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The 2175 A dust feature in star-forming galaxies at 1.3 < z < 1.8: the dependence on stellar mass and

specific star formation rate
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Figure 7. The 8, versus 734 diagrams for model spectra.

at 1.3 < 2 < 1.8, Top panel

Table 1. UV bump parameters®

e

Sample N (Y)mea®  (Midmea®  SFR) g @ (Boose(B—V)E v [m=1 wy [A] By Ba [mag]
all 505 —1.020 0.285 10.177 —8.782 0.536 +0.023 254+ 10 0.577 4+ 0.013 § 0.156 + 0.004
~34-bin_1 84 —3.389 10.499 —8.838 0.361 0.482 4+ 0.017 228 +8 0.847 4+ 0.016 § 0.300 £ 0.006
~34-bin2 84 —2.234 10.300 —8.783 0.309 0.518+0.020 245+ 9 § 0.734 4+ 0.016 § 0.227 £ 0.005
~34-bin_3 84 —1.407 10.248 —8.791 0.286 0.498 +0.023 236 + 10§ 0.642 4+ 0.016 § 0.180 + 0.004
~34-bin4 84 —0.678 10.121 —8.744 0.263 0.5124+0.032 243+ 15§ 0.534 4 0.018 § 0.134 £ 0.005
~34-bin_5 84 0.047 9.984 —8.783 0.237 0.567 +0.047 269 + 22§ 0.419 4+ 0.018 § 0.095 + 0.004
~34-bin 6 85 0.918 10.019 —8.745 0.256 1.264 +£0.182 609 + 90§ 0.254 +0.017 § 0.060 + 0.004

84 —0.118 9.754 —8.768 0.190 0.426 +0.043 201 + 20 0.515 4+ 0.029 § 0.093 £ 0.005

84 —0.285 9.964 —8.721 0.242 0.483 +£0.039 229+ 18§ 0.492 4 0.022 § 0.115 £ 0.005

84 —0.805 10.100 —8.790 0.262 0.470 +0.028 223+ 13§ 0.534 + 0.017 § 0.134 + 0.004
M. -Iun 4 84 —1.302 10.255 —8.780 0.283 0.5854+0.028 277+ 13§ 0.619 4+ 0.016 § 0.171 & 0.004
M.-bin_5 84 —1.806 10.450 —8.790 0.326 0.556 + 0.020 264+ 9 0.669 + 0.013 § 0.213 + 0.004
M.-bin_6 85 —2.013 10.800 —8.853 0.408 0.602 £0.023 286+ 108 0.595 + 0.012 8 0.235 =+ 0.005
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Figure 16. The bump amplitude, By of the local star-
bursts from the Calzettie et al. papers (Section 2.3) in the
M. versus sSFR plane, compared with our results (colored
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