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ABSTRACT

Context. NGC 5128 (Centaurus A) is, at the distance of just 3.8 Mpchierest easily observable giant elliptical galaxy. Thaeeft is the
best target to investigate the early star formation histén elliptical galaxy.

Aims. Our aims are to establish when the oldest stars formed in NG&28,5nd whether this galaxy formed stars over a long period.
Methods. We compare simulated colour-magnitude diagrams with thep deCSHST photometry. The simulations assume in input either
the observed metallicity distribution function, based loa tolour distribution of the upper red giant branch starshe closed box chemical
enrichment. Simulations are constructed for single agetbursing BASTI evolutionary isochrones; more complex &iemation histories
are constructed as well by combining several individualusations. Comparisons with data are made by fitting the wholeur-magnitude
diagram as well as the the luminosity functionsvrand| band. In addition we inspect carefully the red clump and gtgtic giant branch
bump luminosities and number counts, since these feattedb@primary constraints on the ages of the observed stars.

Results. We find that that the observed colour-magnitude diagram eareproduced satisfactorily only by simulations that hdetulk of
the stars with ages in excess-of10 Gyr, and that the alpha-enhanced models fit the data mutdr bigan the solar scaled ones. Data are
not consistent with extended star formation over more thard3Gyr. Two burst models, with 70-80% of the stars formed£lR Gyr ago
and with 20-30% younger contribution with-24 Gyr old stars provide the best agreement with the data. Ttheomnponent spans the whole
metallicity range of the modelZ (= 0.0001-0.04), while for the young component the best fitting modelsdate higher minimum metallicity
(~1/10-1/4 Z,).

Conclusions. The bulk of the halo stars in NGC 5128 must have formed at itdsk 2 and the chemical enrichment was very fast, reaching
solar or even twice-solar metallicity already for thel1— 12 Gyr old population. The minor young component, addir@0— 30% of the stars

to the halo, and contributing less than 10% of the mass, may tesulted from a later star formation even? — 4 Gyr ago.

Key words. Galaxies: elliptical and lenticular, cD — Galaxies: Indwal: NGC 5128 — Galaxies: stellar content — Galaxies: stamétion

1. Introduction In Paper | |(Rejkubaetal. 2005), we presented HST
) ) ACS/WFC photometry of the stars in an outer-halo field of
NGC 5.128 (Centaurus A) is by far the nearest eas_lly O_bSGWGC 5128. The photometric limits of the data, resulting from
able giant E galaxy and the centrally dominant object in ﬂﬁ full-orbit exposures in each of the F606W and F814W fil-
Centaurus group of galaxies (Karachentsev 2005). ABB o< \vere deep enough to reveal both the old red-giant branc
Mpc (Harris et all 2010), it is more than 2 magnitudes clos GB) to its reddest, most metal-rich extent, and the core-
than the ellipticals in the Leo group and 3 magnitudes clo élium-burning “red clump” or horizontal branch (RC or HB)
than the Virgo cluster. As such, itffers an unparalleled OP-gtars. The main purpose of our deep ABEC photometric
portunity for studying the nature of stellar populationsan program was to make a first attemptdatectly measuring the
large elliptical. Particularly interesting is the old-balompo- earliest star formation history in this keystone galaxgaese
nentwhose basic properties (age distribution, metafldistri- the HB is the most luminous stellar component that can unam-
bution, st_ar formation history) arefficult to measure in detail biguously reveal very old populations. Previous work with t
for galaxies beyond the Local Group. HST/WFPC2 camera which probed the brightes® magni-
tudes of the RGB at other locations in the mid- and outer-halo
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(Harris et all 1999; Harris & Harris 2000, 2002) indicatedtth doxical result was that by about 1990 we knew a good deal
the stellar population in these fields is dominated by normahore about this galaxy’s peculiarities than its normaditie

old, moderately metal-rich red-giant stars, with extrenfelv We call these active subcomponents peculiarities, because
if any “young” (r < 5 Gyr) evolved stars. However, the welkhey make up quite a small fraction of the total mass of the
known aggmetallicity degeneracy that stronglffects the old galaxy. The mass in recently formed stars in the north-easte
RGB stars prevented any more precise statements abOUtﬁhm is several times fOMG (Rejkuba et all 20()4), and the
distribution. Several other resolved stellar populatioiis of  amount of neutral HI and Hgas (Schiminovich et al. 1994;
halo stars in this galaxy have claimed the presence of an updarmandaris et &l. 2000) corresponds to few time's NIQ.

~ 15% intermediate-age stellar component (Soria et al.|199%ie mass of the black hole in the centre of the galaxy is
Marleau et al. 2000; Rejkuba etial. 2003), similar to whatts d(5 51 3.0) x 107 M,, (Cappellari et dl. 2009). The amount of HI
duced for more distant field elliptical galaxies (Thomaslet &ssociated with the central dust lane i5 8 10°M,, and there
2005). is about the same amount &f, (Charmandaris et al. 2000).

It is an unfortunate historical accident that NGC 5128 iat < 10°M,, (Charmandaris et 51. 2000), the total gas mass is
still frequently thought of as a “peculiar” galaxy. This wie much less than the total dynamically determined mass of the
(dating back more than half a century, when little was knovgalaxy of (13 + 0.5) x 10*2 M, within a galactocentric radius
about the range of normal-galaxy properties compared wih45 kpc (Woodlely 2006; Woodley etlal. 2007, 2010a), equiv-
the present time) is based on the obvious presence of comgiant to a total stellar mass10M,.
nents such as the central dust lane and accompanying recent;ca the 1990s, largely thanks to the high-resolution imag

star’f(.)m_wati_o_n (Grahaim _1979; Moellerﬂidx981; Quillen et al. ing capabilities of the Hubble Space Telescope (HST) and im-
1993] Minniti et all 2004; Ferrarese eflal. 2007), the céstra o\ ements in modern ground based spectroscopic and imag-
permassive black hole (Krajnovic etal. 2007; CappeliBale g jnstrumentation, we have gathered evidence indicatiag
2009, Neumayer 2010) and the jets at various scale; MOSt §33-main body of the galaxy is, in fact, a rather conventional
ily visible in radio ang X-ray wavelengths (Kraft etal. 2Oozgiant ellipticall On large scales, the light distribution has long
Hardcastle etal. 2003; Goodger etial. 2010), as well as oth@l, known to follow a standamd/* profile (van den Bergh
markers of activity that lie in the inne¥ 5 kpc of the bulge [y 976 pufour et dil 1979). Further observations of the atell
(Neumayer et al. 2007). Further out, faint shells can be S&S8hulations since that time have continued to support it

that are presumably the remnants of a long-ago satellit®acqy ;g normality. Direct spectroscopic measurements ofies
tion (Malin et all 1983), as well as faint filaments of ionizgts 5, compositions of its globular clusters throughout thigéou

and young stars along the northern radio and X-ray jet (Grahﬁnd halol(Peng et al. 2004a; Beasley €t al. 2008; Woaodley et al

19953; Mould et &l 2000._Rejkuba et al_. 2001 Rejkuba et 2010b) show that their age distribution has a clearly wider
2002), a young blue arc of star formation (Peng etal. 200k 46 than is the case for the Milky Way clusters. But thetgrea
and difuse radio lobes that extend out hundreds of k”OparS%%jority of them are older than > 8 Gy, with a small frac-
(Morganti et al. 1999; Feain etial. 2009). For extensiveawsi tion that may have arisen in later formation events. Thitepat

we refer to_Ebneter & Balick (1933) and Isra2l (1998). Thig very much like what is seen in a number of other ellipticals

range of properties often prompts the response that atythyg 4 [pyzia et 4l 2005). In addition, the low-metallicitysters

learned about the old stellar population of NGC 5128 will b a1 tradiitionally mark the earliest star formation epoth-13
anomalous” and thus not applicable to other giant ellf8c &y a9 in large galaxies are strongly present in NGC 5128.
Our view is that such attitudes are far too dismissive aﬁ‘ﬁ/e kinematics and dynamics of the halo as measured through
should long since have _been put aside (see Harris 2010, fQfsaglobular clusters (Woodley etlal. 2007, 2010a) and paye
comp_rehenswe discussion). We how know that marny large,Epy1ae (Peng et al. 2004b) also do not present anomalies com
galaxies have subcomponents of various kinds which trace D&red with other gE systems. Lastly, as is mentioned aboge, t

going, sporadic accretion events (such as central blagsshql ;| fie|d stars as sampled so far show a predominant uniormi
and jets, dust lanes, modest amounts of young star formatigpy population with a wide range of metallicities.
and so on; see e.g. van Dokkum 2005). In these respects NGC

12 n no longer i n mon her simi- . ’
Iiarl 8;:39\/2 ecl)li gti:a:)sea?]av?/r:grstglsg citjst ;cti\?e ?eg;;u:n ds rpo learn a great deal about the old stellar populations intdta
y P y ’ .galaxies by an intensive study of NGC 5128.

evidence for an accretigmerger history have unusual promi-
nence in the literaturaimply because it is the closest and
brightest example, providing an unexcelled stage on which * [Graham|(1979) 30 years ago said explicitly that “The presbnt
these processes can be studied in unique detail. Exactly fifirvations reinforce the view that NGC 5128 is a giant edigigalaxy
point of view has been in the literature for a remarkably lor ‘é";‘;‘:h 'Eggﬁ?ndgdfrz r;‘]”ég‘;':trl‘g: gf”g;sc’éiﬂggn?z:r:ﬁmgﬁ
time (e.g1 Granharn 19d; Ebneter & Balick 1983; Istael 'nggbrmal elliptical galaxy.l Ebneter & Balick (1983) arrivadthe same

Harris|2010), but has still not reached the wide recognltlleeW, one which is quite plausible today: “Cen A has a propaiide-

it deserves. The in_tensive WOI’k, on these e}ctive COMPONELIR oy reputation for being one of the most peculiar gagzri¢he sky
of Centaurus A during the 1970's and 1980's (thoroughly re- it s not significantly dierent from either other dusty ellipticalfs] or

viewed in |[Ebneter & Balick 1983; Israel 1998) was, unfortusther active galaxies. Most of Cen A's major features areabty the
nately, not paralleled during the same period by a comparakdsult of the collision and merger of a small spiral galaxshvei giant
amount of work on its underlying stellar populations. Thegpa elliptical.”

In summary, the existing data indicate that we may be able
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To date, there is only a handful of luminous galaxies ibF, and in particular with the luminosities of the R4B and
which studies of resolved halo stars have been carried ahe AGB (asymptotic giant branch) bump allowed us to esti-
A recent such investigation of the M81 halo_(Durrell et amate themean age of the NGC 5128 halo stars to begfg Gyr.
2010) provides a summary of the results for both the spMthough both, RC and AGB bump, features point to an old
ral galaxy halos: the Milky Way (e.g. Ryvan & Notris 1991mean age, we found discrepancies between these average ages
Carollo et al! 2007;_Ivezit et 5l. 2008; Juric etlal. 200881 both between the RC and AGB bump positions, and between
(Mould & Kristian 11986;| Durrell et all 2001; Ferguson et altheV and| luminosity for a given feature. Thesdfeets sug-
2002; | Brown et all_ 2003; Kalirai et al. 2006; Chapman et ajest to us that a single age stellar population, albeit witfioa
2006; | Ibata et al._2007; _McConnachie etlal. 2009, e.g.), amgktallicity spread, is inadequate to represent the datanyn
NGC 891 (Rejkuba et al. 2009), as well as for elliptical galaxase, these rough indicators cannot replace a more complete
ies NGC 5128, NGC 3377 (Harris etlal. 2007a), and NGC 33@8alysis of the entire CMD through simulations with buiit-i
(Harris et all 2007b). Few other luminous galaxy halos bdyoage and metallicity distributions, that allow for investimpn
the Local Group have been also resolved, for example M87more complex star formation histories. The purpose &f thi
(Bird et al.|2010) and Sombrero (Mould & Spitler 2010), bupaper is to take the next step into these higher-level CMD-com
their colour-magnitude diagrams (CMDs) are not deep enougérisons.
for detailed population studies. Our dataset consists of 55,000 stars drawn from a loca-

The metallicity distributions of these large galaxies tigp tion 38 kpc in projected distance from the center of NGC
a wide diversity. However, taking into account théelient lo- 5128, brighter than the 50% completeness limiting mageud
cations sampled, as well as the presence of rather ubiguitoy = 28.8 andmy = 29.7 (M, = +0.7). For the purposes of this
substructures in the stellar density and metallicity distions, study, we can describe this sample as heifyue andlimited
the emerging picture from these studies seems to point to thehe context of other giant ellipticals:
fact that large galaxies host a relatively more metal-rich i . ) i
ner halo component and a metal-poor outer component, Whi(fﬂ Thg CN_ID we have isinique because it reaches deeper in
starts to dominate beyond10— 12Ry; (Harris et all 2007b). luminosity than for any other E galaxy beyond the Local

The ages of halo stars are even less well known than their Group. More _to the point, it is the only gE in which we
metallicity distributions. In the Milky Way there are haltass can capture direct, star-by-star photometry of both the RGB

that are as old as the oldest globular clusters, but the tbvera and fche _red clump, and thus have direct leverage on the age
age distribution of the halo stars is uncertain. Currentilyo d|s_tr|_but|on of the olde_st component of the parent galaxy.
for Local Group galaxies can the age, and the detailed star fo Th's_'s one of the most |mportantfact_ors making NGC 5128
mation history, be derived based on observations that rasch & Unigque resource f9r stellar population stu&es.

deep as the oldest main sequence tufnThe mean age of b) Itis g_lso sharplyimited because the most |mp9rtant age-
M31 halo fields studied by Brown etlal. (2008) is between 9.7- sensitive fez_itures of the CMD that we wou!d in principle
11 Gyr. For more distant galaxies the mean age can be obtained’¢"Y much like to study (the turdiband subgiant popula-
from the fits to the age and metallicity sensitive luminogig-

tions for the oldest component) are well beyond reach and
tures such as red clump, asymptotic giant branch bump and will remain so for many years (Olsen eflal. ZDE3DISh0I‘t,
red giant branch bump.

Rejkuba et al. (2005) derived luminos there is little prospect for improving soon the depth of our

ity weighted mean age ofi§5 Gyr for NGC 5128 halo, and probe into the CMD for g.E. halo stars beyond What_we al-
Durrell et al. (2010) obtained a mean age of M81 halo stars of '€ady have in hand, so it is clearly worth developing the
9+1 Gyr. In all three galaxies (M31, M81 and NGC 5128) there most complete analysis of it that we can.

are stars younger tha® 8 Gyr, but the bulk of the population

is old. In M31 the intermediate-age component contributes 3. Modeling description

about 30% of the halo mass (Brown etlal. 2008). For galaxies ) .

beyond the Local Group this is an open question. Here we atd- Synthetic CMD simulator

dress this question for NGC 5128. The basic approach we use for gauging the star formation
history of the old halo of NGC 5128 is to construct syn-
2. The data and goals for this study thetic CMDs from a library of stellar models, and then to vary

o the input age and metallicity ranges until we achieve a close
In Paper |, we presented a full description of the data and pho

tometry in this field~33’ south of the galaxy center and then > The next nearest large E galaxy is fi#d 1, but it is impossible
used interpolation within the grid of evolved low-mass -stel° explore its stellar populations at similar detail due éoyhigh ex-
lar models of VandenBerg etlal. (2000), wittf ¢ 1) colours tinction and its location behind the Galactic disk. The rgiant E is

: - . P N NGC 3379 in the Leo group at 11 Mpc. HST imaging deep enough to
calibrated against fiducial Milky Way globular clusters de-

. irical tallicity distributi Furth resolve the RC halo stars | and comparable with our NGC 5128
rive an empirical metafiicity distribution. FUItRErMOr&wom- -, js ot completely out of the question, but would requicee than

pared thg observed lumino_Sity function (LF) _With theorattic 350 orbits to complete just one field. The many attractivg®target
LFs for single age populations convolved with the observesk 4t 16 Mpc would take considerably longer.

metallicity distribution function (MDF). These theorelld.Fs 3 The HSTACS camera could theoretically reach the old-halo
were constructed using the BASTI stellar evolutionaryKksac turnaf of NGC 5128 with exposures of about 3000 orbitsvirand
(Pietrinferni et al. 2004). Comparing them with the obsdrved combined, a prohibitively expensive prospect.
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match to the data. This general technique has become increas
ingly well developed since its first conception about 20 gear

ago (Tosi et al. 1989), with several mathematical and $itatis 0.06
cal approaches that are now thoroughly described in the lite
ature. Useful descriptions of these methods are given gthen
in, for examplel_Gallart et al. (1996), Hernandez etlal. €)99
Harris & Zaritsky (2001), Dolphin.(2002), Aparicio & Gallar
(2004), Aparicio & Hidalgo [(2009) and Tolstoy et al. (2009),
and we will not discuss these in detail here.

