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Evidence of Feedback in Stmulations

Overall Galaxy population

Signature of AGN Feedback
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X-ray Luminosity (ergs s—!)

Observational Data
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* 89 luminous AGN in
redshift 1.5 - 3.2, observed
with ALMA

* We fitted SF and AGN

templates to ALMA,
HERSCHEL and MIPS
photometry
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AGN show decreasing sSFR with Stellar Mass
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and so does EAGLE AGN
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Evidence of Feedback
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Evidence of Feedback
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Summary

+ We used to ditterent versions of EAGLE and ALMA

observations to investigate etfect of AGN Feedback

+ AGN feedback can be seen in the decline of sSFR with

stellar mass

“ By selecting AGN, we also select star-forming galaxies
boosting the modes of distributions of s(SFR)

+ talk to me about more results



sOFR vs X-ray Luminosity

log,y SSFR (Gyr1)

Z=1.5-3.2 by
15 === EAGLE AGN Mass-matched } }
— 2 = EAGLE AGN i
B Observed AGN
_20 L . . . . PR . . . P
1043 1042 1045

X-ray Luminosity (ergs s—)



