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ABSTRACT

UV-upturn galaxies are characterized by unusually excessive flux in the far-ultraviolet (FUV)
band, observed in some elliptical galaxies and the bulges of disk galaxies. We examine UV-
upturn galaxies within the semi-analytic model gabe, which embeds the formation of extreme
horizontal branch (EHB) stars—proposed as key candidates responsible for the UV-upturn
phenomenon. We have analyzed all related physical processes, including stellar evolution,
initial mass functions (IMFs), dust attenuation, galaxy age, metallicity, and binary fractions,
in an effort to determine which processes play significant roles. Our findings reveal two
categories of UV-upturn galaxies in the semi-analytic model, each with distinct formation
channels: old metal-rich quenched elliptical galaxies, which are intrinsic UV-upturn galaxies
induced by EHB stars within their old stellar populations, and dusty star-forming galaxies,
which are relatively young and may also be photometrically identified as UV-upturn galaxies
when accounting for dust attenuation. Dust attenuation contributes to 20% − 60% of the UV-
upturn galaxies, depending on the specific dust attenuation models adopted. With the binary
star formation model of EHB stars, both of these formation channels exhibit strong preferences
for high stellar metallicity. The high-mass end slope of the IMFs is found to have a marginal
effect, indicating that a universal IMF is adequate for studying the UV-upturn phenomenon.

Key words: galaxies: elliptical and lenticular – ultraviolet: galaxies – stars: binaries – stars:
horizontal branch

1 INTRODUCTION

The “UV upturn” or “UV excess” is an unusual phenomenon char-
acterized by excessive far-ultraviolet (FUV) flux observed in some
elliptical galaxies and the central bulge of some spiral galaxies, such
as M31 (e.g. Rosenfield et al. 2012). This phenomenon was discov-
ered with the first FUV observations by the Orbiting Astronomical
Observatory 2 (OAO-2; Code 1969; Code & Welch 1979). Early
imaging and spectroscopic studies found that the UV excess is ex-
tended (e.g. Deharveng et al. 1976), following the profile of visible
light (e.g. Bohlin et al. 1985; Welch 1982), but lacking association
with massive stars (e.g. King et al. 1992; Bertola et al. 1995) or
star formation activities (e.g. O’Connell et al. 1992). Further spec-
tral and photometric analyses have shown that white dwarfs alone
cannot account for the entire UV-upturn phenomenon (Werle et al.
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2020). These observations collectively suggest that the UV excess is
not due to young massive stars, but rather originates from old stellar
populations other than white dwarfs. Additionally, studies examin-
ing UV-upturn galaxies across various low-redshift environments
have found no dependence of UV excess on cluster environment,
group multiplicity, or satellite velocity dispersion. This suggests
that the UV upturn is driven by processes internal to the galaxies
themselves (e.g. Yi et al. 2011; Loubser & Sánchez-Blázquez 2011;
Boissier et al. 2018; Ali et al. 2018c, 2019; Phillipps et al. 2020).

Studies of galaxies at higher redshifts generally report a mod-
erate to negligible evolution in UV excess over redshifts from I ∼ 0
up to I ∼ 0.6 − 0.7 (e.g. Brown et al. 1998, 2000a, 2003; Ree et al.
2007; Donahue et al. 2010; Boissier et al. 2018; Atlee et al. 2009).
Beyond this range, the occurrence of the UV-upturn phenomenon
declines rapidly (e.g. Le Cras et al. 2016; Ali et al. 2018b,c, 2021;
De Propris et al. 2022; Ali et al. 2024). Although Le Cras et al.
(2016) observed the near disappearance of the UV-upturn phe-
nomenon at I ∼ 1 in a sample of massive galaxies from the
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Baryon Oscillation Spectroscopic Survey (BOSS, Dawson et al.
2013), Lonoce et al. (2020) reported detecting UV-upturn galax-
ies at I ∼ 1.4 in the Cosmological Evolution Survey (COSMOS)
field. In this context, the UV-line indices could only be explained af-
ter considering an old, UV-bright stellar population, consistent with
the previously identified origin from old populations in low-redshift
UV-upturn galaxies.

Another well-known observational result is the metallicity de-
pendence of the UV upturn, originally identified by Burstein et al.
(1988) through the study of the International Ultraviolet Explorer
(IUE) spectra of 24 quiescent early-type galaxies (ETGs). They
found that the FUV-V color of these galaxies became bluer with
a higher Lick Mg2 absorption index, indicating higher metallicity.
While this correlation has been re-evaluated with subsequent ob-
servational data, early studies reported either no correlation (e.g.
Ohl et al. 1998; Deharveng et al. 2002; Rich et al. 2005) or only
modest correlations (e.g. Boselli et al. 2005; Donas et al. 2007).
More recent research has accumulated evidence supporting this
correlation. For example, Bureau et al. (2011) demonstrated strong
correlations between the FUV-V and FUV-NUV colors and the inte-
grated Mg1 index in nearby ETGs with purely old stellar populations
using FUV/NUV photometry from GALEX (Martin et al. 2005) and
integral field spectroscopy from SAURON (Emsellem et al. 2004).
Additionally, Jeong et al. (2012) found that the global correlation
of the FUV excess with metallicity also applies at a local level. Fur-
thermore, Carter et al. (2011) observed that the strength of the UV
upturn correlates more strongly with [U/Fe] than with [Z/Fe]. The
correlation between FUV-NUV and FUV-optical colors with metal-
licity is also observed in rich galaxy clusters in the local Universe,
such as Coma (Smith et al. 2012) and Virgo (Akhil et al. 2024).

Theoretically, extreme horizontal branch (EHB) stars and their
hot post-HB descendants, including post-early asymptotic giant
branch (AGB) stars and AGB-manqué stars, have been proposed
as key candidates responsible for the UV excess in old, long-lived
stellar populations (Greggio & Renzini 1990, 1999). EHB stars are
core-helium-burning stars characterized by extremely thin hydrogen
envelopes ("env < 0.02 M⊙), with temperatures )e ∼ 25, 000 K
and masses of approximately 0.5 M⊙ . They fall below the main
sequence of massive stars on the Hertzsprung-Russell (H-R) dia-
gram and are particularly energetic in the FUV band. Given that
10 − 20% of evolving stars pass through the EHB channels, the
observed FUV luminosities can be reasonably explained by EHB
stars (Greggio & Renzini 1999; Brown et al. 1995). The detection
of EHB and post-EHB stars in M32 by the Hubble Space Tele-
scope provided direct evidence for the EHB origin of the UV ex-
cess (Brown et al. 2000b, 2008); for a comprehensive review, see
O’Connell (1999).

Although the EHB origin has become a consensus among the
community, the specific physical mechanisms driving the forma-
tion of the thin hydrogen envelope—critical for EHB star forma-
tion—remain unclear (Iben & Rood 1970; Dorman 1992). Several
theoretical models have been proposed to explain the formation
of this thin envelope. For instance, the “metal-poor single star
model” interprets EHB stars as products of the metal-poor tail
of a stellar population with a wide metallicity distribution (Lee
1994; Park & Lee 1997). However, this model requires the stellar
population to be extremely old (18 − 20 Gyr), even older than the
age of the Universe. In contrast, the “metal-rich single star model”
assumes that EHB stars originate from metal-rich stars that un-
dergo significant envelope loss near the tip of the red giant branch
(RGB, e.g. Bressan et al. 1994; Dorman et al. 1995; D’Cruz et al.
1996; Yi et al. 1997; Maraston 2005). This model posits a relatively

large mass-loss rate that increases with metallicity during the RGB
phase in order to reduce the envelope mass (Yi et al. 1998). A more
recent model, the “He-rich single star model” (e.g. Chung et al.
2011, 2017), suggests that EHB stars form from subpopulations with
high initial helium abundances, which possess high mean molec-
ular masses and short lifetimes, leading to low turn-over masses
and thin envelopes. Additionally, a higher abundance of helium
results in HB stars burning more of their hydrogen envelope dur-
ing their HB phase (Horch et al. 1992; Dorman et al. 1995). Both
the metal-rich and He-rich single star models predict a relatively
strong evolution of the UV excess phenomenon with both metal-
licity and age of the stellar population, which can account for the
observed correlation noted by Burstein et al. (1988) as well as the
redshift evolution described by Ali et al. (2021, 2024). The He-rich
model effectively reproduces the He-rich EHB subpopulations ob-
served in globular clusters (GCs) (Chung et al. 2011; Peacock et al.
2018), while the increased mass-loss rate during the RGB phase
required by the metal-rich model has not been observed in star clus-
ters (Miglio et al. 2012; McDonald & Zĳlstra 2015; Williams et al.
2018). Given these observations, the He-rich model is favored over
the metal-rich model, assuming that the EHB stars in star clusters
share the same origin as those in ETGs (Goudfrooĳ 2018).