Our approach is very much as is done in the codes described
in those papers. Here we build many model CMDs each pop-
ulated with approximately the same total numbers of RGB,
HB, and AGB stars as in the data, by drawing from a library
of evolved stellar models covering a wide range of metallici
ties and masses. In each model specific assumptions are mad:
about the star formation rate (implicitly, the relative rvens of
stars in each age bin), the IMF, and the metallicity distidou ;
(including age-metallicity correlations). The synthe@imD is 0 Luslamnl LI S SRR e L
then numerically broadened by the measurement scattesand i log (Z/2,) log (2/2,)
cut of by the photometric incompleteness functions as derived
from the observed CMD.

The CMD simulator is based on the code developed yy 1. Upper left panel: Diferential metallicity distribution
Greggio et al.|(1998), which has been adapted to simulatiGiiaction (MDF), normalized by the total number of stars, de-
of single age populations with a wide range of metallicitiegyeq from the observed CMD through the interpolation on the
Its input parameters are described in Zoccali etal. (208), iq of Teramo alpha-enhanced isochrones is shown withl soli
the details of the Monte Carlo extractions and interpofad (pjack) line. The observed MDF including the correction for
simulated stars on the stellar evolutionary grids are destin e AGB bias is overplotted as dashed red histogram. The othe
Rejkuba et al.(2004). We summarize here only the main poiffi§ee panels show the MDFs from single burst simulations,
and h_|gh||ght those details t_hatffhr from the simulations of \ynere simulations had in input the observed (upper leftkolac
the Milky Way bulge(Zoccali et al. 2003). _histogram) MDF and single age bursts of 8, 10, and 12 Gyr.
~ The observational CMD shows a very wide RGB, readilyne shaded histograms show the contribution of AGB stars as
interpreted as trace of a wide metallicity distributioneféfore 5 fnction of metallicity, while the open histograms show th
we first calculated a large number of synthetic CMDs for £ngkontripution of only the RGB stars for each simulation. The
age populations. These simulations were then used as bulitbrs of these simulated data are constructed in exactly the
ing blocks to construct more complex models. Unless spegiyme way as for the observations, by interpolating over the
fied otherwise, the adopted MDF was the one derived from ti§chrones in CMDs after the photometric errors were added
interpolation of colours of upper RGB stars. Here we strég$ he simulated stars, and can therefore be compared|girect

another important dierence with respect to our approach iyith the observed AGB bias corrected MDF, which is overplot-
Paper | concerning the consistency of the MDF. The metgky with red dashed histogram.

licity distribution in Paper | was derived based on the teack
from|VandenBerg et al. (2000), which were scaled as destribe
inHarris & Harri$ (2000), to match the Galactic globularszlu [Zoccali et al.|(2003), based on the empirically determin€d B
ters. Here for consistency we re-derive the MDF using thessafiviontegrifo et all 1998). The main flerence between the two
isochrones as used in the simulations. is in regard to the treatment of the red giants with colours

The synthetic CMDs are constructed by interpolating b&-— | 2 3.6, equivalent to temperatures below 3250 K,
tween the isochrones of BASTI models (referred to also & which the Montegfio et al. (1998) bolometric corrections
Teramo models) with both solar scaled (Pietrinferni €t@04) are several magnitudes larger (in absolute value) tharethos
and alpha-enhanced (Pietrinferni etlal. 2006) metal medur of |Girardi et al. (2002). For giants with temperatures bewe
These isochrones include the full set of evolutionary stage 3800- 3250 K (18 < V - | < 3.6) the diference be-
from main sequence (MS) to AGB that we need for thisveen the two scales is up to 0.5 mag; in this temperature
analysis. The alpha-enhanced isochrones have included rdugge the Montedfiio et al. (1998) bolometric corrections are
thermally-pulsing AGB (TP-AGB) phase (Cordier etlal. 2007pctually smaller in absolute value, while for the hottemgsa
The adopted-enhancementin the models is described in det#iile two scales match very well. For the derivation of the em-
in [Pietrinferni et al.|(2006). The overall average enhare@m pirical MDF from the observations the bolometric correntio
for alpha-enhanced models ig/[Fe] ~ 0.4, consistent with ob- were calibrated on Galactic globular clusters, as destiibve
servations of the Galactic halo population. Harris & Harris (2000).

The bolometric corrections in this work are taken from The MDF we used in input for the simulations has been
Girardi et al. [(2002), while in Paper | we used the tables ofrefully derived. In particular we introduce a correctiorthe

Empirical MDF 12 Gyr Model

0.04

Fraction of Total

0.02

0

10 Gyr Model .

Fracipon of Total

i
AT T T NI SN
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empirical first-order MDF, to remove what we will call tA&B  Table 1. Observed metallicity distribution function for stars in
bias. The grid of isochrones we use to determine the empiridale halo field of NGC 5128. The second column lists the total
MDF consists of the evolutionary tracks for the RGB staks, i.number of stars in each metallicity bin, while the third colu
those along the first ascent of the giant branch. However,dives the number of first ascent red giants in each metallicit
any real sample of stars, AGB stars (second ascent of the giain, after the correction for the AGB contribution.

branch) are also present, and these are slightly bluer tiean t

RGB at a given metallicity and luminosity. Thus the empirica°9&Z/Zs) N Nree 109(Z/Zo) N Nres

MDF derived from all the stars will end up slightly biased to 0 0 065 101 76.0
. . . -1.95 3 1.9 -0.55 122 93.0

lower metallicity than it should. In addition, because oated
. . L -1.85 1 0.6 -0.45 188 145.1
contain a wide range of metallicities, the AGB and RGB popu- 75 1 0.6 035 194 1516
lations are heavily overlapped and we cannotremove the AGB g5 o 13 0.25 247 1955
bias just by cutting fi the bluest end. However, ttsemulated 155 3 20 015 237 189.9
CMDs contain all the information we need about the evolution  _1.45 10 6.7 -0.05 225 1825
ary stages of the stars in any given region of the CMD, sowe -1.35 37 253 0.05 218 179.0
use these to find out what fraction of the total population be- -1.25 23  16.0 0.15 111 922
longs to the AGB, and how they are distributed in metallicity -115 38 267 025 35 294
We first create the synthetic CMDs for single age popula- -1.05 48  34.2 0.35 8 6.8
tions with 8, 10 and 12 Gyr isochrones and the input “empiri- “0-95 46  33.3 045 1 09
cal MDF” derived from the interpolation of colours of all sta -0.85 59 432 0.55 3 26
-0.75 97 72.0 065 0 0

with magnitudes between3.6 < My, < —1.4 in the observed
CMD. In these synthetic CMDs we selected only the first as-

cent giants (RGB stars) and re-derived the new MDF in t@yations contribute only small numbers of stars, the ajlob
same way as for the observations: interpolating the RGB sta(erage of Ngg/Niowa = 0.78 is dominated by the heavily pop-
colours with—3.6 < Myy < —1.4 on the same set of models|ated metal-richer bins.
This new MDF is the so-called AGB bias corrected MDF. In - rig 1 also shows the classic age-metallicity degeneracy.
the same way we also derive the MDF for only AGB stars fafhe 12 Gyr model matches the empirical MDF used in in-
each simulation. In Fi@] 1 we compare théeliential MDF his- 1t closely, as expected because 12 Gyr isochrones are used
togram derived from observations (upper left) with MDFs1ro 1, getermine the MDF. For successively younger ages (most
three single age simulations run with empirical observedM~@hiceable for the 8 Gyr model), the deduced MDF maintains
in input and ages of 8, 10, and 12 Gyr. In all cases MDFS Wejgz same shape but shifts slowly to more metal-poor values,
constructed with stars in the rang8.6 < My < ~1.4and are 4t the rate of about 0.1 dex per 3-4 Gyr. In Paper |, we found
normalized by the total number of stars. The shaded histograne same amount of shift when using the Victoria isochrones
show the MDFs of AGB stars, while the open histograms shq{fandenBerg et al. 2000). In short, from the RGB stars alone,
the MDFs of only the RGB stars in the given simulation. FQge cannot tell the dierence between a 12 Gyr population with
comparison in each diagram we also overplot the empirical Qe input MDF, and a population that is a few Gyr younger and
served MDF including the AGB bias correction as a red dashggkinsically more metal-rich by 0.1-0.2 dex in the meaneTh
histogram, renormalized to the same total number of St&S. Most important way we have to break this degeneracy is to use
can be seen from the upper left panel of Eig. 1, the AGB bigge colour distribution and luminosity function of the RG a
correction turns out to have quite a small systemafieat on e show later.
our empirical MDF, with the main correction being the reduc- The opserved empirical MDF, and the resulting MDF cor-
tion of the already-small metal-poor tail. rected for the AGB bias, are given in Table 1. In the rest of the
Evaluation of our models in the 8 12 Gyr range shows paper, when we refer to “input observed” cumulative MDF, we

that over the luminosity range3.6 < Mpo < —1.4 that We mean this bias corrected MDF (third column of TaBle 1).
use to determine the MDF, the RGB stars contribute 76% of ag i Paper | we adopt E(B-W0.11, the Cardelli et al.

the total population, with the rest being the AGB contamtaan (1989) extinction law, and the distance modulusrof{M)o =
The actual ratio depends weakly on metallicity itself, Butell 57 9 (Rejkubd 2004; Harris etll. 2010). All simulations are
represented by a simple interpolation curve that we obtaimf erived with a single slope IMF with = 2.35 (Salpetér 1955),
the simulations, and masses.B < M/M, < 3. Furthermore the simulations
Nrcs include the correct photometric errors and completeneds-as
Niowl = 0.098[Z/H] + 0.816. (1) rived from the artificial star experiments in Paper 1. These p

] ) _ rameters are kept constant throughout. What we changeere th
This curve accurately represents the ratio to with05 at - eyolytionary background (solar scaled, alpha enhanced mod
any metallicity and any age within the stated range; the- scg[s), the age, and the metallicity distribution.

ter about this mean line is produced mainly by the bin-to-bin "the final set of single age simulations that we use to com-
Poisson fluctuations in the sample sizes that we are Workiggre with the observations includes:

with. Thus at the extreme metal-poor end the AGB stars make
up almost 40% of the population, falling to 20% at solar 1. single age burst models with input observed MDF and ages
metallicity and above. Because the metal-poor bins in our ob ranging from 2 to 13 Gyr, with a step size of 0.5 Gyr; These
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halo stars ar@redominantly old and with avery wide metal-

licity range. We illustrate the essential idea in Figlte 2, where
the observed CMD is overplotted with isochrones for low Z
(2=0.001) populations of two ages that cover the range we
will be interested in (3 and 13 Gyr), and also solar metallic-
ity (Zo = 0.0198) isochrones of the same two ages. A wide
range of ages at any single metallicity cannot accommotbate t
wide observed range of colours; the low metallicity isocte®

are too blue for any age and the high metallicity isochrones
are too red. Moreover, the young, 3 Gyr old isochrones over-
shoot the upper envelope of the observed RGB by about 1 mag:
such a young component, if present, must involve a very mod-
est amount of stellar mass to match the lack of stars brighter
than the RGB tip. In addition, NGC 5128 must contain a large
component that is both old and very metal-rich, because many
RGB stars are redder than the young (3 Gyr) solar isochrone.

Finally, the model is matched to the observed CMD by di-
viding the coloufmagnitude plane into a grid, comparing the
number of real and model stars in each cell of the grid, and
calculating they? goodness of fit between the two. Other di-
agnostics, such as luminosity function fits and ratios aksta

Fig.2. Observed CMD with 3 (blue) and 13 Gyr (red)jifferent evolutionary phases, are used as well to decide on the
isochrones pverplotted. Dgshed .I|ne_s are used for sofaist result. We first describe in detail our choice of full CMD
(2=0.0198) isochrones, while solid lines show metal-pogiting, and then give some details about other diagnoste di

(2=0.001) isochrones.

grams, before launching into the discussion of the res@itisio
experiment.

simulations were run until the number of stars in a box on Appendices A and B (published only in the electronic form)

the upper RGB (26 < | < 26and 10 < V-1 < 2.3)
matched the observed,,x = 3131 stars (Sedi. 4.1).

list all single age simulations we explored as well as double
burst simulations that were compared with the observations

2. single age burst models with a MDF following the closedll the single age simulations that are made using solaescal
box model with a range of yields, and minimfnmaximum isochrones have names starting with "sol*” and those thag¢ ha
metallicities. As for the previous case the number of stars@lpha enhanced models are named "aen*”. All combined sim-
the same box on the upper RGB was used as the conditig@tions have names starting with "cmb*”.
to stop the simulation (Se€i._4.3).

3. single age burst models with a flat MDF selectinffedt

ent metallicity ranges. These simulations had as a stoppifg. Approach to matching the full CMD
condition 50,000 output stars (stars that passed all oaserv

tional tests).

In previous studies, opinions have varied about how besito p
form the matchup between the observed and simulated CMDs.

