galaxies around all galaxies with
M, a1, including both central and satellite galaxies. This
eliminates the need to isolate central galaxies in ob-
servations for comparison. This approach allows us to
extend the measurements of f(‘iom(rp; M, an, My com) to
M, an < 10*-1Mg using the SDSS spectroscopic sam-
ple, providing a stronger test for our model.

In Figure 8, we compare the measured and pre-
dicted f$°™ (1p; Ma ant, My com) for M .n > 10195 M,
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Figure 7. The projected quenched fraction f5°™ (rp; M« cen, M« com) of companion galaxies around central galaxies is represented
by red dots with error bars for the observational data and blue lines for the simulation. The arrangement of subplots by mass

bins follows the same format as in Figure 3.

and within the same M, com ranges. We refrain from
extending to lower M, ;i because the SDSS is only com-
plete at very low redshifts, and the PAC method used
in this study has not been fully validated at such low
redshifts. This extension can be achieved with next-
generation spectroscopic surveys and an improved PAC
method (K. Xu et al., in prep.). We find that our model
accurately reproduces all the [ (rp; My an, M com)
measurements down to M, .y > 10'°5M, providing a
strong test of our model in the environments of My, >
1012.0h71M®.

4. QUENCHING EFFECTS OF MASS AND
ENVIRONMENT

With  our 3D  quenched fraction model,
Fe2(r; M cens M sat), fge“(M*), and the galaxy-halo
connection in N-body simulations, we can now disen-
tangle the effects of mass and environment on galaxy
quenching.

In Figure 9, we present the 3D quenched fraction
of companion galaxies, f¢°™ (r; M cen; My com), and the
environmental contribution, V(15 M cens M com) =
f((l:om(r;M*,cenaM*,com) - f((;en(M*,com)' This ﬁgure is
similar to Figure 4 but extends the analysis to 107 /7.
We find that both fi°™ and f§™ decrease with r within
2 — 3ryir, with more rapid changes occurring at r > 7y,
compared to r < ryi;. Beyond 3ryiy, f°™ and f§™ re-
main nearly constant, reflecting the average total and
environmental quenched fractions. We suggest that the
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Figure 8. The projected quenched fraction fg°™ (7p; M+ an, M« ,com) of companion galaxies around all spectroscopic galaxies for
observational data and simulation, shown as red dots with error bars and blue lines respectively. From left to right, mass bins
for the companion samples vary from 10%2 to 10**°Mg. From top to bottom, the spectroscopic stellar mass bins change from
10'%5 to 10*" M. The subplot titles indicate the corresponding bin centers.



12 ZHENG ET AL.

Cen:10'12 Com:10°7> Cen:10!12 Com:10192> (Cen:10!2 Com:101975

0.4

Cen:10'* Com:10%’> Cen:10''* Com:10'°25 Cen:10'* Com:10%075
1.0 5

5 0.4

Cen:10116 Com:10%7> Cen:10'® Com:101°2> Cen:10!® Com:10107>
1.04... o

9
0.4

0.2

05—t 100 101071 10° 10101 10° 10!
r/ryir r/ryir r/ryir

Figure 9. The total f5°™ (r; M cen, M« ,com) and environmental 5™ (7; M cen, M com) quenched fractions of companion galaxies
around central galaxies derived from our model. The arrangement of subplots by mass bins follows the same format as in Figure
4.
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Figure 10. Left: The total quenched fraction (mass+environment), f5**(Mx cen, Mx sat), and the environment quenched frac-

tion, fg“V(M*,cen, M, sat), of satellite galaxies as functions of stellar mass. Right: The fraction of galaxies, in each stellar mass
bin, that are satellite galaxies associated with halos of specific halo masses.



PAC.vil. MAsS AND ENVIRONMENT QUENCHING 13

0.81 l0g10(Mx/Mo) =

—— [9.5,10.0]
[10.0,10.5]

0.6 = [10.5,11.0]

Fa( < Myir)

I anv ..................
0.81 —— Faat
1]
..... Fg
0.61

1011 10‘12 10‘13 10‘14 10‘15
M.ir(Mo/h)

Figure 11. The cumulative quenched fraction from environment (dashed lines), for satellite galaxies (solid lines), and for all
the galaxies (dotted lines) as a function of central galaxy mass (left) and host halo mass (right).

constant quenched fraction observed at r > 3r;,, rather
than r > ri;, is due to the scatter in 7, at fixed central
stellar mass and the triaxial shapes of halos (Jing & Suto
2002), which allow the host halo environment to still in-
fluence galaxies beyond ry;,. The more rapid decrease
in fgo™ and f§™ beyond ryir can also be attributed to
this, as only a subset of host halos exert influence at
these distances.