In contrast to the single star models, the “binary star model”
considers various binary interactions as the formation mechanism
for EHB stars. An EHB star may form after the common-envelope
phase of a close binary system if helium is subsequently ignited
in the star’s core. Conversely, if mass transfer remains dynamically
stable, the star’s envelope will be stripped via stable Roche lobe
overflow (RLOF), resulting in a remnant core with a long orbital
period that may also evolve into an EHB star if helium in the core is
ignited. Furthermore, a single EHB star can originate as the merger
remnant of two helium white dwarfs, provided the total mass is less
than the Chandrasekhar limit (Webbink 1984; Iben & Tutukov 1986;
Han 1998). Han et al. (2002, 2003) meticulously examined all these
formation channels and conducted a binary population synthesis
study of EHB stars, successfully explaining the observed EHB star
distributions without making specific assumptions regarding mass-
loss rates and He abundance. Han et al. (2007) further developed an
evolutionary population synthesis (EPS) model. In this model, for
old stellar populations, the FUV-NUV color decreases substantially
with age, while the FUV-A color exhibits a relatively weak correla-
tion with age, consistent with the observed weak evolution of the
FUV-A color at I < 0.6. Although only solar metallicity was con-
sidered, the authors argued that the UV excess phenomenon should
not depend strongly on metallicity, as the mass transfer processes
related to the formation of EHB stars are primarily influenced by
initial orbital parameters rather than metallicity. Consequently, the
binary star model predicts a weak or negligible correlation between
the FUV-A color and metallicity, which contradicts previous obser-
vational studies.1

In previous studies, the evolution and correlation of the UV-
upturn phenomenon were generally derived for simple stellar popu-
lations (SSPs), where stars were assumed to form through a singular
starburst (e.g. Hernández-Pérez & Bruzual 2013, 2014), composite
stellar populations (CSPs) comprising two SSPs (e.g. Han et al.
2007), or CSPs that incorporated chemical evolution histories (e.g.
Ali et al. 2021). Assumptions and simplifications were applied to

1 We note that the metallicity dependence of the UV upturn in binary star
models is revisited in this work, leading to somewhat different conclusions.
Details can be found in subsection 4.2.
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the star formation histories (SFHs) of ETGs. In this work, we ex-
amine the formation and evolution of the UV-upturn phenomenon
at galactic scales (as opposed to stellar population scales), par-
ticularly including variations in SFHs by embedding the forma-
tion model of EHB stars within a cosmological framework pro-
vided by semi-analytic models (SAMs). In SAMs, the SFHs of
galaxies are generated self-consistently through a series of galac-
tic physical processes described by simplified models or empiri-
cal relations. Combined with N-body merger trees of dark mat-
ter haloes and tracking the formation and evolution of galaxies
within these haloes, SAMs have successfully reproduced a substan-
tial amount of observational data at both low and high redshifts (e.g.
White & Frenk 1991; Kauffmann et al. 1999; Croton et al. 2006;
De Lucia & Blaizot 2007; Guo et al. 2011; Henriques et al. 2015,
2020). The SAM employed in this study is gabe (Galaxy Assembly
with Binary Evolution, Jiang et al. 2019), which includes a compre-
hensive set of galaxy formation recipes, encompassing reionization,
gas cooling, star formation, supernova feedback, black hole growth,
AGN feedback, galaxy mergers, and more. Notably, the evolution
of binary stars, particularly the channels for the formation of EHB
stars, is integrated using the yunnan-ii EPS model (Zhang et al.
2010).

In addition, the approach of SAMs enables us to examine the
influence of various galactic physical processes on the UV-upturn
phenomenon. In particular, we will consider stellar initial mass
functions (IMFs) with varying slopes at the high-mass end, dust
attenuation curves with varying slopes and UV bump strengths, and
the fractions of binary stellar populations and young stellar popula-
tions. By incorporating these factors into SAMs and comparing the
predicted occurrence rates of UV-upturn galaxies, we are able to
determine which of these factors might exert important influences
on the identification and formation of UV-upturn galaxies.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In section 2, we
briefly introduce the adopted semi-analytic model. In section 3, we
demonstrate properties of modeled galaxies, and conduct a thorough
examination of related physical processes to assess their influence
on the formation of UV-upturn galaxies, including various EPS
models, IMFs, dust attenuation, and the joint dependencies. We
discuss the dependence of UV upturn in binary star model and the
role of dust attenuation in section 4, and summarize our conclusions
in section 5.

2 SEMI-ANALYTIC MODEL

We utilize the semi-analytic model (SAM) gabe (Galaxy Assem-
bly with Binary Evolution) developed by Jiang et al. (2019) as the
basic tool for our study. The gabe model is implemented using the
Millennium Simulation (Springel et al. 2005), a dark matter-only
cosmological simulation which adopts the cosmological parame-
ters (Ωm = 0.25, Ωb = 0.045, ΩΛ = 0.75, = = 1, f8 = 0.9
and �0 = 73 km s−1 Mpc−1) derived from a combined analysis
of the 2dFGRS (Colless et al. 2001) and the first-year WMAP data
(Spergel et al. 2003). Dark matter haloes and subhaloes are identi-
fied with a friends-of-friends group finder (Davis et al. 1985) and
subfind (Springel et al. 2001), respectively. The merger trees are
constructed by tracing the formation and merger history of each
halo and subhalo with the D-Tree algorithm (Jiang et al. 2014),
upon which gabe is applied. The simulation box size is 685 Mpc,
which is large enough to suppress cosmic variance, thereby enabling
reliable statistics (Wang et al. 2017). The mass resolution of dark
matter particles is 1.2 × 109 M⊙ , allowing gabe to generate a com-

plete galaxy catalogue for galaxies more massive than ∼ 109 M⊙ .
Like other SAMs, gabe includes a full set of galaxy formation
recipes, including reionization, gas cooling, star formation, super-
nova feedback, black hole growth, AGN feedback, galaxy mergers,
etc. As shown in Jiang et al. (2019), gabe successfully reproduced
the stellar mass function of galaxies as well as the scaling relations
of galaxy properties such as metallicity, black hole mass, galaxy size
and so on. The reader is referred to Jiang et al. (2019) for further
details of the model.

As mentioned, UV excess is observed in ellipticals or galactic
bulges. In order to facilitate a more reasonable comparison between
model and observation, we only consider the “bulge region” of each
model galaxy. The “bulge region” of a galaxy is defined as the
area within twice the half-mass radius of the stellar bulge, which
is formed mainly through galaxy mergers in gabe. Assuming the
density profile of the galactic disk to be exponential, we calculate
the volume fraction of this bulge region over the whole disk and
assign the corresponding fraction of disk component to the bulge.
In this way, we will compare different properties of the bulge region
of model galaxies with observations, and the model galaxies men-
tioned hereafter are represented by their bulge regions. Note that a
model galaxy defined in this way is naturally a composite of a bulge
with or without a disk. The ones without disks are analogous to
fully quenched elliptical galaxies in observations, while those with
disks can be compared with elliptical galaxies with certain levels of
star formation activities or with the bulges of spiral galaxies in ob-
servations. We only consider modeled galaxies whose bulge region
is more massive than 109.5 M⊙ .