The simulations with either the input observed MDF or a aiosé=or example|_Harris & Zaritskyl (2001); Aparicio & Hidalgo
box MDF were compared directly with the observed CMD. Th2009) and others have useg% minimization criterion across
set of isochrones used to generate simulated CMDs includes grid to find the best range of input-model parameter space
the following metallicities: Z0.0001, 0.0003, 0.0006, 0.001,0n the other hand, Dolphin (2002) strongly advocates the use
0.002, 0.004, 0.008, 0.01, 0.0198 (solar), 0.03, and 0.04.  of a cumulative likelihood ratio, arguing that the numbeucts
Going beyond these single-age models, we next used thedin the grid cells intrinsically follow the Poisson diku-
as input to construct more complex (multi-burst) star faiora tion rather than the Gaussian statistical rules that ardiéinp
histories. In particular single age flat MDF simulations &verin a y? calculation. We would agree with Dolphin’s precepts in
used to explore some complex star formation histories withe limit where the numben of objects per cell is small, e.qg.
specific age-metallicity relation. We did not include thensi n < 10. Such a limit would apply for cases in which many of
ulations having single metallicity and age distributioachuse the regionsin the CMD that are of key interest are very sparse
the observed RGB is far too wide to be reproduced in this wayopulated, even when the total populatidris large and the
The colour distribution on the bright RGB is far more sensiti cell size is comparable with the size of the measurementsrro
to metallicity than it is to age, compared with other partthef in magnitude and colour. However, that situation is not theec
observed CMD. Therefore we use it as our primary metallicifgr our data since, for our grid definitionjs always larger than
indicator. 200. In the limit of largen the Poisson distribution converges
As will be seen in the next sections, the basic directimmoothly to the Gaussian one, and the practic@iénce be-
in which our conclusions are heading is that the NGC 5128een the? statistic and the likelihood ratio is moot (see also
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Brown et al. 2006 Tolstoy et &l. 2009, for direct comparson
and a similar conclusion). 'OBSERVED |
Another initial choice for the numerical setup is how to lay r ]
out the grid cells. We have experimented with a uniform grid | ]
(all cells the same size in both coordinates) and also with an
“adaptive grid” (Harris & Zaritsky 2001; Aparicio & Hidalgo
2009) where the cells are smaller in areas of higher stellar |
density, and where the stellar evolutionary models are more
accurate and precise. Based on similar experiments Harris &
Zaritsky, find that the best-fit solutions are relativelyensi-
tive to the particular grid structure. We have found the same 26 |-
basic dfect. For the final runs we adopt an adaptive grid (see
below) in which the numben per cell remains very roughly
constant, though it is still fine enough to track the most impo
tant changes in the stellar distribution with age and mieis! -
Dolphin (2002) suggests that the bin size should be compara- ,, |
ble to the size of the smallest features in the CMD to which
we want to be sensitive. In practice, however, this critedan
be compromised by the photometric measurement scatter and .
incompleteness, which (especially at the faint end) setvaio (v=1)
limit to the cell size that will be physically meaningful. Siter
differences in the sFeIIar distribytion wiII. be blurred out ejten Fig. 3. Observed CMD with overplotted “adaptive grid” based
they resulted fror_n important fierences in the agaetalllcn){ on whichy 2 of the CMD fit is computed.
history that we might have hoped to measure. Therefore,tin ou
grid theminimum cell size is similar to the observational un-
certainties in magnitude and colour.
Beyond these numerical criteria, our approach to matchi
the model and observed CMDs is more strongly driven by t

24 i — —
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ﬁample ol Vanhollebeke et'al. (2009), who hac @(° stars
rLlrftheir Galactic-bulge study, and lof Brown et al. (2006),0wh
astrophysical limitations of our data than by statisticahfal- had~ 10° stars in their study of the M31 disk and halo. It re-
ism. Most previous studies of this tyde (Aparicio et al. ]Bgfembles more closely instead the sample sizes of the Fornax
Dolphin [2002;| Harris & Zaritsky. 2004; “Brown etlal. 2006'd8ph (Coleman & de Jofg 2008), the nearby starburs_t dwarfs
McQuinn et al. 2009; Vanhollebeke ef/al. 2009 among other udied by I_\/IcQum_n etal. (‘2.009)’ and the M81 ou_tgr-dlsk and

- ' ' arf satellite studies of Weisz et al. (2008) and Williarhale

including such targets as the Galactic bulge, the Magella b
) : : 009). We note however that the targets from the above men-
Cloud field-star populations, the M31 outer disk, and near @5ned studies exhibit either well sampled main sequencis o

dwarf galaxies, employ CMD data that cover a wide Iuminosome cases very obvious young components, hence providin
ity range from the tip of the RGB down to below the tufiho ™. Y young pon ' P 9
evidence of a wide total age mixtures unlike our pure oldhal

point of the classic old population, giving the strongess-po

sible leverage on the age distribution independently ofainetsample' o o

licity. These target fields also typically include starsiowide 1 nuS: within the limitations of the present data we can

ranges of both age and metallicity, with very significantygu Ultimately determine only some appropriatenges for the
age distribution and the star formation history. The model

components.
BF;, contrast. the NGC 5128 halo stars cover a relativef s to be discussed below are definitely capable of ruling out
’ ge sections of the total parameter space. But the classic

small range in age (with only a small and perhaps negligi - :
fraction younger thar 5 Gy) but a very large range in metal-a0¢metallicity/alpha-enhancement degeneracies tffatathe

licity (see Paper ). In addition, we have only the Iuminxasithigh'luminosny regions of the (,:MD for egtremtfly ol,('j.stella
range of the HB and above to work with. This more restrictéfb()puI""’['OnS leave us unable to |sol-ate a single “best” gmiut .
range in the evolutionary stages of the stars can still yseld Nevertheless, some clear _cpnclusmns emerge about such im-
lutions for the age distribution that aeecurate (that is, they portant features as the minimum age spread and the relative

return systematically correct age ranges), though theyeme propo_rt_ions of S'Fars in éierent age ranges, that go well beyond
definitely lesgrecise (that is, with larger uncertainties) than ifOUr initial study in Paper I.

the turndf region were included; see, for example, the simula-

tion tests in_Dolphin (2002), particularly his Fig. 7 and@et 3.3, Djagnostics

panying text.

The size of our dataset ef 70,000 stars (less than 56,0008efore going into the results of the modeling, we descrilve he
are above 50% completeness limit and only these are cdfte diagnostics used to evaluate the goodness of the fit betwe
pared to the models) is smaller than samples studied for-exdhf various models and the observations.
ple by Harris & Zaritsky (2001, 2004), who observec 4.0°
LMC field stars and 6« 10° stars in the SMC, as well as the 1. Comparison of the luminosity functionsin V and I:
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Table 2. Adopted grid for the computation of thé for the full CMD fit. Magnitudes and colours are given in thesetved plane,
without extinction correction. Column 6 lists the weighdjumn 7 gives the number of stars in the observed CMD.

o @ 3 4 ®) ® @ 8

# I I, V-1 (V-1 w Nobs Comment
1 28.40 28.80 -0.25 055 0.3 781 at50% completeness eqgé;25-0.30y = 0.15-0.2
2 2840 28.80 0.55 0.90 0.4 2027 partly below 50% lines 0.25—- 0.3, 0y = 0.2 - 0.25
3 2840 28.80 0.90 1.35 0.2 1508 partly below 50% lime= 0.25-0.3,0y = 0.2-0.25
4 28.05 28.40 0.15 0.70 0.8 11450, =02-0.25,0y =02
5 28.05 28.40 0.70 0.90 0.8 21110, =02-025,0y=02
6 28.05 28.40 0.90 1.10 0.6 2894 close to50% linez 0.2—-0.25,0v = 0.25
7 28.05 28.40 1.10 1.35 0.5 2854 closeto50% line= 0.2—-0.25,0y = 0.25
8 28.05 28.40 1.35 1.65 04 639 partly below 50% lime= 0.2 - 0.25,0y = 0.3
9 27.70 28.05 0.30 0.70 0.4 418 some scatfoeehround stars?

10 27.70 28.05 0.70 0.90 1.0 2212 ¢ 8ffin color from the RC

11 27.70 28.05 0.90 1.01 1.0 2750 RED CLUMP MAXIMU| =0.18,0(y-1)=0.2

12 27.70 28.05 1.01 1.24 1.0 7351 REDCLUMP MAXIMU| =0.18,0(-)=0.2

13 27.70 28.05 1.24 136 1.0 2775 RED CLUMP MAXIMUM = 0.18,07y-1) = 0.2

14 27.70 28.05 1.36 159 1.0 2399 o th color of from the RC

15 27.70 28.05 1.59 190 04 444  at the 50% limit

16 27.40 27.70 0.40 0.93 0.8 6330y =0.15,0y =0.1

17 27.40 27.70 0.93 1.13 1.0 2039 -Bo above the RED CLUMP

18 27.40 27.70 1.13 1.28 1.0 2077 —Bo above the RED CLUMP

19 2740 27.70 1.28 148 1.0 1624 —Bo above the RED CLUMP

20 2740 27.70 1.48 2.00 0.8 6310, =0.15,0y = 0.2 (lower weight due to larger V error)

21 27.20 27.40 0.55 1.02 09 299

22 2720 27.40 1.02 1.18 1.0 627

23 27.20 27.40 1.18 133 1.0 7470,=01,0v=01

24 27.20 27.40 1.33 148 1.0 414

25 27.20 27.40 1.48 195 09 255

26 27.00 27.20 0.60 1.10 1.0 291

27 27.00 27.20 1.10 1.25 1.0 489

28 27.00 27.20 1.25 140 1.0 487

29 27.00 27.20 1.40 192 1.0 392

30 26.85 27.00 0.70 1.15 09 258

31 26.85 27.00 1.15 1.30 1.0 458

32 26.85 27.00 1.30 145 1.0 458

33 26.85 27.00 1.45 190 09 262

34 26.70 26.85 0.75 1.18 1.0 268

35 26.70 26.85 1.18 126 1.0 241 withirbd from AGB bump

36 26.70 26.85 1.26 135 1.0 333 AGBBUMP PE&K oy =0.085

37 26.70 26.85 1.35 146 1.0 336 withirbd from AGB bump

38 26.70 26.85 1.46 190 1.0 327

39 2655 26.70 0.85 1.25 1.0 337

40 26.55 26.70 1.25 143 1.0 508 o Zrom AGB bump in magnitude

41 26.55 26.70 1.43 192 1.0 367

42 26.30 26.55 0.90 1.25 1.0 305

43 26.30 26.55 1.25 140 1.0 522

44 26.30 26.55 1.40 155 1.0 433

45 26.30 26.55 1.55 200 1.0 306

46 26.00 26.30 0.95 1.30 1.0 276

47 26.00 26.30 1.30 145 1.0 432

48 26.00 26.30 1.45 160 1.0 383

49 26.00 26.30 1.60 210 10 375

50 25.60 26.00 1.05 1.40 1.0 309

51 25.60 26.00 1.40 155 1.0 387

52 25.60 26.00 1.55 1.80 1.0 420

53 25.60 26.00 1.80 250 10 314

54 25.00 25.60 1.10 150 1.0 325

55 25.00 25.60 1.50 1.75 1.0 413

56 25.00 25.60 1.75 210 1.0 359

57 25.00 25.60 2.10 3.00 10 338

58 23.80 25.00 1.25 185 1.0 338

59 23.90 25.00 1.85 240 1.0 406

60 24.00 25.00 2.40 3.00 1.0 300

61 24.25 25.60 3.00 450 0.8 380 lower weight due to unceb@liometric corrections for cool RGB stars
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We check the positions of maxima of the RC and AGRBnrput: simulation aen016, alpha enhanced 10 Gyr, Teramo apha-enh. MDF
bump features, the width of these features, andythét [ Halphk ehhddcld TT 11 AN

T
[ @

80 —---esolar scale P 80 % | | .
over the whole LF. This comparison is done only for mag- s '\l LF l jd e E Y ) aup d t ]
nitudes above the 50% completeness limitsc 2965,and 60> | ' §44 o[ o | [
| < 288. E° \ e i @% [

. Comparison with overall y2 of the CMD: A0 g/ 3 x10r i’@o ]
They? is calculated with the following formula: o0 L O’a@ S o0 b \ i s\\? B
C S 8 i r P ]
ZN _N Z*W O*“““'?V‘O“ L1 \\7 Oi\‘\\\‘\x/‘\\\ \\7

2 _ ZiNobsi =~ Nsmi)” » W 2) 6 8 10 12 6 8 10 12
NObS,i age (Gyr) 4 :\ T \A‘G\]B\b\ ‘f T g\)o)‘ T \:
. . o LA L L B L B BB 2 C \ i ¢ 9]
whereNgsi is the number of observed stars in the th 80 ! E ﬁ% k ]
box, Ngm; is the number of simulated stars in theth box, LF, B . \?

andw; are the weights (normalized to have the sum of 1). 60 i
The reducegd? is given by the ratio of? to the number of
boxes.

The boxes are shown in Figurk 3, and are listed in Table 2. .,
They have been chosen based on features in the observed
CMD, combined with the photometric accuracy, complete- 0
ness and uncertainty in the bolometric corrections. In par-
ticular, we selected larger box sizes in the faint part of the

CMD tF’ accommodate for the scattgrmg of stars due to phﬁg. 4.Comparing a single burst simulation for 10 Gyr old burst
tometric errors. The t_’oxes in the m'ddI? of the CMD Wher\ﬁith alpha enhanced stars against all single age simukaten
the number of stars is large are small in colour-magnitudeieg; of the diagnostics. On the left arg diagnostics based
space, but get wider at the edges of the RGB, in order §g we |_hand LF (upper left) and V-band LF (lower left). The
maintain the statistics. In the upper part of the diagram tlﬁf)per right panel shows the diagnostic power of the full CMD
boxes are Very !arge to sample at Ie_ast 250 star_s, and ﬁlﬂ?ng while the lower right panel compares the number df re
reddest.box is wide enough to cope with the changing Shaé,?ﬁmp (RC) and AGB bump stars as a function of agé.is the

of the simulated extent of the cool red giant branch posjigerence between the number of stars in the “input” (in this
bly due to inaccuracies in the colour-temperature transfQlyqe simulation aen016) and the number of stars in the same
mations. ) i _boxes in the simulated CMD, normalized to the Poissonian
We also tested our results using the, regular grid Witthise of the number of “observed” (input) stars. Simulagion
smaller boxes over the CMD, but excluding the reddest Pnstructed withe-enhanced isochrones are shown with red

02 the RGBY - I > 2‘4_),' While the \{alugs of the recjucedfiIIed dots, and solar scaled models are plotted with bluenope
X5 turn out to be sensitive to the grid size and number e mbols.

cells, the indication as to the best fitting models was rabus
To check the sensitivity of the? tests, we run several sim-
ulations with diferent random seeds in input and then com- The total number of stars in the observed CMD within these
pared those with other simulations with the same set of pa- boxes is 2334.
rameters. This then allows us to estimate an errof®n
values due to simple Poissonian statistics (since the gampl To gauge the sensitivity of our diagnostics on the age we
of the observedimulated stars is limited). The systematicshow in Figurd# the results of a comparison between a set
can be assessed better by comparing simulations vs. simisingle age simulations using a template simulation (26n0
lations while changing one of the parameters (see discasnstructed with alpha-enhanced 10 Gyr old models and the
sion below and Figurgl 4). input observed MDF. The four panels refer tdfeient diag-

. Comparison with stellar counts on the RC and AGB bump:  nostics, namely thg? fit of the luminosity functions in the/
This diagnostic is based on selected boxes along the R@id| bands, and of the overall CMD, and the number of stars
that target features sensitive to age and metallicityiBistr in the Red Clump and AGB bump. The various models assume
tion, like the RC and the AGB bump. The stellar counts faghe same input MDF as the template simulation and the models
the RC are assumed to be the sum of all stars in the bosé®wn in red (filled dots) assume alpha enhanced isochrones
11, 12 and 13 indicated as RC maximum boxes in Tableadth various ages. Thg? value of the fit for the red model
and covering the range Z7< | < 2805and ® <V -1 < with an age of 10 Gyr with respect to the template simulation
1.36. The total number of stars in the observed CMD withiis 1, as expected when comparing two simulations with all in-
these boxes is 12876. The stellar counts for the AGB bumpt parameters the same, except tHeedeénce in the initial ran-
feature are constructed by summing all stars within boxdem number seed. The blue dotted curves (and open circles),
31, 32, 35, 36, 37 and 40 (Talylk 2) that cover the range lestead, refer to models based on the solar scaled isochodne
tween 2655 < | < 26.7 and 115 < V — | < 1.46 which the BASTI set, and are meant to explore what happens if we
is within 20~ of the AGB bump magnitude and colour peakuse solar scaled tracks to interpret alpha enhanced stags. T
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pronounced minima in the? curves show that (in this very ba-
sic comparison) the diagnostic on the age is gooffeRénty? R L R A A
diagnostics show that full CMD fitting and the I-band LF are
the most sensitive. When using solar scaled isochronesFhe i i
yield an age systematically too young, but jffefor the over- 24 - -+ -
all CMD clearly indicates the need for alpha-enhanced sack | 1
to match the template simulation. The number of red-clump
stars is also a fair age indicator, with the appropriaten@kn-
hanced) isochrones, though we note that the sensitivitiisf t |
indicator is somewhat lower than for the full LF and CMD fits. ..
The population size in the AGB bump, instead, is not very
sensitive to age. This is certainly in part due to the smaller- 3
all number of stars in the AGB boxes, combined with the inter-
nal photometric scatter. Therefore the total number ofstar
a less useful diagnostic, than is the position (luminositg a
colour) of the AGB bump. 28 |-
The real sensitivity of our diagnostics will certainly be
worse than what is described so far, since observatidfer di

OBSERVED SIMULATED

from the template simulation in many respects, e.g. in the ag S I T e
spread. In the next section we compare the data and simula- (V-1) (v-1)
tions.