From Figure 9, it is evident that f" increases with
M, cen and decreases with M, com. The dependence
of f&™ on M, com may be attributed to the rapid de-
crease in the number of isolated blue galaxies that can be
quenched by the environment, as fgen(M*,Com) increases
sharply with M, com. To better describe the effects of
environment, we define the 3D QFE:

) . fsnv(T§M*,cenaM*,com)
QPE(rs Maon, Mocom) = Sl

(17)
The definition is similar to but different from that of
Paper V. The QFE distributions for different central and
companion stellar mass bins are shown as blue dotted
lines in Figure 9. We find that M, com has only a very
slight effect on QFE at r < 7y, consistent with the
conclusion of Paper V that environmental quenching is
largely independent of the companion mass. At r >
Tvir, QFE decreases with M, com. We suspect this is
because the average environment varies at r > 1y, for
different M, com, whereas at r < ryiy, the environment is
determined by the fixed M, cen. Moreover, we find that
QFE increases with M, ccn, as expected, indicating that
more massive host halos are more efficient at quenching
their satellite galaxies.

To better quantify the fraction of satellite galax-
ies that are quenched in different environments, we
plot the total f5**(Myir, Mssar) and environmental
fg“"(Mvir, M, sat) quenched fractions of satellite galax-
ies as a function of host halo mass in the left panel
Figure 10. Similar to Figure 9, we find that fsat
and fJ" increase slightly with My;,. f;at increases
rapidly with M sat, while f" decreases sharply with
M, sat due to mass quenching. Even in the most mas-
sive host halos, only 10% of satellite galaxies in the
[1019-5101-0] M, stellar mass bin are quenched due to
environmental effects, while more than 50% of those
in the [10%5,10'-0]M, stellar mass bin are. It is
worth mentioning that fflat and fg™ increase rapidly
for My;, < 1012'0h*1M@, which is primarily due to our
parametrization of A and x in Equation 10. These
parameters depend on M, cen rather than M. As
shown in Figure 1, the SHMR exhibits a slope change
around My, = 1012‘0h_1M@, which leads to a corre-
sponding slope change in both f5**(Myir, M, sat) and
o (Myir, My sat) at the same mass. Since our model
has only been tested for M,;, > 101294~ M in Figure
8, the behavior for My, < 10'2°h~1 M, requires further
investigation.

Finally, we examine total mass and environmental
quenching within each stellar mass bin. These quanti-
ties depend on the host halo mass distribution of satel-
lite galaxies, shown in the right panel of Figure 10. We
then calculate the cumulative quenched fractions, Fy,
due to the environment, for satellite galaxies, and for
all galaxies, as a function of both central galaxy stel-
lar mass and host halo mass, as presented in Figure 11.
The values at the highest mass end represent the total
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quenched fractions, which are also shown in Figure 6.
We find that the mass-quenched fraction increases from
0.3 to 0.87 across the stellar mass range [10%°, 1010-0] M,
to [10195,10*-0] M, while the environmental quenched
fraction decreases from 0.17 to 0.03. Mass effects dom-
inate galaxy quenching across the entire stellar mass
range of [10%°,10-9] M, consistent with the findings
of Contini et al. (2019).

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, building on the npw, measurements
from Paper V, we develop a method to disentangle mass
and environmental quenching. The key components of
this method include reconstructing the 3D quenched
fraction distribution, f5* (r; My cen, M sat), for satellite
galaxies and determining the average quenched frac-
tion, f<(M,), for central galaxies, which represents
the mass-quenched fraction. The latter is achieved
by combining the fgat(r; M, cens M sat) model with the
galaxy-halo connection in N-body simulations. Us-
ing f5**(r; Macon, Ma sat), fge“(M*), and the galaxy-
halo connection, we assign a quenched probability to
each galaxy in the simulation, enabling a comprehen-
sive study of galaxy quenching. Our principal findings
are summarized as follows:

e Mass quenching dominates the entire stellar
mass range [10%5,10*1-°] M, studied. The mass-
quenched fraction increases from 0.3 to 0.87
across the stellar mass range [109-5,1019-0]M
to [10195 101101M, while the environmental
quenched fraction decreases from 0.17 to 0.03.

e More massive host halos are more effective at
quenching their satellite galaxies, while satellite
stellar mass has minimal influence on environmen-
tal quenching, as indicated by the QFE.

In this study, we only have measurements to validate
our model in environments with M > 1012'0h*1M@.
However, with our method, we can extend the explo-
ration of galaxy quenching to lower stellar and host halo
masses using next-generation galaxy surveys.
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