When a star formation event happens in a galaxy, triggered
by disk instability or galaxy merger, a corresponding SSP is gener-
ated to record the time and strength of this event. The star forma-
tion history (SFH) of the galaxy is constructed by aggregating all
SSPs throughout its history. UV and optical magnitudes are then
derived for the galaxy by convolving the SFH with the photomet-
ric evolution of SSPs provided by the adopted EPS models. For
the calculation of magnitudes, it is crucial to include dust attenua-
tion, which will be discussed in detail in subsection 3.4. Compared
with previous SAMs, gabe for the first time incorporated the mod-
eling of binary star evolution by adopting the yunnan-ii

2 EPS
model (Zhang et al. 2004, 2005, 2010, 2020). This model is con-
structed based on the rapid binary star evolution (BSE) algorithm
of Hurley et al. (2002), which encompasses various binary inter-
actions, such as mass transfer, mass accretion, common-envelope
evolution, collisions, supernova kicks, tidal evolution, and angular
momentum loss via gravitational waves. More technical details on
the yunnan-ii model, including initial distributions and spectral
library, are available in Zhang et al. (2020). In Zhang et al. (2010),
different formation channels of EHB stars of Han et al. (2002, 2003)
were also included by directly integrating the EPS model with those
of Han et al. (2007), under the assumption that metallicity does not
play an essential role in the formation of EHB stars. Consequently,
there are three versions of the yunnan-ii model: the single star
version by deactivating all binary interactions (YII-sin); the binary
version without the formation of EHB stars through double He white
dwarfs merger, stable RLOF and common-envelope ejection under
the assumption of sub-He core ignition3 (YII-bin); and the binary
version with all the above binary formation channels of EHB stars

2 http://users.ynao.ac.cn/~zhangfh/
3 The minimum core mass for helium ignition could be lowered if the mass-
loss rate during RGB phase is high enough, which increases the formation
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Figure 1. Left: Evolution of the FUV, NUV and A band absolute magnitude of a 1 M⊙ SSP with solar metallicity in different EPS models. For models other
than galaxev, the relative differences with respect to galaxev are shown in the lower panel. The thin magenta horizontal line indicates zero. Right: Evolution
of NUV-A , FUV-NUV and FUV-A colors for the same models as in the left panel. The shaded regions indicate the colors expected for UV-upturn galaxies.

(YII-ehb). The stellar initial mass function (IMF) of Miller & Scalo
(1979) is adopted as the fiducial IMF in yunnan-ii models, but a
variety of IMF models will be considered in subsection 3.3.

In addition to yunnan-ii models, we also consider the EPS
model of Binary Population and Spectral Synthesis (bpass

4;
Eldridge et al. 2008; Eldridge & Stanway 2009; Eldridge et al.
2017), as well as galaxev, the commonly-used EPS model
of Bruzual & Charlot (2003). The galaxev adopts the IMF of
Chabrier (2003) and has no formation channels of EHB stars and
their descendants. The bpass model is based on a custom version
of the Cambridge stellar evolution code stars (Eggleton 1971)
and the binary evolutionary scheme of Hurley et al. (2002). This
model was initially developed to investigate the effects of massive
binaries on young stellar populations and has been widely used
by both stellar and extragalactic studies (e.g. Blagorodnova et al.
2017; Ma et al. 2016). The properties of old stellar populations
were also reevaluated in Stanway & Eldridge (2018), leading to an
improved concordance with observed colors and spectral indices in
both globular clusters and quiescent galaxies. However, a discus-
sion on the UV-upturn phenomena in these models was absent, and
the formation channels of EHB stars through binary interactions
of Han et al. (2002, 2003) were not explicitly incorporated. The
bpass v2.2 model provides predictions for both single and binary
populations with various IMFs.

3 RESULTS

3.1 Colors of simple stellar populations

We first examine the magnitudes and color indices in UV and op-
tical bands for Simple Stellar Populations (SSPs) across different
Evolutionary Population Synthesis (EPS) models. The left panels in

efficiency of EHB stars (D’Cruz et al. 1996; Han et al. 2002). We refer to
such mechanism as “sub-He core ignition”.
4 https://bpass.auckland.ac.nz/

Figure 1 illustrate the evolution of magnitude in the Far UV (FUV),
Near UV (NUV), and A band for a 1 M⊙ SSP with solar metallicity
(/ = 0.02), for all six EPS models. The models show negligible
differences in both NUV and A magnitude when stellar age exceeds
∼ 0.01 Gyr. In contrast, significant variations among the models
are observed in the FUV magnitude for SSPs older than ∼ 0.3 Gyr,
where YII-bin and YII-ehb models are more luminous than YII-sin

and galaxev in the FUV band, attributable to the increasing impact
of binary interactions. These interactions, such as mass transfer and
merger, give rise to hotter stellar objects, predominantly hot subd-
warfs and blue stragglers5, enhancing the FUV luminosity around
1 Gyr compared to single star scenarios. At ages larger than∼ 3 Gyr,
Extreme Horizontal Branch (EHB) stars produced through the three
formation channels of Han et al. (2002, 2003) play a more signifi-
cant role, lowering the FUV magnitude by an additional magnitude,
potentially accounting for the UV-upturn phenomenon observed
in elliptical galaxies, as discussed in Han et al. (2007). The bpass

models share a similar evolution with that of yunnan-ii, but are
about 1 − 2 magnitudes fainter in the FUV band at large ages. Due
to the lack of formation channels of EHB stars of Han et al. (2002,
2003), the single and binary models of bpass gradually converge
with each other at ∼ 3 Gyr.

The right panels of Figure 1 illustrate the evolution of NUV-A ,
FUV-NUV, and FUV-A colors for the same models, along with the
UV-upturn classification scheme of Yi et al. (2011), which is NUV-
A > 5.4, FUV-NUV < 0.9, and FUV-A < 6.6, indicated by the
dashed lines and shaded regions. Compared to single star models,
those incorporating binary interactions consistently produce bluer
SSPs. Among the color indices, NUV-A exhibits minimal influ-
ence from binary interactions and shows the least variation across
different EPS models. This can be attributed to the weak model-

5 Blue stragglers are stars lying on the main sequence in the color-magnitude
diagram of globular clusters while beyond the turning-point (Sandage 1953).
They are believed to be produced from collisions between low-mass stars
and mass transfer in close binaries (e.g., Pols & Marinus 1994; Chen & Han
2004; Hurley et al. 2005).
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Figure 2. The left two panels are the same as in Fig. 1, but for SSPs with different metallicities in YII-ehb model. The right panel shows the evolutionary
trajectories of SSPs with different metallicities on the color-color diagram in YII-ehb model. Magenta dotted lines are the isochrones and magenta stars mark
the evolutionary end points for each trajectories. Gray-filled region shows the number of modeled galaxies without dust attenuation in each cell at I ∼ 0. Black
contours enclose 50%, 80% and 99.8% of all the modeled galaxies respectively outwards. Dashed lines are the divisions of three kinds of galaxies as proposed
in Yi et al. (2011): UV-upturn galaxies, UV-weak galaxies, and residual star formation (RSF) galaxies.

dependence of both NUV and A magnitudes observed in the left
panels. The other two color indices, both involving FUV, present
significant variations among the EPS models for ages exceeding
∼ 0.3 Gyr. In these cases, SSPs from single star models rapidly
become red, while those from binary models remain blue due to
increasing contributions from blue stragglers and EHB stars at 1
Gyr. The YII-ehb model presents the bluest colors at large ages,
with FUV-NUV progressively becoming bluer after ∼ 1 Gyr and
FUV-A remaining largely constant. Notably, only the YII-ehb model
falls into the UV-upturn region when the SSPs are older than ∼ 6
Gyr. Other EPS models exhibit relatively weaker FUV flux, thereby
failing to meet the criteria for FUV-NUV and FUV-A colors, despite
their FUV-NUV colors showing a similar trend towards the blue end
at old ages. Furthermore, it is evident that young SSPs are unable
to meet the UV-upturn criterion, as their relative flux of NUV over
optical is excessively high.

In Figure 2, we examine the dependence of magnitudes and
colors on stellar metallicity, focusing solely on the YII-ehb model
for simplicity and clarity. Examination of other EPS models reveals
similar trends. As observed, in all bands, SSPs of higher metallic-
ities are brighter initially but become fainter when the stellar age
exceeds ∼ 0.01 Gyr. The metallicity dependence at old ages is more
pronounced in FUV and NUV than in the A band, with the disparity
in UV magnitudes between the most metal-rich and most metal-
poor SSPs reaching up to 4 magnitudes, compared to a difference
of less than one magnitude in the A band. At late ages, metal-rich
SSPs are redder in both NUV-A and FUV-A than metal-poor SSPs.
The situation is more complex for FUV-NUV, which increases to a
peak before declining again, with the peak color occurring earlier
for SSPs of higher metallicities (e.g., 0.6−0.7 Gyr for / = 0.03 and
6 − 7 Gyr for / = 0.0001). Consequently, only for old metal-rich
SSPs with / > 0.01 and ages & 4 Gyr can both the NUV-A and
FUV-NUV colors evolve into the UV-upturn region, as indicated by
the shaded areas in the middle panel of Figure 2.