Fig. 5. Left panel shows the observed and the right panel the
4. Results simulated CMD for a single age burst population of 11 Gyr

) ] ) with the input observed MDF. The simulation uses alpha en-
In this section we take the approach of exploring the range pf,ced stellar evolutionary models.

acceptable ages and age distributions for the observed CMD.
First we compare with the single-age simulations and show
that a single-age burst cannot fully reproduce the obsenst
Next, we show that some two burst simulations fit the obser- _,
vations equally well in terms of overall CMD fit, but signifi-
cantly better when comparing the luminosity functions aflin
we explore some simple solutions with multi-age and multi- —2
enrichment components. In principle by adding additionee f
parameters (percentage of stars of a given age and metallic-
ity with respect to the total population), it should be pessi
ble to find some “best fit” model(s). In practice tiyé val-
ues for the full CMD fit do not go below 50 likely due to
the age-metallicity degeneracy in our observational éatasd —4
the possibly inadequate combination of abundance ratihein -~ M
isochrones (see Figue 4). As stated earlier, the fact teat t
CMD does not reach the much more age-sensitive main se-
guence turnfi region limits the interpretation. We show only
some selected plausible star formation histories thatigeoas 0
good a fit to the observations as at least the best fitting éoubl
burst model does. e
In addition to the comparison of the observed CMD with 0 2 4
synthetic CMDs made with input observed MDF, we also ex- (V=D (V=D
plore alternative, physically motivated closed box chexhén-
richment models.

M

T

12 Gyr

\\\‘\\\‘\\\‘\
TR N R N N SRR B

1

|

Fig. 6. Simulations of CMDs with input observed MDF and
single age burst using alpha enhanced stellar evolutianady
els.

4.1. Single age models with observed MDF

In the right panel of Figurel5 we show the simulated CMD fdFhis box contains 3131 stars and was chosen from the part of
a single age burst population of 11 Gyr with the input obsgrvéhe CMD that is least sensitive to age, with the best photemet
MDF made using the alpha enhanced isochrones. The humiieaccuracy, and smaller uncertainty in the colour-terapee

of stars in this simulation (and other single agé&IDF sim- transformations.

ulations) was constrained to match the star counts in the box In the left panel of Figurel5 is the observed CMD. The over-
shown in the figure (285 < | < 26,10 < V -1 < 23). all appearance of the simulated CMD is fairly similar to the
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data; however some discrepancies are evident. Note ffeg-di
ence in the upper envelope slope for the RGB between model&’°
and observation: the simulations have a much stronger loend t
wards lower luminosity for the reddest red giants than isisee
in the observed CMD. Possibly this is due to an overestimate
of the bolometric correction (in absolute value) to the htha
magnitudes at low temperatures. We also notice that the RGB,, |
is narrower in the simulated diagram, likely indicatingttha
single age is not a good fit to the data. In the faintest part of
the diagram the simulation shows more distinctly the core he,
lium burning population, which in the data is more extended i
colour, perhaps due to a combination of photometric ernods a
some age distributionfiect. Finally, the red extension of the 190
faintest portion of the diagram, below the 50% completeness
line, is dfected more by the uncertainty in photometric accu-
racy and completeness. Therefore we do not include that part
(shown in light gray) in our fitting. S

The widths of the RC and AGB bump features are smaller I - ]
in the simulated CMD, also indicating that there may beaneed obt—~——1t— o+ L v v Lo 00 1000 14y
to consider an extended star formation history.

In Figurel® we show the sensitivity of the CMD to age. As

expected, changes in the age make the most obvidesehces Fig. 7. They? diagnostic for luminosity function and full CMD

in the RC feature; In this figure we colour-code the simulatggl;, tor observations with respect to all single age simul
stars according to their evolutionary status. In black wansh tions. Comparison with the solar scaled single age sinariati

first-ascer_1t giants (RGB) stars, r_ed shows core helium lnﬂrnfs shown with dotted lines (open symbols), and that with the
(RC) and in blue are the shell helium burners (AGB stars} Itélpha enhanced models with solid lines (solid symbols).
clear that in the models with oldest ages 10 Gyr) the blue

tail of the core helium burning stars extends to much faint%ble 3. The three best fitting models for each diagnostic are

magpnitudes and bluer colours than in our data. The youngest,j for the single age simulations with input observed®ID
model on the other hand has a brighter RC than does our 3gnostics arg? for the full CMD, 2 of the LF fit for |

served CMD. These simulations, although simplistic, aiyeaand \-bands, and in the last two colummi/ vNops = Nops —

suggest to us that the bulk of the stars in the NGC 5128 halo N for the RC and AGBb boxes in our arid
formed~ 10 Gyr ago. sim/ VNobs grid.

MR BT E N

10 12 A
age (Gyr)

age (Gyr)

In the observed CMD within the RC region, the wide range Single age models with input observed MDF
of metallicities and the photometric measurement scats&em ~gimuiation age 12 7 7 AN AN
it impossible to say whether any particular star belongfi¢o t VNobs  V/Nobs

RC or the RGB. Thus the RC colourfiirence with respect to ID_ Gy CMD LR LRy RC AGBb

the RGB colour at the_ same magmt_ude }Jr)fortunately cannot beaeno25 105 652 557 345 -106 70

used as an age discriminator (Hatzidimitriou 1991). 2en018 11.0 656 53.6 405 0.9 8.8
FigureT shows the? diagnostic plots for observationswith 50024 11.0 662 553 39.1 11 7.4

respect to all single age simulations. Each dot on this graph | F,

resents one single-burst model. These indicate that the domaeno22 120 764 36.2 258 8.4 5.3

inant stellar population in the observed CMD is 411 Gyr aen023 115 753 427 344 5.1 7.5

old, and it appears to be more consistent with alpha enhancedol018 11.0 107.2 484 36.7 -3.7 9.1
abundance ratios. The solar scaled models produce CMDs thitv:
differ significantly more from the observed CMD, because they S0/030 80 1151 789 229 -158 7.4

lack the stars along the blue edge of the RGB and RC. Notice@e"022 120 764 362 258 8.4 53

that this applies also to the models constructed with theedlo sol031 75 1154 967 266 -109 8.9
box metallicity distribution which has much more substainti RC:
501033 6.5 1220 1319 36.8 -0.1 7.8

population of low metallicity stars (Se€i._4.3). 26n030 80 957 1404 565 05 6.9
LOOking at individual diagnostics, the |UminOSity funatio aen018 11.0 65.6 53.6 405 -0.9 8.8

x? fits for both I- and V-band point to an average single ageaggp:

of 12 Gyr, while the overall CMD fit has a wider minimum  zen022 12.0 76.4  36.2 25.8 8.4 5.3

at 10.5-11 Gyr. Table’Al1 (published in the electronic vami aen020 13.0 1044 655 428 286 6.1

reports they? values for all diagnostics, while the three best so0l040 3.0 2744 4262 2105 48.1 6.1

models for each individual diagnostic are reported in T&ble

From the inspection of this table it is evident that the ceunt

in the RC region are consistent with 11 Gyr model as well.
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We note however that this indicator is consistent also With tfigures are the ones where the biggest and darkest squares are
younger age of 8 Gyr, as found in Paper I. In these single agjtting. These tend to be on the lower right, with a domindaht o
simulations AGB bump boxes are systematically less popdlatomponent and a minor younger component.

with respect to the observed CMD. Careful inspection of these figures and Taljles B.1[dnd 4

As a|ready mentioned above, the Sing|e_age models pf@\/eals that the 2-burst simulations which best reprOdheet
duce widths of the RC and AGB bump features that are t@§served CMD and luminosity functions are those with an old
narrow. In the next section we explore whether the fits are iflomponentof 12-12.5 Gyr that is alpha enhanced, along with a
proved by adding a second age component, hence simulati(pnger component of 2-6 Gyr which is also alpha enhanced.
two bursts star formation history. This is motivated alsanir The proportion of the younger population should be between
other observations: NGC 5128 is likely to have experienced8% and 30%. This younger component needs to be present to
history of satellite accretions (minor mergers), but alsme give the best fits, but it cannot dominate the system. Said dif
previous observations of resolved stellar populationsgioo- ~ ferently, the simulations that have 90% or more old popotati
ular clusters have implied a smaller population of yountgnss have worse fits regardless of the age of the younger component
with ages close te 3—5 Gyr (Soria et al. 1996; Marleau ef al.On the contrary, if the younger component makes up more than
2000] Rejkuba et dl. 2003; Woodley etlal. 2010b). 30% of the total, then the age of the young component needs to

be relatively old,~ 8 Gyr or more, in order to be competitive

with the best-fit cases. All these indicators clearly shoat the
4.2. Two burst simulations bulk of the population has to be old.

) ) _ i While the overall trend is valid for all diagnostics we note

A series Of_tWO burst S|mulat_|0ns was c_reated_ first by rafﬁatdi‘ferentdiagnosticsindicate somewhdtelient values for
domly drawing from an old single age simulation a ceraie pest fitting simulations. The small dependence ofythe
percgntage P1 of the total number of stars. Then, we ad%(tﬂues on the random extractions can be appreciated from the
the list a percentage P2 of a younger population, again drat‘!?ﬂ'mparison of results for single age simulations for 13aht,
ing stars randomly from a single age simulation. B_y definiti_o10 Gyr single burst simulations (TalileA. 1) as well as for-dou
P1+ P2 = 100%, and both cqmponents were given the "Sle burst simulations for 148 and 145 Gyr old combinations
put obse_rved MDF._When drawing th? stars randpmly from tl??able@). Looking at the individual diagnostics for thesb
p_arentgmgle age S|mL_JIat|ons, we verify that the final coradi fitting models in Tabl€l4 we notice that the two most sensitive
simulation has MDF bins p_opulated such thatit matches the cbl?agnostics (FigurEl4), the full CMD fit and the I-band lumi-
served MDF. Therefore, since the metal-poor bins have fewgii fnction fit, provide the lower and the upper limit the
stars, and since the old age (P1) simulation is first extdathe age of the young component. The full CMD fit prefers a 20%
metal-poor bins on average have an olde_r age. We note h%‘ghtribution of 2-3 Gyr old population, while the I-band L&rc
ever, that the combined _CMD also contains some metal'”ﬁ@commodate up to 30% of 6 Gyr old stars for the best fitting
stars from the old (P1) episode. model. The best fitting? values for the somewhat less sen-

The combinations simulated in this way have relative pesitive diagnostics tend towards the lower limit for the ygun
centages of 90-10, 80-20, 70-30, 60-40, and 50-5@ydding component. Given the smallfirence of I-band LF fithi?
stars. The old component was allowed to range between 1{A);es for the models cmb112 (that provides the best fit to the
and 12.5 Gyr, and the young component between 2 and 10 Gy} CMD) and the models cmb383 and cmb387 (the two best
In addition to mixing alpha enhanced simulations (for bdth ofitting models for the I-band LF in Tablg 4), as well as taking
and young age), we also considered that the younger popuilathto account the larger variation in the full CMD i€ values
might have lower alpha enhancement, and thus we combinggthe same models and the results from the other diagsostic

old alpha enhanced models with younger solar scaled simujge conclude that on average the best fitting models require a
tionS. Tabld:B:ll, giVen fu”y in the eIeCtroniC format, h%" young popu'ation Ofv 2 — 4 Gyr

2-burst simulations we considered and it shows alsg thel- The 2 values for the whole CMD fit for the best fitting 2-
ues for our fit diagnostics. Takllé 4 lists the best fitting medeyyrst models are similar to those of the best fitting single ag
separately for each diagnostic. Here we summarize the mg{Bdels;y? = 65 for 80% 12 Gyr+ 20% 2.5 Gyr model and
conclusions based on the inspection of these diagnostits @ — 66 for the 11 Gyr single age simulation. The fact that
careful inspection of simulated CMDs. there is almost no improvement in the full CMD fit between
Figure$8[D, and10 show thé diagnostics for 2-burst al- the single age and two-burst best fitting models, again cosfir
pha enhanced simulations in three-dimensional form. Hexe that the bulk of the stellar population in the observed CMD is
age of the older component is plotted along the x-axis and tbiel.
younger component along the y-axis. Each panel shows all the In contrast, the luminosity function fits are significantly-i
models with a particular ofgtoung ratio (P1P2). As an exam- proved over the single-age simulations (Fidure 11). Fheal-
ple, in the first panel, the point located at(Xl, y=5) refers ues for the single age 12 Gyr old alpha enhanced simulation
to a simulation with a 50% 11-Gyr component and 50% 5-Gwere 36 and 26 for the | and V-band luminosity functions. By
component. The third dimension, which represents the quabntrast, for the 2-burst simulation with 70% 12.5 GyB0%
ity of the y? fit is given by thesize andcolour of each small 6 Gyr the LF fits givey? = 8 and 12 for the | and V-band re-
square. The larger the symbol, and darker blue its coloar, tspectively. For the 1£22.5 Gyr model that has an 80% old pop-
smaller they?. In short, the best-fit solution regions of theselation (that best fits the whole CMD), the LFs gjyé = 13
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Fig. 8. They? diagnostic for the full CMD fit for 2 burst simulations, builsing alpha-enhanced stellar evolutionary models, as
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relative fractions of old- young population in the combined 2-burst simulation. Tize sind colour of the points are normalized
to the full range of the? values of the CMD fit for all 2-burst models with input obsedwdDF. The larger the symbol, and
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relative fractions of old+r young population in the combined 2-burst simulation. Tlze sind colour of the points are normalized
to the full range of thg? values of the LFfit for all 2-burst models with input observed MDF. The largfez symbol, and darker
blue its colour, the smaller the’.
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Fig. 10.They? diagnostic for the V-band LF fit for 2 burst simulations, buing alpha-enhanced stellar evolutionary models, as
compared to observations is plotted as a function of thexebik{s)+ young (y-axis) population age. Each panel shoviedint
relative fractions of old+r young population in the combined 2-burst simulation. Tlze sind colour of the points are normalized
to the full range of thg? values of the LF fit for all 2-burst models with input observed MDF. The lar¢fez symbol, and darker
blue its colour, the smaller the’.

and 12 for | and V-band, respectively. However, the V-band Lient. Figuré_1I3 shows the best fitting 2-burst simulated CMD
has too many stars with respect to the data at the magnitedenpared to the observations. The simulated CMD is colour
corresponding to the RC maximum (Figlre 11). coded according to the ages of simulated stars: here, whaee t
The improvement with respect to single age simulationstige “young” component (blue) contributes most stronglyhie t
visible also in the colour distribution of red clump and RG®righter, redder end of the red clump population. Withoosth
regions (Figuré_112), as well as in the number of AGB bunfgars, the luminosity function of the red clump is too narirow
and RC stars in their respective boxes in the CMD (Table 4pagnitude to match the data and the model solution is not as
Therefore the two burst star formation history is clearlof@d successful.
over a single star formation event.
To understand the basidfect of adding a second compo-
nent, we may ask just where in the CMD the younger compo-
nent is contributing dferently from the “baseline” old compo-
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Table 4. The best fitting models for each diagnostic are listed fortithe burst combinations with the input observed MDF.
Diagnostics arg? for the full CMD, y? of the LF fit for I, and V-bands, and in the last two columil/ vNgps = Nops —
Nsm/ VNops for the RC and AGBb boxes in our grid.

Two burst models with input observed MDF
combined old young agel age2 % % x? x° X°

simulation simulation simulation (Gyr) (Gyr) (old) (young CMD LF, LFy RC AGBb
CMD:

cmb112 aen022 aen041 12.0 25 80 20 65.0 13.4 123 -3.8 -1.6
cmb137 aen022 aen042 12.0 2 80 20 65.4 15.2 12.6 1.7 -3.1
cmb142 aen021 aen042 12.5 2 80 20 65.6 16.2 11.2 7.1 -3.9
cmb372 aen022 aen040 12.0 3 80 20 67.0 12.4 12.3 -4.5 -1.2
LF,:
cmb383 aen021 aen034 12.5 6 70 30 74.3 8.3 123 5.1 1.0
cmb387 aen021 aen038 12.5 4 80 20 77.5 10.1 125 -0.0 -1.8
cmb378 aen021 aen030 12.5 8 70 30 86.1 10.2 148 -11.1 2.0
cmb472 aen022 sol040 12.0 3 80 20 80.7 105 14.1 94 0.2
LFy:
cmbi142 aen021 aen042 12.5 2 80 20 65.6 16.2 11.2 7.1 -3.9
cmb141 aen021 aen042 12.5 2 90 10 80.2 16.6 11.9 0.1 -0.7
cmb402 aen026 sol030 10.0 8 80 20 118.3 521 119 -35.7 1.5
cmb388 aen021 aen038 12.5 4 70 30 73.9 126 121 1.6 -3.1
RC:
cmb387 aen021 aen038 12.5 4 80 20 77.5 10.1 125 0.0 -1.8
cmbl141 aen021 aen042 12.5 2 90 10 80.2 16.6 11.9 0.1 -0.7
cmb129 aen026 aen042 10.0 2 60 40 165.3 89.7 411 0.4 -5.0
cmb325 aen026 aen040 10.0 3 50 50 180.9 107.1 47.2 -0.2 -3.6
AGBDb:
cmb136 aen022 aen042 12.0 2 90 10 69.0 126 12.8 -7.6 0.0
cmb382 aen021 aen034 12.5 6 80 20 83.8 10.9 153 -5.5 0.0
cmb489 aen021 sol038 12.5 4 60 40 85.6 13.7 12.7 2.7 0.0
cmb211 aen024 aen036 11.0 5 90 10 87.9 30.6 15.6 -25.4 0.0
4.3. Simulations with closed box chemical evolution is essentially the same with the best fitting single age mofel
10.5-11 Gyr.

We note that for the full CMD fit, LF fit (Fid._11) and colour
Klistribution comparison with data (Fig.112) the closed biox s
gle age models are a slightly better match than the single age
simulations with the input observed MDF. Also, as found for
the models with the input observed MDF, the simulations with
|pha enhanced isochrones provide better fit to the observa-

To explore single age and two-burst models with an alteraati
physically motivated input MDF we compare the observatio
with models that follow the classic closed box chemical@mnri

ment. While strictly speaking, a closed-box model cannatrbe
instantaneous burst (as are the models in the previousss}iti
we assume here that the duration of the closed-box enriclhm%I
sequence is “fast” relative to the time resolution of the elodt!oNS:

grid, which is near 1 Gyr. This is consistent with the adaptio As done for models with th_e input MDF we combine the
of alpha enhanced stellar evolution models. single age closed box models in order to explore the twotburs

scenario. However, now in addition to the parameter of age, w

We explored a wide range of closed-box yields, minimufave three more parameters: thteetive yield, minimum and
and maximum metallicities, and found the best fit to the omaximum metallicity. Therefore the number of possible two
served CMD is provided by models with ages 10.5-11 Gyeurst combinations is significantly increased.
yieldy ~ 0.65- 0.7Z,, and metallicity spanning the fullrange  The full set of models that have been constructed by com-
of the adopted set of models, with the minimi, = 0.0001 bining two closed box single age simulations, by randomly ex
and maximum metallicityZ,ox = +0.04. They? values of tracting a fraction P1 of old stars and a fraction P2 of younge
the best fitting single age model with the input closed box estars, in the same way as described above for two burst simu-
richment (model aen272, age 10.5 Gyr,) af§(CMD) = 52, lations with input observed MDF, is provided in the electoon
Y?(LF)) = 44, andy?(LFy) = 30. The 11 Gyr old population format in Tabld B.P.
model with slightly higher ffective yield provide even smaller ~ Summarizing the results, we confirm the finding from the
x? values of 27 and 12 for the | and V-band LFs, respectivelwo-burst input MDF simulations above: the best fitting mod-
(see Tablg AR for details). As found in the case of singlesbuels have~ 80% of 12 Gyr old population mixed with 20%
models with input observed MDF, the LF fits favor slightly2-4 Gyr old stars. The? of the full CMD fit for the two burst
older age than the full CMD fit. However, overall the resulinodel does not improve over the single age models with input
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Fig. 11. Comparison of the LF fits between the observatiorisg. 12. Comparison of V-1 colour distributions between the
(dotted red line) and the simulations (solid black line),end data (dotted red line) and the simulations (solid black)line
only data above 50% completeness limits are considered. Twieere only data in the specific luminosity range are consid-
left panels plot the best fitting LFs for the single age simulared. Upper panels show the colour distributions for the red
tion that has 11 Gyr, and the right panels plot the LFs for thygant branch stars that are selected in the magnitude range
best fitting 2-burst simulation that has 80% 12 Gyr poputatic-2.5 < M, < —-1.5 (where the bolometric corrections for the
and 20% 2.5 Gyr old population. The top panels are for thgper cool part of the RGB are not a problem), while the lower
comparison with simulations that have input observed MDpanels show the colour distributions for the part of the umi
and the bottom panels show simulated LFs with input closedsity range dominated by helium burning stars (red clump)
box enrichment. The single age closed box model is shown selected to be within rangel < M, < +0.5 mag. Upper left
the left and the two-burst model composed of input closed bdiagrams are for the best fitting single age simulation (11 Gy
simulations is on the right. old model) with input observed MDF. Upper right diagrams are
for the best fitting two burst model which is made by combin-
ing single age simulations with input observed MDFs (80% 12

closed box enrichment, but the luminosity functions fit théed + 20% 3 Gyr). The bottom panels show the best fitting simula-
much better. Also the numbers of RC and AGB bump Stars flins with input closed box metallicity distributions - teimgle

the respectiv_e boxes on the CMD are in better agreement Witll, |osed box model on the left and the two-burst model com-
the observations for two burst models. In particular thistis osed of input closed box simulations is on the right.

significant diference for the number of AGB bump stars thzﬂ

in single age models is systematically lower than in the pbse

vations. the bulk of population with age older than10 Gyr, but also
Exploring the diferent minimum and maximum metallic-that the old stars must cover the full range of metallicity.

ity for the old and for the young component we gain in addi-

tion some insight in the possible age-metallicity relatidhe . .

best fitting two-burst closed box model is cmb242 that is 5a' Discussion

combination of 80% 12 Gyr old model aen270 that has €fhe best fitting mean age of the halo stars in NGC 5128 is

fective yield 0.013, and that spans the full scale of metallil1l+ 1 Gyr. This is older than the mean luminosity-weighted

ity, from Zyin = 0.0001 toZmax = 0.04. The young compo- age of~ 8 Gyr we derived in Paper | from the comparison

nent contributing 20% of the stars is best represented byemodf the observed luminosity function with the luminosity fun

aen316, which has the sam#eetive yield, but a higher min- tions computed from BASTI models. In part théfdrence may

imum metallicity Zin = 0.002. The maximum metallicity ex- be explained by the fact that in Paper | we did not take into

tends to the solar valug,x = 0.02. The simulations that hadaccount the #ects of photometric scatter in the models, and

the young component with wider metallicity distributiomda in part by the fact that we used affdirent model grid for

in particular with a metal-poor component had worse CMD fitthe MDF derivation (the alpha-enhanced Victoria isochsone

Similarly, the simulations constructed with the old comgon from|VandenBerg et al. (2000)) with respect to the LF model-

that does not span the full metallicity range provide wortse fiing (BASTI [Pietrinferni et all 2004). In the present paper we

Therefore we can conclude that it is not only necessary te haelf-consistently used the same stellar evolutionary rsode
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N — full CMD fits: 70-80% of the population has 12-12.5 old stars,

OBSERVED - T SIMULATED, 2 = 65 1 and the younger component of 30-20% has ages between 2-6

T 2—burst model cmb112 1
1 80% 12 + R0% 2.5 Gyr Gyr

The simulations allow us to estimate the total mass trans-
formed into stars in the target field which accounts for the ob
served number of stars. For a flattened Salpeter I{M] «
M~13 between 0.1 and 0.8, andp(M) o« M~23% petween 0.5
and 120M,) the best fitting single burst simulations indicate
that such mass amounts #04.5 x 10’ M,. The best fitting
double burst models yield a slightly smaller value of thaltot
] star formation in our field, i.ex 4x 10’ M,, since young popu-

] lations are moreféicient in producing post main sequence stars
] per unit mass. The mass fraction involved in the young compo-
: S nent is sensitive to its precise age, and amounts @dl if the

(V-1 (V-1) young burst occurred 4 to 5 Gyr ago, ortd®.06 if it occurred

2 to 3 Gyr ago.

Fig. 13.Comparison between the observed CMD (left) and the \ne turn now to consider more complex star formation his-
best fitting 2-burst simulation (right). The simulated stare ories with the specific aim of testing some interesting acen
colour coded according to their age: 12 Gyr old stars are rggl_
and 3 Gyr old stars are blue.

24 -

26

28 -

_ combination of 6 simulations: emb613 5.1. Comparison of the stellar and globular cluster age
25 F T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T g .. . . .
g and metallicity distributions

Woodley et al. [(2010b) presented the most recent age and
metallicity distributions of a large sample of globular stiers

in NGC 5128 based on high quality Lick index measurements.
The majority of their clusters are located in the inner haid a
bulge Ry < 15 kpc), whereas our sample of stars is a “pencil

age (Gyr)

T S L S S S A L beam” at one particular location in the halo. Nevertheless i
- P Fwf ] E instructive to compare the age and metallicity distribosiof
: oo F § b 1 ] two populations.
5 b § E Fitting_the age _distribution histogram of_ t_heir observed
B b %e8 " i J/lH]fé.s 005 E clusters with Gaussians they derive the best fitting meambge
> oF " L ] the clusters for a single Gaussian fit 058 Gyr witho = 2.78

-25 -2 -15 -1 ~0.5 0 0.5 Gyr, younger than the mean age of the stars we find in this pa-

/] = log(2/ %) per, but consistent with our results in Paper |. The besndjtti

Fig. 14. Age distribution (top panel) and metallicity distripyRimodal distribution of clusters has 71% of the clustershwit
10.12 Gyr (c = 1.44) and 29% with age, = 4.85 Gyr

tion (bottom panel) for an example of complex star formatiof# = b€ K i
history that has stars formed first between 10.5-12.5 Gyt, aff = 1-32)- This is remarkably close to the proportions we find

then a second very short burst at 3 Gyr. The top panel shdygre for the halo stars in our two-burst models for the stella
the percentage of the stars in each age bin as a function pf a%MD- The minor .re3|dual dierences in the exact age values
while in the bottom panel the percentage of stars is given fo12y Well be due simply to the fact that the cluster ages ard ste
each metallicity bin, normalized to the total number of siar |2 @ges were derived througHfigirent methodology and with

agiven age. In the insert on the bottom panel the simulatati td€érence to dierent stellar model grids. On the other hand
metallicity distribution is shown. the majority of the globular clusters observed by Woodlegiet

(2010b) are more metal-poor than the bulk of the stellar.halo
In addition to the single age and bimodal age distribu-
derive the empirical MDF and in the simulations. One addiion Woodley et al.[(2010b) also fit their globular clusteeag
tional (though small) dierence is the fact that in our new MDFdistribution with three Gaussians. They find that 68% of the
given in Tablell, we make a correction for the average AGBGC 5128 globular clusters are old;(> 8 Gyr), 14% have
contribution. intermediate agerf = 5 — 8 Gyr), and 18% have young
The two-burst models with-70-80% of 12 Gyr old pop- ages t3 < 5 Gyr). We explored the combination of old
ulation combined with 30-20% 2-3 Gyr old second (youngeintermediage-age young single age models using both input
population give us the best match to the observed CMD. TMDF and closed box MDF. For these three-bursts star forma-
2-burst model LFs as well as number counts around RC aiwh histories the fraction of the old component @13 Gyr)
AGB bump features significantly improve the fit to the dateanges between 60-80%, the fraction of the intermediate-ag
over single-age models, and provide similar constraintiéo component (6- 9 Gyr) between 5-15%, and the young com-
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ponent (3— 5 Gyr) contributes 10-20% of the stars. None of— Flat age distribution with constant star formation ranging
the many combinations provided significantly better fitstet  over an extended period. Here we tested the constant star
overall CMD and LFs with respect to the two burst simulations formation between 3-13, 5-13, and 9-13 Gyr.
but we note that the combination having similar percentages Flat age distribution for the old component with extended
of the old, intermediate-age and young stars as was found for star formation between 9-13 Gyr, with a 20-40% contribu-
the clusters, is also consistent with the observed digtabwf tion of young and intermediate-age stars with ages between
stars in the halo field CMD (see Talile 6). 3-5 Gyr.