Based on these results, we expect the UV-upturn phenomenon
to be associated with SSPs of high metallicities and old ages in
the YII-ehb model. This is more clearly illustrated in the right panel
of Figure 2, where the evolution of the YII-ehb SSPs is plotted on the
FUV-NUV versus NUV-A diagram. The different solid lines indi-
cate the evolutionary trajectories of SSPs with varying metallicities,
while magenta dotted lines represent isochrones at 0.1 and 0.5 Gyr.

For comparison, the distribution of all model galaxies without dust
attenuation is plotted in the background as gray-filled areas. The cor-
responding black contours outline the star-forming/blue population
and quenched/red population. We find that the quenched/red popula-
tion of galaxies aligns closely with "old" SSPs (> 10 Gyr). Magenta
stars denote the endpoints (14 Gyr) of each trajectory, showing a
clear dependence on metallicity. Old and metal-rich SSPs exhibit
relatively redder NUV-A colors and bluer FUV-NUV colors com-
pared to their metal-poor counterparts, with the most metal-rich
SSPs ending right within the UV-upturn region. This further sug-
gests a correlation between the UV-upturn phenomenon and both
metallicity and age within the YII-ehb model.

3.2 Colors and redshift evolution of model galaxies

Figure 3 displays the distributions of all model galaxies at I ∼ 0
on the FUV-NUV versus NUV-A color diagram, obtained by adopt-
ing different EPS models as indicated. Black contours show galaxy
number density, while filled colors depict the mean specific star for-
mation rate (sSFR)6 within each cell. For yunnan-ii and galaxev,
the fiducial or default IMF is applied, while for bpass, we use
the IMF with a slope of Γ = 1.35 for both single and binary
population models. For comparison, we selected a volume-limited
sample of elliptical galaxies with both optical and UV photome-
try from the NASA-Sloan Atlas (NSA, Blanton et al. 2005), a local
galaxy catalogue constructed from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey

(SDSS, York et al. 2000) and Galaxy Evolution Explorer (GALEX,
Martin et al. 2005). Our sample comprises 35,336 elliptical galax-
ies with redshift 0.01 < I < 0.05, stellar mass "∗ > 109.5 M⊙ , and
Sersic index =s > 2.5. The distribution of this sample is plotted as
purple contours, repeated in every panel of Figure 3. In each panel,
dashed lines indicate the empirical criteria suggested by Yi et al.
(2011) to identify UV-upturn galaxies, which are located in the

6 For modeled galaxies with sSFR lower than 10−13 yr−1, we set their
sSFR to 10−13 yr−1. In observations, the uncertainty in measuring sSFR for
galaxies with sSFR less than 10−13 yr−1 is large and not well determined
(see Fig. 15 in Salim et al. 2007). Thus, in our semi-analytic model, although
sSFR can be estimated down to 10−20 yr−1, we set 10−13 yr−1 as the lower
limit for comparability with observations. In reality, these galaxies represent
exhausted systems with almost no star formation.
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Figure 3. Distributions of model galaxies on the color-color diagram, run with different EPS models. Black contours enclose 50%, 80% and 99.8% of all the
modeled galaxies respectively outwards. Filled colors represent the mean specific star formation rate (sSFR) in each cell for cells with more than five galaxies.
Dashed lines are the divisions of three kinds of galaxies, with number fractions listed in brackets. Purple contours show the number distributions of galaxies
for the observational sample of NSA, enclosing 50%, 80% and 97% respectively outwards.
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Figure 4. Left: Redshift evolution of rest-frame NUV-A colors of modeled quenched galaxies (sSFR < 10−12 yr−1) run with various EPS models as shown
in the legend. Thick solid lines and dotted lines are the median values, and shaded regions indicate the 25% and 75% quartiles. Dashed lines mark the range
corresponding to an additional 1.5 times the interquartile range. The YII-ehb and BPASS-sin models are fully illustrated as thick solid lines with corresponding
distributions as the lower and upper limits of model predictions, respectively; and the median values of other EPS models are marked as dotted lines for clarity.
Box plots are the observational results of ETGs in 12 clusters in Ali et al. (2021), whose boxes and whiskers share the same definition as our shaded regions
and dashed lines, respectively. Circles are observed outliers beyond the whisker range in each cluster, and diamonds are stacks in two clusters at high redshifts.
Right: The same as the left panel, but for the observed NUV-i colors. Data points are the observational results of field red galaxies of De Propris et al. (2022) and
Atlee et al. (2009), and their error bars illustrate the root mean squares of the mean values from 100 bootstrapping realizations within each magnitude/redshift
bin.

lower-right corner of the diagram, with NUV-A > 5.4, FUV-NUV
< 0.9, and FUV-A < 6.6.

As can be seen, all models exhibit a bimodal distribution in both
color indices, with a clear division between red and blue populations
at NUV-A ∼ 5, similar to the sample of real galaxies. All models
span a similar range in NUV-A , comparable to real galaxies, but the
FUV-NUV colors in both red and blue populations are limited to
narrower ranges than in the real sample. Consequently, the models
lack galaxies with extreme colors, e.g., those with FUV-NUV& 4
or . −0.5. Evidently, none of the models can fully reproduce the

distribution of real galaxies in this diagram, indicating the presence
of systematic uncertainties within the models. This inconsistency
is not unexpected, considering that galaxy colors are not included
in the model calibration. We will revisit and discuss this issue in
detail in subsection 4.4. In what follows, we will focus on the rel-
ative changes in UV and optical colors caused by various physical
processes.

The major difference among the models lies in the FUV-NUV
color of red populations. The bpass models of both single and binary
populations predict redder FUV-NUV colors than the yunnan-
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Figure 5. Distributions of modeled galaxies run with YII-sin (upper panels) and bpass models (lower panels) with different IMF high-mass end slopes Γbi, as
indicated by different contours. Percentages in brackets are the number fractions of UV-upturn galaxies over all the modeled galaxies.

ii models. Among other models, the YII-ehb model predicts the
bluest FUV-NUV colors for the red population. As a result, a tail
of the red population in the YII-ehb model falls into the UV-upturn
region, although the fraction is much smaller than that of UV-
upturn galaxies in the real sample due to the aforementioned lack of
extreme colors in the models. The fractions of UV-upturn galaxies
in the other models are significantly smaller than in the YII-ehb

case. This echoes the theoretical expectation that the formation of
EHB stars through binary interactions can indeed be an efficient way
to produce UV excess in elliptical galaxies. Interestingly, in both
YII-bin and bpass, the single star model and binary model behave
similarly in the color-color diagram, with only slight differences in
NUV-A and almost no difference in FUV-NUV for both red and blue
populations.

We now extend the analysis to higher redshifts. The left panel
of Figure 4 shows the redshift evolution of the rest-frame NUV-A
color for quenched galaxies (sSFR < 10−12 yr−1) in different EPS
models. The YII-ehb and BPASS-sin models yield the bluest and
reddest NUV-A colors, respectively; therefore, these two models are
fully illustrated as thick solid lines with corresponding distributions
to indicate the plausible range predicted by different EPS models.
The median values of other EPS models are marked as dotted lines
for clarity. For comparison, symbols with error bars show ETGs
within 12 galaxy clusters at 0.3 < I < 1.0 from the Hubble Legacy
Archive (Ali et al. 2021). While this study does not aim to quan-
titatively compare our models with observations, it is noteworthy
that the model derived with YII-ehb agrees quite well with the ob-
servational results, in terms of both the median and the scatter of
NUV-A at a given redshift. However, it is important to note that the
differences across different EPS models are comparable to or even
smaller than the inherent scatter of galaxies.