) ] ) — Declining star formation lasting over more than 3 Gyr and

The stellar MDF measured in four fields in NGC 5128, starting 12 Gyr ago.

from 8 to_ 40 kpc [(Harris et al. 1999; Harris & Harri_s 2000, _ ggJi shaped (first increasing, then decreasing), flat or de-
2002;| Rejkuba et al. 2005), does not show largéedznces. clining star formation for the old population lasting 2-

In all fields it is deficient in metal-poor stars, and has a peak 4 Gyr, with a very short younger burst contributing 20%
at [M/H] ~ -0.6 dex. This metal-rich peak is very close to o the stars.

the metal-rich peak of the bimodal globular cluster metalli

ity distribution (Rejkuba 2001; Woodley etlal. 2010b), vehil  This, admittedly limited in parameter space, set of more
the metal-poor peak of the globular cluster MDF ([F¢ ~ complex star formation histories shows much largevalues
—1.2 dex) does not have the corresponding peak in the ste}-95 for CMD fit) for all combinations when the old popula-
lar MDF. This has already been noted in previous studies tafn was formed over an extended period longer than 3 Gyr, for
NGC 5128 |(Harris & Harrls 2001, 2002), as well as in othdyoth flat and declining age distributions. Better agreemstht
galaxies|(Harris & Harris 2001; Forte et al. 2007, e.g.)mt i the observations is found for simulations where the old fepu
plies that the fficiency of cluster formation relative to starstion has a mean age between 10-12.5 Gyr and a bell-shaped or
measured by the globular cluster specific frequeBgyis a flat distribution of ages, with the majority of the first geaton
function of metallicity and that metal-poor clusters haweager of stars born within a short 2 Gyr period. In addition to the
formation dficiency with respect to stars (Harris & Harrisold population the younger component with star formatisit-la
2002)./ Forte et al.| (2007) and Peng €t al. (2008) discuss thg only ~ 1 Gyr is necessary in order to bring the full CMD
possible implications of this proposedtférence in iciencies 2 fit down to values similar to those obtained with the best
based on Monte Carlo based models and observations of méitting single and two burst simulations. An example of such
different galaxies. a complex star formation history that hg& = 63 for the full

_ S _ CMD fit, andy? = 18 for the luminosity function fits is shown
One interesting implication predicted by Forte €tlal. (3007, Figure[12.

is the coexistence of two distinct stellar populations ebar
terized by widely diterent metallicities and spatial distribu- o )
tions. The metal-poor stellar halo is expected to be mucremét-3. Age-metallicity relation

extended and start dominating over the metal-rich compNgfe explored the possibility of a variation of metallicitylck
only at large galactocentric distances. The inner, mor@melgiens with the age in the sense of increasing metallicit wit
rich halo component is expected to be extremely heteroggs easing age. The complex simulations were construgted b
neous and to dominate the inner region of galaxies (FOrte et,ajng in input several single age simulations with the flatahe
2007). Th!s IS rgmarkaply remlnlscent of the emerging p'ﬁbity distribution, from which we extracted stars, fillindpe
ture mentioned in the introduction, where stellar halos agyeta|_noor bins of the MDF with old stars and more metal-rich
pear to have two components with the metal-poor populatigi yith increasingly younger stars. All of these casesgav
dominating at large distances in Milky Way, M31, NGC 3378,y ificantly worsey? with respect to simulations that had old
(Car_ollo et.a/ 20_97? Chapman et al. 2006, Kalirai et al. ‘Zooﬁopulations spanning the whole metallicity range. Thisds n
Harris et al. 209“’)- Moreov_er, small-scale sub-strustae surprising, since the age-metallicity anti-correatkeeps
pear to be quite frequent in !arge galaxy halos (Bell et ql,e RGB narrow in colour. This confirms again the result found
2008; Ibata et al. 2009; Mouhcine etlal. 2010b). However cUfym 2-purst closed box simulations, that required the olte

rent data do not confirm whether this double nature of Ste”ﬁﬁnent to span the full metallicity range frafh= 0.0001 to
halos is universal and the metal-poor component indeed-doRi_ 4 g4

nating also in NGC 5128 at galactocentric distances largar t
~ 12Ret+. For that new observations are necessary.
6. Summary and conclusions

] ) ) In this paper we have used a series of stellar population lmode

5.2. Duration of the star formation episodes to study the age distribution (ADF) and metallicity distrilon
(MDF) of the outer-halo stars in NGC 5128. Because it is only

Besides exploring the age of the pldung components, it is 3.8 Mpc distant, this target provides the best availableoopp
also interesting to investigate whether it is possible toqom- tunity to probe directly into the stellar population of amfid&
straints on the duration of the star formation burst(s). &t t galaxy. The reference data consist of our previously phbtis
this we made a number of combinations of single age simulieep HSTACS photometry in , 1) which cover the RGB,
tions with input observed MDF to test: HB (RC), and AGB stages (Rejkuba et lal. 2005). We gener-
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ate a large range of synthetic colour-magnitude diagraams fr younger age< 2—4 Gyr) is also presentf this region of NGC
the Teramo stellar model grid (Pietrinferni etial. 2004, 005128 can be taken as representative of the halo, we would con-
Cordier et al. 2007) and use a variety of diagnostics to cotlude that most of its stars and clusters formed at a very earl
strain the best-fitting ADF and MDF. The simulations are contime, in agreement with observational discoveries of oltiyea
pared with the observations and the following diagnosties aype galaxies at high redshift (Cimatti et lal. 2004; Daddilet
used to judge how well a simulation performs with respect 2005; Renzini 200€; Kriek et al. 2008) as well as with lower
the othersy? of the full CMD fit based on a custom made gridyedshift studies (e.gl_Silva & Bothun 1998; Kuntschner et al
x? fits of the V and I-band luminosity functions, and relativ2002; Thomas et al. 2005). This is also in agreement with fast
number of RC and AGB bump stars based on star counts in thenolithic collapse models of Ikuta (2007), who considered
appropriate boxes on the CMD. The most sensitive diagreostihe CMD morphology dterences between fast early mono-
are the full CMD fit as well as the I-band LF. lithic collapse and slow hierarchical merging early-tya¢esy
Table§ B[ Y, b, arld 6 list the values of our diagnostics for tf@mation scenarios. Our solutions leave room for a sigaific
three best fitting model CMDs for single age, two-burst, anderger or accretion event a few Gyr in the past, but they do not
three-burst simulations. Based on these and discussioreab&upport the idea that the bulk of NGC 5128 stars formed in a
for additional more complex simulations the summary of omajor merger” atz < 2.
findings is as follows. The most convincing conclusions are:  The “anomalous” features in NGC 5128, such as the central
: . P dust lane with its star forming regions and the ring of young
1. Almost irrespective of the metallicity distribution gated massive staré (Grahdm 1679 Moellefifk881- Quillen et al.

to simulate our field, the observational CMD requires gi. =0 =~ . ; —
old age. This is mostly driven by the position of the RC’199\3, Kainulainen et al. 2009) are significantly youngemntha

- : the 2-4 Gyr younger halo component. Therefore it is possible
The best-fitting mean age for the halo stars iss111Gyr. : .
2. Again, almost irespective of the adopted metallicitg-dithat NGC 5128 has $iered several merger episodes. Possible

tribution, the data are better fit with two episodes of st Iyidence of an older accretion event in the halo is provided
’ Dy the very dffuse star cluster candidate identified in our field

formation in which the old component dominates. This i -
mostly driven by the luminosity function of the RC stars(.MOUhcme et all 2010a). However, accurate deep photometry

The best matches to the data are models wig0% of the V€ the wide area of the halo would be necessary to find the

o stellar streams or subgroups of star clusters associatedhvei
gt?rAsr gty:oughly 12 Gyr age, and omly20% in the range merger event that contributed the 20-30% younger component

at is implied by the best fitting age distribution in ouralat

3. The old component must span the full metallicity rang‘,ﬁq .
(Zwin = 0.0001 t0Z:ma = 0.04). This is driven by the width e turn d¢f magnitude of the young component occurs at-M
of tr?e RGB ’ 2, Mak =~ 1.5. Therefore the presence of this young burst, its

age and its stellar mass will be testable with JWST.

In addition, we find formally better fits to both single age
and two-burst models for input closed box MDF, with respegiknowledgements. GLHH and WEH are pleased to thank ESO for
to the input observed MDF. This is driven by the colour disupport during visiting fellowships in 2009 and 2010. WE ramwI-
tribution of the RC and the bright RGB. We however do na@dges support from the Natural Sciences and EngineeringaRes
emphasize this point due to the uncertainties in the bolametCouncil of Canada. LG thanks ESO support during visitintpiip
corrections and the additional parameter of element ouerabin 2010. We thank the anonymous referee for a thoughtful hod t
dance of the models. We also note that our best fitting maltifugh report that helped to improve the paper.
burst models have the young component which does not extend
all the way to the low metallicity endZ(z 0.002), suggestive Ref
that the young component is, on the average, more metal rlcﬁ erences
than the old one. Aparicio, A. & Gallart, C. 2004, AJ, 128, 1465

The alpha enhanced isochrones provide superior fit to tAparicio, A., Gallart, C., & Bertelli, G. 1997, AJ, 114, 669
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Appendix A: Single age simulations diagnostics

This section lists the comparison between the single age sim
ulations and observations for input observed MDF (Tablg A.1
and for closed box model with a range of yields, and infiizél
metallicities (Tabl€AR). All the simulations that are neags-

ing solar scaled isochrones have names starting with "soitf’
those that have alpha enhanced models are named "aen*”. The
x? goodness of the fit of the full CMD, the V- and I- band LFs
as well as the comparison of the number of stars within the
RC and AGBb boxes are used as diagnostics of the fit. Those
diagnostics that indicate the best fit between the obsensti
and models are indicated in bold faced letters. The bold text
refers to the best three models listed in TdHle 3 and the first
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Table 5. The best fitting models for each diagnostic are listed fordingle age and two burst simulations with input closed
box MDF. Diagnostics arg? for the full CMD, y? of the LF fit for I, and V-bands, and in the last two columxi¥/ v/Ngps =
Nobs — Nsim/ VNops for the RC and AGBb boxes in our grid.

Single age models with closed box MDF

simulation

age

Zmin

Zivex

yield

X2

/\/2

X

VWNobs  VNaps
1D Gyr CMD LF, LFy RC AGBb
CMD:
aen272 10.5 0.0001 0.0400 0.0130 51.5 44.0 29.7 -0.7 12.5
aen273 11.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0140 54.7 35.3 21.3 2.8 9.5
aen279 10.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0130 54.8 66.4 38.5 0.2 11.9
LF,:
aen276 11.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0170 62.4 27.4 12.0 -5.3 9.6
aen277 11.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0180 69.2 33.0 15.3 -3.4 10.6
aen274 11.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0150 60.7 34.5 21.3 2.5 11.2
LFy:
aen276 11.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0170 62.4 27.4 12.0 -5.3 9.6
aen277 11.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0180 69.2 33.0 15.3 -3.4 10.6
aen278 11.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0190 74.6 34.7 16.8 -1.8 11.3
RC:
aen279 10.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0130 54.8 66.4 38.5 0.2 11.9
aen254 8.0 0.0020 0.0200 0.0130 129.0 168.7 102.9 0.6 5.6
aen272 10.5 0.0001 0.0400 0.0130 51.5 44.0 29.7 -0.7 12.5
AGBb:
aen320 25 0.0080 0.0400 0.0130 4985 501.8 239.0 48.4 -0.1
aen303 3.0 0.0050 0.0300 0.0130 444.9 496.4 256.0 52.0 -0.8
aen306 40 0.0050 0.0200 0.0130 383.7 430.2 252.0 41.9 0.5
Two burst models with closed box MDF
combined old young agel age2 % % y? ¥ Y \/Aﬁ \/A% Zomins Zimass Y Zovins Zies Y
simulation P1 P2 Gyr Gyr P1 P2 CMD LF LFy RC AGBb P1 P2
CMD:
cmb242 aen270 aen316 12.0 2 80 20 56.7 21.3 17.4 8.8 -1.6 10.0@@, 0.013 0.002, 0.02, 0.013
cmb792 aen270 aen259 12.0 3 80 20 579 145 11.0 4.0 -2.1 10.0@@, 0.013 0.002, 0.02, 0.013
cmb257 aen270 aen321 12.0 25 80 20 60.5 18.4 16.4 5.8 -3.90010.0.04, 0.013 0.005, 0.02, 0.013
cmb222 aen270 aen307 12.0 2 80 20 615 15.3 10.6 4.1 -0.5 10.0@@, 0.013 0.0001, 0.04, 0.01:
LF,:
cmb971 aen270 aen304 12.0 4 80 20 85.2 8.9 115 -7.0 0.1 0.0@eq 0.013 0.005, 0.03,0.013
cmb822 aen282 aen292 12.0 5 80 20 81.9 9.2 13.0 -5.9 0.4 0.0@21 0.013 0.0001, 0.04, 0.01:
cmb787 aen270 aen268 12.0 4 80 20 87.9 9.3 13.4 -7.5 -0.2 1.0, 0.013 0.005, 0.04, 0.02
cmb943 aen270 aen298 12.0 4 80 20 82.9 9.3 9.9 -4.8 0.2 0.0@21,0.013 0.002,0.04,0.013
LFy:
cmb221 aen270 aen307 12.0 2 90 10 73.5 135 9.2 -3.8 2.1 0.0@21 0.013 0.0001, 0.04, 0.01¢
cmb241 aen270 aen316 12.0 2 90 10 64.5 15.4 9.3 -2.0 1.3 0.0@e1 0.013 0.002,0.02,0.013
cmb236 aen270 aen315 12.0 2 90 10 64.0 15.8 9.6 -1.9 -1.3 10.0@®, 0.013 0.005, 0.02, 0.013
cmb943 aen270 aen298 12.0 4 80 20 82.9 9.3 9.9 -4.8 0.2 0.0@24,0.013 0.002,0.04,0.013
RC:
cmb986 aen270 aen293 12.0 3 80 20 735 11.6 10.0 -0.3 1.1 10.0@@, 0.013 0.0001, 0.04, 0.01:
cmb768 aen205 aen259 10.0 3 70 30 197.0 624 1175 0.0 -8.10010.0.01, 0.008 0.002, 0.02, 0.013
cmb766 aen205 aen259 10.0 3 90 10 2454 36.1 1317 0.2 -2.60010.0.01, 0.008 0.002, 0.02, 0.013
cmb744 aen279 aen259 10.0 3 60 40 160.6 87.6 49.8 0.4 -4.0 010.0@4, 0.013 0.002, 0.02, 0.013
AGBDb:
cmb940 aen270 aen297 12.0 3 80 20 81.7 10.7 10.6 -1.1 0.0 10.0@@, 0.013 0.002, 0.04, 0.015
cmb838 aen272 aen292 105 5 70 30 90.2 44.3 17.0 -22.9 0.0 010.0@4, 0.013 0.0001, 0.04, 0.01:
cmb713 aen273 aen267 11.0 5 70 30 93.8 29.2 151 -21.3 0.0 010.0@4, 0.014 0.005, 0.04, 0.02
cmb785 aen270 aen266 12.0 6 50 50 128.1 22.0 14.4 -11.9 0.00010.0.04, 0.013  0.005, 0.04, 0.02
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Table 6. The three best fitting models for each diagnostic are listedHe three burst combinations with the input observed
MDF. Diagnostics arg? for the full CMD, x? of the LF fit for I, and V-bands, and in the last two columtil/ vNos =
Nobs — Nsim/ VNops for the RC and AGBb boxes in our grid.

Three burst models with input observed MDF

combined P1 P2 P3 agel age2 age3 % % % y? x° X AN AN

CMD:
new526 aen022 aen032 aen040 12.0 7.0 3.0 70 10 20 64.7 12.24 1453
new538 aen022 aen034 aen040 12.0 6.0 3.0 70 10 20 67.2 144 1334
cmb503 aen021 aen028 aen040 12.5 9.0 3.0 68 14 18 679 10.8 10:1.2
LF,:
cmb536 aen020 aen032 aen036 13.0 7.0 5.0 68 14 18 78.8 7.6 10.0.1 2.7
cmb507 aen021 aen028 aen038 12.5 9.0 4.0 68 14 18 75.7 8.2 1482 -0.7
cmb524 aen020 aen030 aen036 13.0 8.0 5.0 68 14 18 83.8 8.2 10.2.3 -2.4
LFy:
cmb544 aen020 aen034 aen038 13.0 6.0 4.0 68 14 18 771 117 9.8.2 -4.0
new540 aen020 aen034 aen040 13.0 6.0 3.0 70 10 20 78.3 15.1 9.04 -5.7
cmb548 aen020 aen034 aen036 13.0 6.0 5.0 68 14 18 80.6 10.1 9.3.8 -3.8
RC:
new575 aen021 aen032 aen040 12.5 7.0 3.0 80 5 15 76.1 11.1 14-0.1 -1.4
cmb536 aen020 aen032 aen036 13.0 7.0 5.0 68 14 18 78.8 7.6 10.0.1 2.7
cmb512 aen020 aen028 aen036 13.0 9.0 5.0 68 14 18 82.2 8.8 11:0.3 -2.4
AGBDb:
new506 aen022 aen028 aen038 12.0 9.0 4.0 70 10 20 711 12.8 1205 0.0
new534 aen022 aen032 aen036 12.0 7.0 5.0 70 10 20 73.4 124 14124 0.1
cmb511 aen021 aen028 aen036 12.5 9.0 5.0 68 14 18 76.5 8.8 12:8.7 -0.1

VNobs
simulation  simulation simulation simulation (Gyr) (Gyr) Gyr) (P1) (P2) (P3) CMD LF LFy AGBb
-2.5
-1.9
-2.6
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Table A.1. Diagnostics for all single age simulations with input olveefrMDF compared to observationsN/ v/Nops = Nops —
Nsm/ VNgps in columns 6, 7, 13, and 14 is the numbeffelience between the observed and simulated stars in theopaines
CMD that are dominated by the RC (columns 6, 13) or AGBb stawtufnns 7, 14), weighted by the Poissonian fluctuation in
the number of stars expected from the observations. Theétgteft) is for the models that included alpha enhancerfaemt*),

the second (right) for solar scaled models (sol*). The pretemodels, those having smallgst(or AN close to 0), for each
diagnostic are indicated with bold-faced fonts. This tablgiven fully in the electronic version.