In the right panel of Figure 4, we compare the predicted red-
shift evolution of the "observed" NUV-8 color of quenched model
galaxies with field red galaxies from De Propris et al. (2022). Fol-
lowing De Propris et al. (2022), we use the rest-frame FUV-A color

from the EPS models as analogues of the observed NUV-8 colors7 .
As observed, the YII-ehb model exhibits marginal agreement with
the upper limits of the observational results, whereas other EPS
models yield excessively redder colors. The variations of the rest-
frame FUV-A color among the EPS models are significantly larger
than those of the rest-frame NUV-A color seen in the left panel, es-
pecially at high redshift. This is consistent with what we have seen
from Figure 1, where the FUV-involved colors are more powerful
than NUV-involved colors in distinguishing different EPS models
at old ages. Ali et al. (2021) and De Propris et al. (2022) suggested
that the He-rich single star model provided the best explanation for
their observations. Our analysis further suggests that the binary star
model YII-ehb is also compatible with current observations in terms
of the redshift evolution of quenched galaxies at I . 1.

3.3 Influence of stellar initial mass function

The intensity of the UV-upturn phenomenon should, in principle,
depend on the high-mass end of the adopted stellar initial mass
function (IMF), which determines the fraction of stars more massive
than ∼ 0.6 M⊙ , including the progenitors of EHB stars (0.8 .
<1 . 5 M⊙ , Han et al. 2002; Clausen et al. 2012). To investigate
this effect, we adopt the "bimodal" IMF form (Vazdekis et al. 1996)
to describe IMFs with different slopes at the high-mass end:

Φ(log10 (<1)) ∝




(<1/0.6)
−Γbi (for <1 > 0.6 M⊙)

? (<1) (for 0.2 ≤ <1 ≤ 0.6 M⊙),

1 (for <1 < 0.2 M⊙)

(1)

7 We find the measured NUV-8 colors are in fact ∼ 1 − 2 bluer than the
rest-frame FUV-A colors due to the broader bandwidth of the NUV band
(Morrissey et al. 2005). We have corrected this effect for each modeled
galaxy according to its redshift and mean mass-weighted age and metallicity,
by utilizing spectra of each EPS model.
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Figure 6. Top panels: Distributions of all modeled galaxies (black), UV-upturndust galaxies (blue) and UV-upturnintrinsic galaxies (red) on the color-color
diagram, by using YII-ehb model. Dark/light contours show the ones with/without dust attenuation. Lower panels: Distributions of corresponding reddenings
for each kind of galaxies. Black contours show number ratios, and filled colors represent mean H column density 〈#H〉, sSFR, and inclination angle | cos(8) |
respectively as indicated by color bars. Distributions of these galactic properties are shown in the right column, normalized by the total number of two kinds
of UV-upturn galaxies.

where <1 is the primary mass in unit of M⊙ , Γbi is the slope
for <1 > 0.6 M⊙ , and ?(<1) is a third-degree spline function
connecting the low- and high-mass ends. The slope Γbi is varied
within the range [0.4, 2.2] to mostly encompass the slopes esti-
mated by Zhou et al. (2019) for a sample of elliptical galaxies from
the MaNGA survey. All IMFs are assumed to be truncated be-
low 0.1 M⊙ and above 100 M⊙ , and normalized within the range
[0.1, 100] M⊙ . With this form, the bimodal IMF of Γbi = 1.3 is
close to the fiducial IMF adopted in gabe (Miller & Scalo 1979,
hereafter MS79) at masses up to ∼ 10 M⊙ and the commonly-used
IMF of Chabrier (2003) at all masses. We have also repeated our
analysis using IMFs other than the bimodal IMFs, as well as sin-
gle power-law IMFs (Φ(log10 (<1)) ∝ <

−Γsi
1 ), including the IMF

of Salpeter (1955). We find that the specific form of IMFs does
not influence our conclusion. Therefore, we only present results
from the bimodal IMFs for clarity. A uniform mass-ratio distribu-
tion of the secondary and the primary mass (<2/<1) is assumed

(Mazeh et al. 1992; Goldberg & Mazeh 1994), as the same in the
fiducial yunnan-ii models.

The implementation of various IMFs for YII-bin and YII-ehb

is not trivial, and the resulting magnitudes are extremely sensitive
to model parameters (e.g. Greggio & Renzini 1990; Dorman et al.
1995; Han et al. 2002). Thus, for yunnan-ii, we explore the effect
of IMF variation only for the models of YII-sin. In bpass v2.2,
a variety of broken power-law IMFs are available for both single
and binary populations (Stanway & Eldridge 2018, see their Tab.
1), which share a similar form with Equation 1 but with marginally
steeper slopes at the low-mass end. To be consistent with yunnan-ii

models, we use bpass data with upper mass cut-offs of 100 M⊙ . In
this way, we have Γbi = 1.0, 1.35, 1.7 for both single and binary
models from bpass, as well as a range of 0.4 ≤ Γbi ≤ 2.2 for
single models from YII-sin. With each of the various IMFs and the
corresponding EPS models, we run the semi-analytic model code
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gabe. The resulting galaxy samples are plotted on the FUV-NUV
versus NUV-A diagram in Figure 5.

As Γbi increases, galaxies within the star-forming sequence
become redder in both NUV-A and FUV-NUV color indices, while
red population galaxies exhibit minimal change, becoming only
slightly bluer in FUV-NUV. This pattern holds true for both the
YII-sin model and the single model of bpass. The binary model
in bpass similarly follows this trend with Γbi as seen in the single
model. The weak dependence of the red population on the initial
mass function (IMF) can be attributed to the dominance of long-
lived, low-mass stars in these galaxies, which are not substantially
affected by changes in the high-mass end slope of the IMF.

When examining the impact on the formation efficiency of
UV-upturn galaxies, different behaviors emerge across various evo-
lutionary population synthesis (EPS) models. In the YII-sin model,
the configuration with Γbi = 1.3 exhibits the highest efficiency.
Conversely, in both the single and binary bpass models, top-heavy
IMFs (those with lower Γbi) display higher UV-upturn fractions,
with Γbi = 1.00 being the most efficient. These inconsistencies sug-
gest systematic uncertainties related to IMF variations among dif-
ferent EPS models. However, the differences in UV-upturn fractions
remain within an order of magnitude. Compared to the influence of
extreme horizontal branch (EHB) stars, variations in the IMF appear
to have a secondary effect on the formation of UV-upturn galaxies.
This suggests that a universal IMF should suffice for investigating
the UV-upturn phenomenon.

3.4 Influence of dust attenuation

In our analysis thus far, we have not discussed the effects of dust
attenuation, which can absorb and scatter UV and optical light,
significantly altering galaxy colors and potentially leading to the
incorrect identification of UV-upturn galaxies. To incorporate dust
attenuation, gabe uses the model proposed by De Lucia & Blaizot
(2007), which considers the reddening effects of both the diffuse
interstellar medium (ISM) and birth clouds around young stars. For
the ISM, reddening is modeled with a "slab" geometry as described
by Devriendt et al. (1999), while the reddening of birth clouds fol-
lows the model from Charlot & Fall (2000) and De Lucia & Blaizot
(2007). For more comprehensive details on the dust attenuation
model, readers are referred to De Lucia & Blaizot (2007) and the
references therein. Essentially, the attenuation at a given wavelength
for both the ISM and birth clouds is related to the mean optical depth
for a face-on average disk, g_, which depends on the chosen dust
attenuation curve (�_), gas metallicity (/g), and mean hydrogen
column density (〈#H〉). Additionally, ISM reddening depends on
the dust albedo (Mathis et al. 1983) and the inclination angle of the
disk (cos(8)), defined as the angle between the direction of the spin
of the gaseous disk and the line of sight, assumed to be along the
third axis of the N-body simulation.

The impact of dust attenuation is illustrated in the top-left panel
of Figure 6, which compares the color-color diagrams of model
galaxies with and without dust attenuation. The lower panels in the
leftmost column show the distribution of changes in the two color
indices due to dust attenuation, color-coded by 〈#H〉, sSFR, and
| cos(8) |. For simplicity and clarity, we present only the results for
the YII-ehb model, noting that other EPS models yield similar out-
comes. As demonstrated, dust attenuation generally causes model
galaxies to appear redder in both FUV-NUV and NUV-A colors, with
greater reddening associated with higher values of 〈#H〉, sSFR, and
inclination angle. To assess the importance of dust attenuation in
identifying UV-upturn galaxies, we divide all UV-upturn galaxies

Table 1. Parameters of dust attenuation curves. The parameter � ≡

�bump/�2175 is the fraction of UV bump over the total extinction at 2175
Å, as defined in Salim & Narayanan (2020).