1) 2 3) 4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9) (100  (11) (@12 (13) (14)

simulation age  x? x? x? \/Aﬁ \/Aﬁ simulation age  x? x? x? \/Aﬁ \/Aﬁ

ID (Gy)y CMD LF, LFy, RC AGBb ID (Gy)y CMD LF, LFy, RC AGBb
aen015 13.0 108.7 73.7 52.2 29.0 §.9 sol015 13.0 151.0 58.5 57.5 22.5 8.7
aen020 13.0 1044 65.5 42.8 28.6 6.1 sol020 13.0 150.9 72.4 69.2 28.3 9.6
aen021 12.5 94.7 58.3 44.2 21.5 8.2 sol021 125 1423 52.6 51.0 17.5 9.3
aen022 12.0 76.4 36.2 25.8 8.4 5.3 sol022 12.0 128.0 53.7 51.4 15.2 9.8
aen023 115 75.3 42.7 34.4 51 7.5 sol023 11.5 115.6 53.9 47.6 6.2 11.0
aen018 11.0 65.6 53.6 40.5 -0.9 8.8 s0l018 11.0 107.2 48.4 36.7 -3.7 9.1
aen024 11.0 66.2 55.3 39.1 1.1 7.4 sol024 11.0 1104 49.8 41.7 -14 10.5
aen025 105 65.2 557 345 -10.6 7.0 sol025 10.5 108.0 52.4 329 -10.9 8.0

[N

aen016 10.0 67.1 72.4 41.0 -10.1 7.4 so0l016 10.0 105.0 60.3 32.7 -134 11.0
aen017 10.0 67.7 74.1 39.3 -9.4 8.6 sol017 10.0 107.7 56.2 320 -15.0 9.2
aen026 10.0 68.9 69.9 384 -115 8.4 sol026 10.0 108.7 62.4 37.1 -1.7 8.4
aen027 9.5 76.0 82.7 39.0 -15.0 9.1 solo27 9.5 109.8 65.2 304 -17.2 8.2
aen028 9.0 814 1144 50.9 -7.9 7.5 so0l028 9.0 1117 73.5 294  -16.9 8.9
aen029 8.5 90.3 1313 54.9 -6.8 81 sol029 8.5 1159 85.4 200 -16.2 8.0
aen030 8.0 95.7 1404 56.5 -0.5 6.9 s0l030 8.0 1151 78.9 229 -158 7.4

aen031 7.5 107.1 158.6 68.0 6.5 8.4 sol031 7.5 1154 96.7 26.6 -10.9 8.9
aen019 7.0 130.7 1993 83.8 13.2 7.6 sol019 70 116.6 113.3 34.3 -3.3 8.7
aen032 7.0 128.6 210.7 94.6 17.0 1Q0.0 so0l032 7.0 116.1 110.9 324 -6.2 8.8
aen033 6.5 149.6 2253 94.9 19.1 8.2 s0l033 6.5 1220 131.9 36.8 -0.1 7.8

aen034 6.0 173.0 2414 103.5 24.2 6.8 sol034 6.0 133.1 146.5 41.3 3.2 8.7
aen035 55 2108 2927 1251 29.4 1.3 s0l035 55 1405 166.8 47.7 9.6 7.3
aen036 50 2373 3316 157.7 39.1 8.0 sol036 50 1534 207.5 68.6 19.0 6.6
aen037 45 2856 370.8 180.1 45.2 1.7 sol037 45 1776 2541 90.7 26.3 9.7
aen038 4.0 320.0 4194 226.8 51.9 1.1 sol038 4.0 199.7 2822 1054 30.6 7.1
aen039 3.5 3751 5132 2824 58.7 1.3 sol039 3.5 2317 3498 14738 38.6 6.7
aen040 3.0 4239 608.7 364.8 66.8 8.1 sol040 3.0 2744 426.2 2105 48.1 6.1
aen041 25 5112 684.6 428.0 73.6 1.5 solo41 25 3478 526.8 275.0 59.7 7.5

aen042 20 643.7 801.0 568.3 80.9 10.2 solo42 20 4277 640.7 379.7 68.7 6.7
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Table A.2. Diagnostics for all single age simulations with closed bapuit MDF compared to observations. Diagnostics are the
same as in Tab[e_Al.1. The preferred models for each diagrnargtiindicated with bold-faced fonts.

ON &) 3) (4) ®) (g) (27) (f) A(N9) A(&0)
simulation age  Zmn Zmax yield X X X e T

ID (Gyr) CMD LF LFy RC  AGBb
s0l200 12.0 0.0001 0.0100 0.0060 183.2 129.7 115.6 46.7 7.7
sol201 10.0 0.0001 0.0100 0.0060 1346 86.5 147.2 20.3 10.1
sol202 8.0 0.0080 0.0400 0.0130 861.0 2249 6449 -495 12.9
s0l203 5.0 0.0080 0.0400 0.0130 475.0 182.0 2728 -27.2 10.7
sol204 12.0 0.0001 0.0100 0.0080 1735 1334 120.9 45.1 8.4
sol205 10.0 0.0001 0.0100 0.0080 121.3 86.3 1344 17.2 9.1

s0l206 8.0 0.0080 0.0400 0.0100 714.7 2189 4911 -47.0 11.7
sol207 5.0 0.0080 0.0400 0.0100 421.2 176.2 286.4 -245 8.1
so0l208 3.0 0.0080 0.0400 0.0100 334.1 292.6 188.2 10.6 0.5

aen200 12.0 0.0001 0.0100 0.0060 325.5 1835 1747 62.9 12.2
aen201 10.0 0.0001 0.0100 0.0060 207.3 96.5 240.7 32.8 13.9
aen202 8.0 0.0080 0.0400 0.0130 459.2 197.6 2825 -43.4 8.3
aen203 5.0 0.0080 0.0400 0.0130 387.9 2122 1685 -9.2 3.7
aen204 12.0 0.0001 0.0100 0.0080 290.9 173.6 1711 60.5 10.8
aen205 10.0 0.0001 0.0100 0.0080 186.8 111.7 2405 30.1 14.9

aen206 8.0 0.0080 0.0400 0.0100 380.4 181.0 298.0 -38.4 5.8
aen207 5.0 0.0080 0.0400 0.0100 347.2 2184 139.7 -4.5 4.4
aen208 3.0 0.0080 0.0400 0.0100 436.9 440.2 218.9 41.1 0.9

aen230 12.0 0.0010 0.0100 0.0020 4715 2919 267.7 77.6 15.2
aen231 11.0 0.0010 0.0100 0.0020 400.8 132.4 285.6 61.7 15.1
aen232 10.0 0.0010 0.0100 0.0020 302.8 121.9 356.7 44.0 16.1
aen233 9.0 0.0010 0.0100 0.0020 300.0 217.0 385.8 29.2 14.7
aen234 8.0 0.0010 0.0100 0.0020 3419 317.8 4531 40.6 16.3
aen241 11.0 0.0010 0.0100 0.0100 162.9 77.0 153.0 27.7 7.1
aen242 10.0 0.0010 0.0100 0.0100 146.2 116.2 187.8 13.2 6.9

aen243 9.0 0.0010 0.0100 0.0100 168.7 198.0 229.7 11.7 8.5
aen244 8.0 0.0010 0.0100 0.0100 206.5 2747 2759 23.7 8.3
aen245 7.0 0.0010 0.0100 0.0100 2725 367.3 337.4 39.4 10.4
aen246 6.0 0.0010 0.0100 0.0100 369.2 465.7 4114 54.2 11.2
aen247 5.0 0.0010 0.0100 0.0100 4712 6019 531.0 68.0 11.7

aen251 11.0 0.0020 0.0200 0.0130 77.8 67.4 66.2 -6.0 4.5
aen252 10.0 0.0020 0.0200 0.0130 95.8 102.8 774 -11.8 4.5

aen253 9.0 0.0020 0.0200 0.0130 107.8 1254 86.9 -9.3 55
aen254 8.0 0.0020 0.0200 0.0130 129.0 168.7 102.90.6 5.6

aen255 7.0 0.0020 0.0200 0.0130 171.8 2304 1325 13.0 5.7
aen256 6.0 0.0020 0.0200 0.0130 222.2 2974 171.0 29.6 5.6
aen257 5.0 0.0020 0.0200 0.0130 2824 3605 217.7 41.6 51
aen258 4.0 0.0020 0.0200 0.0130 372.2 510.8 314.0 56.2 6.3
aen259 3.0 0.0020 0.0200 0.0130 4734 707.6 487.1 74.5 7.1

aen261 11.0 0.0050 0.0400 0.0200 401.5 85.1 1829 -51.4 7.8
aen262 10.0 0.0050 0.0400 0.0200 372.2 91.0 146.8 -475 7.3

aen263 9.0 0.0050 0.0400 0.0200 367.5 96.8 153.0 -45.7 8.7
aen264 8.0 0.0050 0.0400 0.0200 337.5 105.0 115.7 -33.6 9.6
aen265 7.0 0.0050 0.0400 0.0200 301.8 125.0 90.5 -225 8.4
aen266 6.0 0.0050 0.0400 0.0200 295.2 157.7 86.2 -12.4 5.9
aen267 5.0 0.0050 0.0400 0.0200 301.6 193.0 78.7 51 7.1
aen268 4.0 0.0050 0.0400 0.0200 316.2 302.6 106.3 23.6 6.6
aen269 3.0 0.0050 0.0400 0.0200 372.8 418.7 167.5 44.0 5.0

aen271 11.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0130 66.3 42.2 34.4 11.2 11.9
aen281 10.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0160 59.6 55.8 22.9 -7.5 13.4
aen291 8.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0130 82.1 1474 62.0 7.2 12.8
aen272 10.5 0.0001 0.0400 0.013051.5 44.0 297 -0.7 125




Table A.2.cont.

M. Rejkuba et al.: Star formation history of NGC 5128

ON &) 3) (4) ®) (g) (27) (f) A(N9) A(&0)
simulation age  Zmn Zmax yield X X X By el
ID (Gyr) CMD LF LFy RC  AGBb
aen270 12.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0130 94.7 50.2 331 23.2 11.6
aen273 11.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.014054.7 353 213 2.8 9.5
aen274 11.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0150 60.7345 213 25 11.2
aen275 11.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0160 659 36.2 19.6 14 9.7
aen276 11.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0170 62.427.4 12.0 -5.3 9.6
aen277 11.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0180 69.233.0 15.3 -3.4 10.6
aen278 11.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0190 74.6 34.716.8 -1.8 11.3
aen279 10.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.013054.8 66.4 385 0.2 11.9
aen280 10.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0100 62.7 69.0 63.9 7.6 11.9
aen281 10.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0160 59.6 558 229 -7.5 13.4
aen282 12.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0130 923 484 309 23.6 10.1
aen283 12.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0100 116.2 66.5 46.7 30.3 10.2
aen284 12.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0160 90.2 425 26.1 18.2 10.5
aen285 12.0 0.0001 0.0100 0.0130 248.8 154.1 153.2 55.1 11.7
aen286 12.0 0.0001 0.0100 0.0100 267.4 166.7 173.7 57.0 13.1
aen287 12.0 0.0001 0.0100 0.0160 243.7 151.6 153.6 54.2 12.4
aen288 10.0 0.0001 0.0100 0.0130 1594 984 196.2 23.9 11.0
aen289 10.0 0.0001 0.0100 0.0100 1719 1024 215.7 27.2 10.8
aen290 10.0 0.0001 0.0100 0.0160 158.1 104.2 206.1 23.9 11.2
aen291 8.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0130 82.1 1474 62.0 7.2 12.8
aen292 5.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0130 227.2 326.5 1539 43.7 10.5
aen293 3.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0130 444.7 565.7 318.6 66.6 11.7
aen294 8.0 0.0020 0.0400 0.0130 116.9 132.7 455 -9.5 7.3
aen295 5.0 0.0020 0.0400 0.0130 233.3 2741 105.1 29.7 7.5
aen296 3.0 0.0020 0.0400 0.0130 418.8 483.3 254.8 57.9 5.7
aen297 3.0 0.0020 0.0400 0.0150 366.2 4945 239.2 57.9 7.5
aen298 40 0.0020 0.0400 0.0130 2914 392.1 180.6 45.9 6.0
aen299 3.0 0.0020 0.0300 0.0130 416.4 587.6 348.0 66.5 7.0
aen300 4.0 0.0020 0.0300 0.0130 313.3 407.1 206.9 48.2 8.0
aen301 3.0 0.0050 0.0400 0.0130 376.0 467.4 226.1 51.9 5.5
aen302 4.0 0.0050 0.0400 0.0130 3134 3235 1444 31.1 5.1
aen303 3.0 0.0050 0.0300 0.0130 4449 4964 256.0 52.00.8
aen304 40 0.0050 0.0300 0.0130 354.1 336.1 157.0 32.0 25
aen305 3.0 0.0050 0.0200 0.0130 502.8 5719 356.6 61.2 2.1
aen306 40 0.0050 0.0200 0.0130 383.7 430.2 252.0 41.90.5
aen307 2.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0130 702.8 780.9 51438 81.2 12.1
aen308 25 0.0001 0.0400 0.0130 537.6 680.7 417.9 74.2 12.3
aen309 2.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0170 5679 801.0 4722 79.1 111
aen310 2.0 0.0001 0.0400 0.0100 845.3 878.3 620.2 84.8 13.5
aen311 2.0 0.0010 0.0400 0.0130 6452 737.4 464.0 78.5 7.8
aen312 2.0 0.0020 0.0400 0.0130 552.8 769.4 4795 77.8 7.0
aen313 2.0 0.0050 0.0400 0.0130 481.3 702.2 396.6 71.8 4.1
aen314 2.0 0.0080 0.0400 0.0130 5039 6142 3183 63.8 0.9
aen315 2.0 0.0050 0.0200 0.0130 660.7 819.9 605.8 80.7 1.0
aen316 20 0.0020 0.0200 0.0130 727.2 930.1 734.2 86.9 8.0
aen317 25 0.0010 0.0400 0.0130 449.8 705.2 4233 74.1 12.9
aen318 25 0.0020 0.0400 0.0130 4545 624.6 354.6 69.8 6.5
aen319 25 0.0050 0.0400 0.0130 453.3 5448 2721 58.7 29
aen320 25 0.0080 0.0400 0.0130 4985 501.8 239.0 48.40.1
aen321 25 0.0050 0.0200 0.0130 5389 704.1 477.4 73.2 1.2
aen322 25 0.0020 0.0200 0.0130 599.3 776.6 554.0 79.4 3.9

25
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Table B.1.Diagnostics for all 2-burst simulations composed by cornigitwo single age simulations with input observed MDF
compared to observations. The preferred models, thosadpamallesy? (or AN close to 0), for each diagnostic are indicated
with bold-faced fonts. This table is given fully in the elexstic version.