Model slope X bump amplitude �b Description

M83 - - Mathis et al. (1983), fiducial

E130 0.0 13.0 corresponding to � = 0.6
E035 0.0 3.5 � = 0.3, Milky Way/LMC
E000 0.0 0.0 � = 0.0, Calzetti00

Dm06 −0.6 1.99
�b = −1.9X + 0.85

D00 0.0 0.85
(Kriek & Conroy 2013)

Dp03 +0.3 0.28

into two groups: UV-upturnintrinsic , which are intrinsic UV-upturn
galaxies that remain in the UV-upturn region after accounting for
dust attenuation, and UV-upturndust, which includes galaxies that
enter the UV-upturn region only after accounting for dust attenua-
tion.

The second and third columns of Figure 6 show color-color di-
agrams and color change distributions for the two categories, while
the rightmost column displays histograms of the parameters used to
color-code the distributions of color changes. The UV-upturnintrinsic
group contains 62% of the UV-upturn galaxies, primarily quenched
galaxies with minimal star formation and intermediate 〈#H〉. Galax-
ies in the UV-upturndust group which consists of 38% of the UV-
upturn sample are mainly star-forming, spanning a wide range of
sSFR, exhibiting a bimodal distribution in 〈#H〉, and a narrow in-
clination angle range centered at 8 = 90◦. The subset with higher
〈#H〉 and sSFR experiences more significant reddening, thus shift-
ing from the star-forming sequence into the UV-upturn region. The
other subset, nearly quenched with low sSFR, also enters the UV-
upturn region, although their reddening is moderate. In addition, we
notice that approximately one-fifth of intrinsic UV-upturn galaxies
relocate outside the UV-upturn region when dust attenuation is taken
into account. Most of these are quenched disk galaxies. Unlike their
elliptical counterparts, these quenched disk galaxies are more sus-
ceptible to the effects of dust attenuation and may exit the UV-upturn
region if their FUV-NUV color becomes excessively red.

By default gabe adopts the attenuation curve of Mathis et al.
(1983, M83 hereafter), an average observational relation of stars in
the Milky Way (Savage & Mathis 1979), thus exhibiting a notice-
able bump at 2175Å and a relatively steep slope in UV, typical of
attenuation curves in Milky Way (Salim & Narayanan 2020). How-
ever, previous studies of local galaxies have revealed a wide range of
UV slope and UV bump strength (see Salim & Narayanan 2020, for
a review). The FUV and NUV magnitudes are expected to be mod-
ified differently by attenuation curves of different slopes and UV
bumps. To evaluate this effect, we adopt the parameterized formula
proposed by Noll et al. (2009b) to describe various dust attenuation
curves:

�_ =
�V

4.05

(
:′
_
+ �_

)
(
_

_V

) X
, (2)

where :′
_

is the bumpless attenuation curve obtained from local
starburst galaxies by Calzetti et al. (2000), hereafter Calzetti00, and
�_ is a Lorentzian-like Drude profile to parameterize the UV bump,
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Figure 7. The same as the top row and second column in Figure 6, but for modeled galaxies with different dust attenuation curves as parameterized in Table 1.

given by

�_ =
�b (_Δ_)

2

(
_2 − _2

0

)2
+ (_Δ_)2

. (3)

There are four parameters in this parameterization: the slope X ac-
counts for additional wavelength dependence that diverges from the
Calzetti00 curve; �b, _0 and Δ_ denote the amplitude, central wave-
length, and full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the UV bump,
respectively (Fitzpatrick & Massa 1990). The latter two parameters
are set to average values, specifically _0 = 2175 Å and Δ_ = 350
Å (Noll et al. 2009a; Seaton 1979; Kriek & Conroy 2013), and we
investigate the parameter space of the slope X and the UV bump
amplitude �b. We consider two sets of models of dust attenuation
curves with varying parameters X and �b as listed in Table 1. The
first set is aimed to isolate the effects of UV bump strength, with
a fixed slope of X = 0 but three different values of �b. The sec-

ond set of models are assumed to follow the observed relation of
�b = −1.9X + 0.85 from Kriek & Conroy (2013).

Figure 7 presents the color-color diagram and illustrates how
model galaxies’ colors change with different dust attenuation curves.
For each model, the upper panel shows the color-color diagram,
with contours in black, red, and blue representing all model galax-
ies and specifically those in the UV-upturnintrinsic (red) and UV-
upturndust (blue) groups, while the lower panel highlights the shifts
in two color indices of UV-upturndust galaxies, with changes color-
coded according to 〈#H〉. The percentages in black brackets indi-
cate the ratio of UV-upturn galaxies to the total modeled galaxies,
whereas the red and blue percentages denote the proportions of
UV-upturnintrinsic and UV-upturndust galaxies within the UV-upturn
category, respectively. When comparing the E000, E035, and E130
models, we observe that the proportion of UV-upturn galaxies rises
as the UV bump’s strength increases, a trend primarily driven by
UV-upturndust galaxies. This effect is most evident in the E130
model, where the influence of the UV bump leads some green val-
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Figure 8. Filled colors in each cell indicate fractions of UV-upturn galaxies
(�UV−upturn) as a function of binary mass fraction (�b) and young fraction
(�y). The latter one is defined as the mass fraction of SSPs which have
mass-weighted age younger than 9 Gyr. Cell size is 0.025 × 0.025, and only
cells with more than 5 galaxies are presented. Contours correspond to the
0.03%, 0.1%, 0.3% and 1% of �UV−upturn. Binary interactions without the
formation of EHB stars are shown in the upper panels, and ones with EHB
stars are in the bottom panels. Results without dust attenuation are in the left
column, and ones with dust are in the right column.

ley galaxies to exhibit bluer FUV-NUV and redder NUV-A colors.
Consequently, these galaxies shift towards the lower-right corner
of the color-color diagram along the quenched sequence, eventu-
ally reaching the UV-upturn region. In contrasting the Dp03, D00,
and Dm06 models, where UV bumps are relatively weak, we find
that steeper attenuation curves result in greater reddening of both
NUV-A and FUV-NUV colors. This alteration makes it easier for
star-forming galaxies to transition into the UV-upturn region.

While elliptical galaxies were usually thought to be dust-free,
recent studies suggest that residual star formation (RSF) and as-
sociated dust attenuation are not uncommon within these galaxies.
Kaviraj et al. (2007) found that approximately 30% of ETGs ex-
hibit UV-to-optical colors indicative of some degree of RSF ac-
tivity occurring within the last Gyr. Additionally, Vazdekis et al.
(2016) noted that young stellar populations with ages between 0.1
and 0.5 Gyr contribute mass fractions of 0.1% to 0.5% to massive
ETGs, based on their analysis of UV colors and line strengths. Sim-
ilarly, Salvador-Rusiñol et al. (2020) reported that RSF is prevalent
in massive ETGs, with an average mass fraction of around 0.5%
in young stars formed within the last 2 Gyr. Notably, Werle et al.
(2020) detected young stellar components in 17.5% of the UV-
upturn galaxies defined by Yi et al. (2011), which aligns closely
with our lower limit in this study. A more in-depth discussion of the
role of dust attenuation in the context of UV-upturn galaxies can be
found in subsection 4.3.

3.5 Joint dependence on �b, �y, /∗ and dust

In the previous subsections, we explored how UV-upturn galaxies
are influenced by stellar evolution, which is described through the
photometric evolution of SSPs derived from EPS models, as well as
by dust attenuation. These are the two primary physical processes
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Figure 9. The same as in Fig. 8, but as a function of binary mass fraction
(�b) and stellar metallicity (/∗). Contours correspond to the 0.1%, 1%, 10%
and 50% of �UV−upturn.

involved in calculating magnitudes for galaxies in semi-analytical
models. We will now focus on the fiducial yunnan-ii models and
the M83 dust attenuation curve to further examine the dependence
on various galaxy properties, including the fraction of binary pop-
ulations (�b), the fraction of young populations (�y), and stellar
metallicity (/∗), considering both scenarios with and without dust
attenuation. Here, �b is defined as the mass fraction of binary pop-
ulations relative to the total stellar population, while �y refers to
the mass fraction of SSPs with a mass-weighted age younger than
9 Gyr. It is important to note that using an alternative criterion for
�y only affects the detailed scale of the figures and does not change
our overall conclusions.

Figure 8 illustrates the distributions of �UV−upturn , defined
as the proportion of UV-upturn galaxies corresponding to specific
values of �b and �y, plotted on the �y versus �b plane. The upper
panels show models of binary interactions that exclude the formation
of extreme horizontal branch (EHB) stars. In these models, varying
�b from 0 to 1 transitions from the YII-sin model to the YII-bin model
by progressively incorporating a �b fraction of binary populations.
In contrast, the lower panels present models that include EHB stars,
transitioning from the YII-sin model to the YII-ehb model. Results
without dust attenuation are shown in the left column, where we
find that a significant population of UV-upturn galaxies can form
only when including binary interactions with EHB stars within
old SSPs. Results incorporating dust attenuation are displayed in
the right column, revealing a notably larger fraction of UV-upturn
galaxies compared to the left panels. Similar to the no-dust scenario,
EHB stars contribute to the peak observed around �b > 0.8 and
�y ∼ 0.1, representing the UV-upturn phenomenon in nearly fully
quenched galaxies. Additionally, dust attenuation creates a stripe
corresponding to a roughly constant young fraction of �y ∼ 0.4,
which signifies star-forming galaxies. The influence of EHB stars
within old SSPs is evident in both the region representing star-
forming galaxies and that of quenched galaxies.

Figure 9 further explores the joint dependence on �b and stel-
lar metallicity /∗. Notably, there is a strong preference for high
stellar metallicity in both categories of UV-upturn galaxies: those
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formed through binary interactions with EHB stars and those re-
sulting from dust attenuation. This finding is consistent with our
expectations derived from analyzing SSPs in the YII-ehb model.
As discussed in subsection 3.1, only the most metal-rich SSPs
with / > 0.01 can evolve into the UV-upturn region after ap-
proximately 4 Gyr. In contrast, the latter preference emerges from
the complex interactions of star formation activities integrated into
semi-analytical and dust attenuation models. In the most extreme
case, over 80% of galaxies with �b > 0.7 and log10 (/∗//⊙) ∼ 0.1
in panel (d) are classified as UV-upturn galaxies, despite the rel-
atively small absolute number of such metal-rich galaxies. This
strong preference for high stellar metallicity accounts for the ob-
served correlation between the UV-upturn phenomenon and metal-
licities (e.g. Carter et al. 2011; Smith et al. 2012; Akhil et al. 2024).
Specifically, we find that the mean stellar metallicities of UV-weak
and RSF galaxies in the models are approximately 0.15 to 0.2 dex
lower than those of UV-upturn galaxies. This aligns well with the
observed metallicity differences between UV-upturn and UV-weak
regions, as reported in Jeong et al. (2012).

4 DISCUSSION

4.1 Definition of “UV-upturn”

The primary prediction of the "binary star model" (Han et al. 2007)
was that the UV-upturn phenomenon exhibits only a weak depen-
dence on the age and metallicity of stellar populations. However,
upon revisiting the binary star model within a cosmological context,
we find that this prediction requires more nuanced consideration.
In this work, we find that binary star model exhibits a strong de-
pendence on both the age and metallicity of stellar population. This
discrepancy with Han et al. (2007) is actually mostly attributed to
our different definition of “UV-upturn”.

In fact, the definition or measurement of the UV-upturn phe-
nomenon varies from one paper to another. The relatively strin-
gent photometric definition of UV-upturn galaxies of Yi et al.
(2011) has been adopted in some observational (e.g. Jeong et al.
2012; Petty et al. 2013; Boissier et al. 2018) and theoretical (e.g.
Hernández-Pérez & Bruzual 2014) works to physically select UV-
upturn galaxies. While in Han et al. (2007) and many other works,
the value of the FUV-A color (or other UV-to-optical color) alone
was used to quantify the strength of UV excess (e.g. Brown et al.
2003; Donahue et al. 2010; Smith et al. 2012; Phillipps et al. 2020;
Ali et al. 2021); likewise, in some other works, the FUV-NUV
color alone was used (e.g. Loubser & Sánchez-Blázquez 2011;
Carter et al. 2011). These choices were made sometimes due to
the lack of photometric data at certain wavelengths, or because
the sample volume might be largely reduced with additional color
criteria. Moreover, observational systematic uncertainties further
constrain the power of rather stringent criteria. For example, when
the UV-upturn criteria of Yi et al. (2011) were applied to the Coma
cluster, Yi et al. (2011) found that none of the 30 brightest elliptical
galaxies falls into the UV-upturn region. In contrast, Smith et al.
(2012) reported that 14 out of 150 quenched galaxies in the Coma
cluster meet the criteria, and this discrepancy was likely due to
their different applications of k-correction. Furthermore, in some
spectroscopic studies of ETGs at high redshift (e.g. Lonoce et al.
2020), line indices were used in SED fitting to ascertain whether
a galaxy favors an old stellar population with an upturn contribu-
tion, in which case it would be defined as a UV-upturn galaxy.
Le Cras et al. (2016) found that the fraction of UV-upturn galaxies

defined in this way was approximately seven times that reported
in Yi et al. (2011), as some UV-weak galaxies might also select an
upturn SSP if only the line indices’ strength were considered.

Here, we emphasize that the definition or measurement of the
UV upturn is crucial when addressing the so-called “UV excess”
phenomenon. Theoretical models can exhibit significantly different
dependencies on age and metallicity based on the definitions em-
ployed. For instance, using the triple color criteria established by
Yi et al. (2011), the UV-upturn phenomenon associated with the bi-
nary star model shows a strong dependence on both age and stellar
metallicity. In contrast, when employing the FUV-A color as a mea-
sure of the UV upturn’s strength, as done by Han et al. (2007), the
dependence on age and metallicity appears relatively weak, as illus-
trated in the right panel of Figure 1 and middle panel of Figure 2.
Conversely, utilizing the FUV-NUV color again suggests a strong
dependence on both age and metallicity. Thus, it is essential to
clearly define the term “UV-upturn” prior to any discussion, and to
ensure consensus on this definition when comparing observations
with theoretical models.

4.2 Metallicity dependence

Han et al. (2007) concluded that the formation of extreme horizon-
tal branch (EHB) stars is primarily determined by their initial orbital
parameters, with metallicity playing a minimal role in the related
mass transfer processes. As a result, the UV-upturn phenomenon
was expected to show weak or no correlation with metallicity. How-
ever, they also pointed out that metallicity “may affect the properties
of the binary population in more subtle ways”. Actually, the total flux
of a stellar population consists of contributions not only from EHB
stars but also from all other stars. In the YII-ehb model, Zhang et al.
(2010) incorporated the binary formation channels of EHB stars
into the yunnan-ii model, under the assumption that the forma-
tion efficiencies of EHB stars remain unaffected by metallicity. This
implies that the absolute contributions of EHB stars are consistent
across SSPs with varying metallicities in the YII-ehb framework.
As illustrated in the middle panels of Figure 2, with this straight-
forward assumption, UV-upturn phenomenon resulting from binary
star model actually exhibits a dependence on metallicity. Adopting
the stringent photometric definition of Yi et al. (2011), the depen-
dence is quite strong. Only metal-rich SSPs (with metallicity greater
than 0.01/⊙) can reach the UV-upturn region as they age beyond
approximately 4 Gyr. In more metal-poor SSPs, the NUV flux from
stars other than EHB stars becomes excessively dominant, thereby
impeding the fulfillment of the UV-upturn criteria of the NUV-A
and FUV-NUV colors. In contrast, when utilizing the FUV-A color
alone as the definition or measurement, the dependence on metallic-
ity becomes much weaker, but not vanished. Consequently, although
the formation of EHB stars is not directly influenced by metallic-
ity, the resulting UV-upturn phenomenon is. A similar dependence
on metallicity within binary star models was also highlighted by
Hernández-Pérez & Bruzual (2014).

4.3 The role of dust attenuation

Although elliptical galaxies are generally found to be quenched
and dust-free (e.g. Rettura et al. 2006, 2011; Barber et al. 2007;
Ali et al. 2018a), a considerable fraction of ETGs exhibit RSF ac-
tivities and internal dust extinction (e.g. 27% in Yi et al. 2011,
∼ 30% in Kaviraj et al. 2007, ∼ 10% in Donas et al. 2007, and 17%
in Werle et al. 2020), depending on their different sample selection
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criteria and definitions of RSF. With a photometric color selection
for relatively red galaxies, such RSF activities cannot be totally
removed. As demonstrated in Phillipps et al. (2020), optical red se-
quence galaxies defined on the (g-r) versus "r color magnitude
diagram are significantly contaminated by RSF galaxies, which can
be distinguished by their NUV-A colors. Some of these RSF galax-
ies are indeed ETGs (e.g. Salim & Rich 2010), while some of them
are in fact red spiral galaxies (e.g. Sodré et al. 2013; Crossett et al.
2014; Mahajan et al. 2020). Even with a relatively strict additional
color criterion of NUV-A > 5.4, RSF interlopers with strong dust
attenuation still exist as discussed in subsection 3.4, and could con-
tribute 20%−60% of the UV-upturn galaxies depending on different
dust attenuation models.

In previous studies which focused on UV-upturn phenomenon
in old stellar populations, galaxies with RSF activities were
treated carefully with many different methods, such as mor-
phological sample selection (Ree et al. 2007), optical to mid-
infrared SED fitting (Atlee et al. 2009), emission line features
(Loubser & Sánchez-Blázquez 2011), additional star formation sen-
sitive colors (WISE W2-W3, Phillipps et al. 2020), and image stacks
to marginalize their effect (De Propris et al. 2022). With either
method, it is crucial to carefully exclude such RSF interlopers in the
discussion of the genuine UV upturn in old stellar populations. In
the upper left panels of Figure 8 and Figure 9, we demonstrate that
such dust-induced UV-upturn galaxies exhibit a strong preference
for young stellar age and high stellar metallicity. Consequently,
without a clean sample selection, additional unexpected age and
metallicity dependencies could be introduced by these RSF inter-
lopers.

4.4 Limitations and outlook

Utilizing the YII-ehb EPS model, our semi-analytic model gabe

roughly reproduced the observed bimodal color distributions of el-
liptical galaxies. However, it yields a much narrower FUV-NUV
range and an inaccurately positioned star-forming sequence, as
shown in Figure 3. Achieving a fully reproduction of the observed
color distributions of galaxies remains a difficult challenge in semi-
analytic models. Firstly, galaxy colors are generally not used as a
model calibrator. Instead, the stellar mass function is the predomi-
nant observational result employed for calibration in semi-analytic
models (e.g. Guo et al. 2011). Furthermore, scaling relations, such
as the supermassive black hole to stellar bulge mass relation, the
galaxy size-mass relation, and the metallicity-mass relation, are
also ensured during the calibration process. In contrast to these
carefully treated galaxy properties, galaxy colors are predictions of
semi-analytic models, rather than calibrations. Consequently, semi-
analytic models may not perform their best in predicting galaxy
colors within the feasible parameter space. Secondly, galaxy colors
are highly dependent on the SFHs of galaxies, which are challenging
to reproduce self-consistently across various types of galaxies and
across different redshifts. Unlike integral galaxy properties such as
stellar mass, the star formation rate is differential and sensitive to
almost all galactic physical processes, encompassing reionization,
hot gas cooling, supernova feedback, galaxy mergers, etc., espe-
cially tidal and ram-pressure stripping in satellite galaxies and AGN
feedback in massive galaxies. Lastly, numerous physical processes
that might influence galaxy colors have not been exquisitely con-
sidered in semi-analytic models. As discussed in previous sections,
incorporating variations of IMFs, dust attenuation, and binary frac-
tions can significantly alter the distribution of model galaxies on the
color-color diagram. The narrower distributions of model galaxies

in comparison to the observed one actually reflect a huge amount of
physical processes and their variations in the real Universe which
are missed in current semi-analytic models.

In recent years, great efforts have been devoted to better re-
produce the SFHs of galaxies, not only on a global scale but also
on the satellite scale. For instance, in the GAlaxy Evolution and
Assembly (GAEA) model, a gas ejection rate that decreases sig-
nificantly with cosmic time as suggested by hydrodynamical sim-
ulations was incorporated to suppress star formation at high red-
shift (Hirschmann et al. 2016); and a more continuous stripping of
hot gas in satellite galaxies was implemented, allowing satellite
galaxies to quench in a more gradual way (Xie et al. 2020). In the
L-GALAXIES semi-analytic model, the star formation in isolated
low-mass galaxies is significantly delayed by a longer reincorpora-
tion time of ejected gas (Henriques et al. 2013); the quenching of
satellite galaxies is relieved by only applying ram-pressure strip-
ping in massive halos (& 1014 M⊙) and halving the gas surface
density threshold for star formation (Henriques et al. 2017); and the
quenching of "∗ galaxies is enhanced by increasing the AGN feed-
back efficiency at lower redshifts (Henriques et al. 2015). Both the
GAEA and L-GALAXIES models have re-calibrated their model
parameters to better reproduce observed stellar mass functions and
quenched fractions at 0 < I < 3, achieving success even in compar-
ison with the latest observational constraints on quenched fractions
from the DESI legacy imaging survey at 0.01 ≤ I ≤ 0.08 (Fig. 13
of Meng et al. 2023). The physical recipes of gabe basically follow
those of Guo et al. (2011), which are classic but somewhat outdated.
We plan to update and re-calibrate our semi-analytic model in our
future work, together with a detailed He abundance evolution of
galaxies, which is necessary for the He-rich EHB formation model.

Nevertheless, EPS model is crucial or even more determina-
tive in the reproduction of galaxy color distribution, which actu-
ally draws the allowed boundary of the color distribution (without
considering dust attenuation). Semi-analytic model can only infer
galaxy colors within the EPS model-allowed region according to
each galaxy’s SFH. The galaxy color distributions adopting differ-
ent EPS models could exhibit significant variation even with the
same semi-analytic model, as shown in Figure 3. Therefore, in the
near future, a well-constructed EPS model with various IMFs and
metallicities, which has been observationally constrained by more
recent observations (e.g. Sana et al. 2012; Moe & Di Stefano 2017),
is necessary for the better reproduction of galaxy colors and would
be a powerful tool to explore the possible binary origin of the UV-
upturn phenomenon.

5 CONCLUSIONS

UV-upturn galaxies are elliptical galaxies (or central bulges in disk
galaxies) with abnormally excessive flux in the FUV band, which
is generally ascribed to the formation of EHB stars in old stellar
populations. By using the semi-analytic model of galaxy forma-
tion and evolution gabe (Jiang et al. 2019), we embed the binary
star formation model of EHB stars (Han et al. 2002, 2003, 2007;
Zhang et al. 2020) within a framework of cosmological evolution
to introduce variances of SFHs and explore the formation and evo-
lution of UV-upturn galaxies in a cosmological context. We have
gone through all physical mechanisms that are possibly related to the
UV-upturn phenomenon, including stellar evolution (EPS models),
initial mass function (IMF) and dust attenuation, as well as the age,
metallicity and binary fractions of stellar populations in a galaxy,
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attempting to figure out which processes play a more important role
in forming/identifying a UV-upturn galaxy.

The photometric definition of UV-upturn galaxies of Yi et al.
(2011) is adopted, and our conclusions can be summarized as fol-
lows.

• Having examined vaious EPS models including binary and
single star versions of yunnan-ii, bpass, as well as galaxev, we
find that only the yunnan-ii model which has considered the for-
mation of EHB stars through binary interactions (YII-ehb) could
provide enough FUV flux in old stellar populations and reproduce
a relatively large fraction of UV-upturn galaxies.

• EPS models with various IMFs result in almost identical UV-
upturn phenomenon in the semi-analytic model. The variation of
the high-mass end slope of IMF has almost no impact on quenched
galaxies and only slightly influences the photometric properties of
star-forming galaxies.

• After considering the dust attenuation, we find two categories
of UV-upturn galaxies in the semi-analytic models: old metal-rich
quenched elliptical galaxies which are intrinsic UV-upturn galaxies
induced by EHB stars in their old stellar populations, and dusty
star-forming galaxies which are relatively young galaxies and may
also be photometrically identified as UV-upturn galaxies due to
dust attenuation. The contribution of the dust attenuation channel
depends on the detailed dust attenuation models adopted and ranges
from 20% − 60%. Dust attenuation curves with strong UV bumps
and steep slopes are helpful to the formation of dust induced UV-
upturn galaxies.

• For the binary star model of Han et al. (2007), we find that
the fraction of UV-upturn galaxies induced by EHB stars arising
from binary interactions exhibits a strong dependence on both the
age and metallicity of galaxies. Old and metal-rich galaxies have
greater chances to be UV-upturned.
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