1) @) ©) @ & © @) (28) © @@ 1 (12)

combined old young ~ agel age2 % % x x*  x¢ Resgem Daelan

simulation  simulation simulation (Gyr) (Gyr) (old) (young CMD LF, LFy RC AGBb

cmb376 aen021 aen030 12.5 8 90 10 102.6 20.3 16.7 -5.8 1.4
cmb377 aen021 aen030 12.5 8 80 20 96.6 145 164 -9.2 1.2
cmb378 aen021 aen030 12.5 8 70 30 86.10.2 14.8 -11.1 2.0

cmb379 aen021 aen030 12.5 8 60 40 789 10.7 12.8 -13.5 1.6
cmb380 aen021 aen030 12.5 8 50 50 79.8 15.0 14.0 -15.6 1.7
cmb381 aen021 aen034 12.5 6 90 10 946 16.3 194 -4.6 -0.6
cmb382 aen021 aen034 12.5 6 80 20 83.8 109 15.3 -5.5 0.0

cmb383 aen021 aen034 12.5 6 70 30 74.38.3 12.3 5.1 1.0

cmb384 aen021 aen034 12.5 6 60 40 71.7 10.7 129 -4.5 -1.1
cmb385 aen021 aen034 12.5 6 50 50 786 21.2 127 -6.5 -2.8
cmb386 aen021 aen038 12.5 4 90 10 934 156 15.6 -3.1 -2.0
cmb387 aen021 aen038 12.5 4 80 20 77.%0.1 125 -0.0 -1.8

cmb388 aen021 aen038 12.5 4 70 30 739 12B.1 1.6 -3.1

cmb389 aen021 aen038 12.5 4 60 40 848 213 175 51 -3.4
cmb390 aen021 aen038 12.5 4 50 50 113.6 395 20.6 9.7 -4.0
cmb391 aen021 aen040 12.5 3 90 10 81.6 153 15.8 -2.8 -1.2
cmb392 aen021 aen040 12.5 3 80 20 70.6 11.7 12.7 2.5 -3.3
cmb393 aen021 aen040 12.5 3 70 30 70.0 179 13.2 7.0 -4.8
cmb394 aen021 aen040 12.5 3 60 40 939 29.8 18.6 12.3 -2.8
cmb395 aen021 aen040 12.5 3 50 50 130.6 51.2 28.9 16.6 -3.9
cmb116 aen021 aen041 12.5 25 90 10 845 16.0 145 -0.8 -1.3
cmbl117 aen021 aen041 12.5 2.5 80 20 71.3 153 128 6.6 -3.6
cmb118 aen021 aen041 12.5 25 70 30 725 227 155 11.8 -4.4
cmb119 aen021 aen041 12.5 25 60 40 105.8 40.3 24.4 17.2 -4.6
cmb120 aen021 aen041 12.5 2.5 50 50 158.7 62.0 38.2 22.6 -7.2
cmbi141 aen021 aen042 12.5 2 90 10 80.2 16H1.9 0.1 -0.7

cmbi142 aen021 aen042 12.5 2 80 2065.6 16.2 11.2 7.1 -3.9

cmb143 aen021 aen042 125 2 70 30 779 264 16.7 15.1 -4.7
cmbi144 aen021 aen042 12.5 2 60 40 123.4 48.6 28.2 23.7 -2.5
cmb145 aen021 aen042 12.5 2 50 50 195.1 76.3 487 29.8 -5.0
cmb476 aen021 sol030 12.5 8 90 10 1116 228 18.7 -4.1 -1.3
cmb477 aen021 sol030 12.5 8 80 20 104.3 19.2 20.1 -8.0 3.2
cmb478 aen021 sol030 12.5 8 70 30 109.9 184 185 -9.4 2.1
cmb479 aen021 sol030 12.5 8 60 40 1153 171 17.3 -12.9 1.2
cmb480 aen021 sol030 12.5 8 50 50 1205 173 223 -16.1 3.4
cmb481 aen021 sol034 12.5 6 90 10 97.0 20.6 19.0 -4.2 1.6
cmb482 aen021 sol034 12.5 6 80 20 106.4 159 19.3 -6.1 1.3
cmb483 aen021 sol034 12.5 6 70 30 99.3 123 19.1 -8.9 2.2
cmb484 aen021 sol034 12.5 6 60 40 98.0 14.0 156 -10.7 1.6
cmb485 aen021 sol034 12.5 6 50 50 1054 148 145 -12.6 2.2
cmb486 aen021 sol038 12.5 4 90 10 97.2 176 18.3 -6.4 0.4
cmb487 aen021 sol038 12.5 4 80 20 88.4 120 175 -5.5 -0.2
cmb488 aen021 s0l038 12.5 4 70 30 85.8 11.8 155 -4.0 -25
cmb489 aen021 sol038 12.5 4 60 40 85.6 13.7 12.7 -2.7 0.0

cmb490 aen021 sol038 12.5 4 50 50 995 219 137 -4.1 -1.7
cmb491 aen021 sol040 12.5 3 90 10 91.3 18.0 205 -5.5 -0.8
cmb492 aen021 sol040 12.5 3 80 20 78.1 105 18.1 -4.2 -2.8
cmb493 aen021 sol040 12.5 3 70 30 81.0 11.2 16.6 -1.2 -2.7
cmb494 aen021 s0l040 12.5 3 60 40 87.0 19.1 147 0.6 -4.8
cmb495 aen021 sol040 12.5 3 50 50 1025 30.7 19.4 3.5 -5.9
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(1) (2 () (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9 (20 (11) (12)
combined old young ~ agel age2 % % x* xF xF ~e=gen Doeman
simulation  simulation simulation (Gyr) (Gyr) (old) (young CMD LF, LFy RC AGBb
cmb351 aen022 aen026 12.0 10 90 10 96.8 23.7 164 -13.9 -0.2
cmb352 aen022 aen026 12.0 10 80 20 96.1 22.1 153 -15.0 0.5
cmb353 aen022 aen026 12.0 10 70 30 93.2 216 158 -16.7 2.4
cmb354 aen022 aen026 12.0 10 60 40 86.8 19.9 16.8 -21.4 1.9
cmb355 aen022 aen026 12.0 10 50 50 81.3 20.7 147 -24.4 1.0
cmb356 aen022 aen030 12.0 8 90 10 91.1 194 17.3 -14.3 3.0
cmb357 aen022 aen030 12.0 8 80 20 87.8 17.8 16.9 -16.1 1.0
cmb358 aen022 aen030 12.0 8 70 30 86.3 13.6 15.0 -16.0 0.2
cmb359 aen022 aen030 12.0 8 60 40 83.4 155 139 -19.3 1.3
cmb360 aen022 aen030 12.0 8 50 50 83.0 189 137 -20.0 1.2
cmb361 aen022 aen034 12.0 6 90 10 879 167 174 -13.4 0.8
cmb362 aen022 aen034 12.0 6 80 20 85.3 13.0 149 -12.8 1.0
cmb363 aen022 aen034 12.0 6 70 30 76.8 12.7 16.7 -10.5 -2.0
cmb364 aen022 aen034 12.0 6 60 40 75.5 18.2 13.7 -11.6 -2.5
cmb365 aen022 aen034 12.0 6 50 50 80.8 25.8 14.0 -11.5 -2.2
cmb366 aen022 aen038 12.0 4 90 10 86.9 15.0 14.6 -12.0 0.2
cmb367 aen022 aen038 12.0 4 80 20 741 124 127 -7.4 -1.7
cmb368 aen022 aen038 12.0 4 70 30 70.7 136 12.2 -3.8 -3.4
cmb369 aen022 aen038 12.0 4 60 40 83.6 244 164 0.8 -1.6
cmb370 aen022 aen038 12.0 4 50 50 107.6 39.7 225 6.1 -4.8
cmb371 aen022 aen040 12.0 3 90 10 80.5 135 14.0 -8.4 -0.4
cmb372 aen022 aen040 12.0 3 80 2067.0 124 123 -4.5 -1.2
cmb373 aen022 aen040 12.0 3 70 30 68.5 18.6 15.6 1.1 -3.2
cmb374 aen022 aen040 12.0 3 60 40 92.0 333 227 7.8 -5.4
cmb375 aen022 aen040 12.0 3 50 50 134.3 538 330 12.5 -4.7
cmb111 aen022 aen041 12.0 25 90 10 78.1 148 140 -8.3 -0.1
cmb112 aen022 aen041 12.0 25 80 2065.0 134 123 -3.8 -1.6
cmbl113 aen022 aen041 12.0 2.5 70 30 71.3 219 158 4.3 -5.4
cmb114 aen022 aen041 12.0 25 60 40 103.2 37.7 25.9 12.8 7.2
cmb115 aen022 aen041 12.0 25 50 50 152.3 60.7 38.4 19.3 -6.3
cmb136 aen022 aen042 12.0 2 90 10 69.0 126 12.8 -7.6 0.0
cmb137 aen022 aen042 12.0 2 80 2065.4 152 126 1.7 -3.1
cmb138 aen022 aen042 12.0 2 70 30 788 274 174 9.2 -4.3
cmb139 aen022 aen042 12.0 2 60 40 118.2 46,5 321 18.0 -3.0
cmb140 aen022 aen042 12.0 2 50 50 196.4 76.9 515 26.1 -4.8
cmb451 aen022 s0l026 12.0 10 90 10 1035 26.0 159 -11.5 2.8
cmb452 aen022 s0l026 12.0 10 80 20 105.6 274 17.0 -10.3 3.6
cmb453 aen022 sol026 12.0 10 70 30 1131 235 17.1 -9.0 4.4
cmb454 aen022 s0l026 12.0 10 60 40 1215 26.4 18.6 -12.6 4.7
cmb455 aen022 sol026 12.0 10 50 50 128.6 28.2 19.9 -12.9 3.0
cmb456 aen022 sol030 12.0 8 90 10 101.7 244 185 -13.7 -0.3
cmb457 aen022 sol030 12.0 8 80 20 104.0 204 17.0 -14.4 3.7
cmb458 aen022 sol030 12.0 8 70 30 109.6 198 17.1 -14.6 4.6
cmb459 aen022 sol030 12.0 8 60 40 109.6 18.8 17.0 -16.3 3.2
cmb460 aen022 sol030 12.0 8 50 50 116.3 21.6 19.2 -19.7 2.6
cmb461 aen022 s0l034 12.0 6 90 10 98.2 20.7 179 -12.0 0.6
cmb462 aen022 sol034 12.0 6 80 20 90.8 159 17.0 -15.2 2.4
cmb463 aen022 sol034 12.0 6 70 30 95.8 16.5 15.0 -13.4 3.0
cmb464 aen022 so0l034 12.0 6 60 40 97.7 17.8 13.9 -15.9 3.1
cmb465 aen022 sol034 12.0 6 50 50 107.6 211 156 -16.9 1.1
cmb466 aen022 sol038 12.0 4 90 10 88.4 175 16.7 -13.2 -04
cmb467 aen022 s0l038 12.0 4 80 20 80.8 140 175 -12.3 1.6
cmb468 aen022 sol038 12.0 4 70 30 79.3 13.2 16.0 -12.6 -0.6
cmb469 aen022 sol038 12.0 4 60 40 82.7 16.4 13.3 -9.6 -0.2
cmb470 aen022 s0l038 12.0 4 50 50 93.1 26.7 13.2 95 -15
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(1) (2 () (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9 (20 (11) (12)
combined old young ~ agel age2 % % x* xF xF ~e=gen Doeman
simulation  simulation simulation (Gyr) (Gyr) (old) (young CMD LF, LFy RC AGBb

cmb471 aen022 s0l040 12.0 3 90 10 83.6 17.1 154 -12.7
cmb472 aen022 sol040 12.0 3 80 20 80.10.5 14.1 -9.4 0.2
cmb473 aen022 sol040 12.0 3 70 30 71.8 155 15.0 -5.9
cmb474 aen022 sol040 12.0 3 60 40 839 224 16.0 -5.8
cmb475 aen022 sol040 12.0 3 50 50 103.8 37.1 187 -1.6
cmb326 aen018 aen028 11.0 9 90 10 93.6 320 16.2 -29.1
cmb327 aen018 aen028 11.0 9 80 20 928 357 16.6 -29.5
cmb328 aen018 aen028 11.0 9 70 30 96.7 363 174 -33.1
cmb329 aen018 aen028 11.0 9 60 40 96.4 347 153 -32.1
cmb330 aen018 aen028 11.0 9 50 50 96.7 43.3 159 -33.6
cmb216 aen024 aen030 11.0 8 90 10 97.8 329 16.0 -30.8
cmb331 aen018 aen030 11.0 8 90 10 97.0 36.0 17.3 -31.5
cmb217 aen024 aen030 11.0 8 80 20 949 33.0 15.6 -29.8
cmb332 aen018 aen030 11.0 8 80 20 947 33.0 18.3 -30.2
cmb218 aen024 aen030 11.0 8 70 30 88.9 33.8 15.2 -29.5
cmb333 aen018 aen030 11.0 8 70 30 90.4 31.8 15.8 -29.6
cmb219 aen024 aen030 11.0 8 60 40 91.7 37.1 16.2 -28.8
cmb334 aen018 aen030 11.0 8 60 40 925 36.8 16.3 -28.4
cmb220 aen024 aen030 11.0 8 50 50 96.7 39.8 14.8 -29.4
cmb335 aen018 aen030 11.0 8 50 50 98.1 41.7 18.1 -30.1
cmb336 aen018 aen032 11.0 7 90 10 90.5 30.1 17.0 -28.8
cmb337 aen018 aen032 11.0 7 80 20 89.4 323 157 -27.6
cmb338 aen018 aen032 11.0 7 70 30 86.7 30.2 15.2 -25.9
cmb339 aen018 aen032 11.0 7 60 40 89.0 33.0 164 -24.2
cmb340 aen018 aen032 11.0 7 50 50 95.2 421 17.0 -24.9
cmb211 aen024 aen036 11.0 5 90 10 879 30.6 15.6 -25.4 0.0
cmb341 aen018 aen036 11.0 5 90 10 86.3 30.1 16.9 -28.8
cmb212 aen024 aen036 11.0 5 80 20 79.7 30.6 15.6 -24.0
cmb342 aen018 aen036 11.0 5 80 20 835 294 16.8 -24.5
cmb213 aen024 aen036 11.0 5 70 30 80.0 351 17.3 -19.4
cmb343 aen018 aen036 11.0 5 70 30 826 315 159 -20.7
cmb214 aen024 aen036 11.0 5 60 40 85.8 384 17.3 -15.4
cmb344 aen018 aen036 11.0 5 60 40 88.1 40.8 195 -17.5
cmb215 aen024 aen036 11.0 5 50 50 100.3 521 21.3 9.4
cmb345 aen018 aen036 11.0 5 50 50 97.7 472 216 -12.4
cmb346 aen018 aen040 11.0 3 90 10 79.7 269 151 -24.5
cmb347 aen018 aen040 11.0 3 80 20 73.8 31.7 17.7 -17.8
cmb348 aen018 aen040 11.0 3 70 30 81.7 39.2 231 -11.4
cmb349 aen018 aen040 11.0 3 60 40 1034 514 288 -3.3
cmb350 aen018 aen040 11.0 3 50 50 1445 70.6 40.6 3.7
cmb106 aen024 aen041 11.0 25 90 10 79.8 28.6 15.1 -22.8
cmb107 aen024 aen041 11.0 25 80 20 71.0 30.2 187 -15.1
cmb108 aen024 aen041 11.0 2.5 70 30 775 36.6 221 -8.1
cmb109 aen024 aen041 11.0 25 60 40 116.7 54.1 32.6 3.0
cmb110 aen024 aen041 11.0 2.5 50 50 158.2 75.4 48.3 9.2
cmb131 aen024 aen042 11.0 2 90 10 70.9 25.3 16.0 -21.8
cmb132 aen024 aen042 11.0 2 80 20 67.8 326 17.6 -12.8
cmb133 aen024 aen042 11.0 2 70 30 835 411 247 -3.1
cmb134 aen024 aen042 11.0 2 60 40 1234 604 38.3 7.6
cmb135 aen024 aen042 11.0 2 50 50 204.1 90.0 60.4 17.3
cmb426 aen018 s0l028 11.0 9 90 10 96.6 34.0 15.2 -27.1
cmb427 aen018 s0l028 11.0 9 80 20 104.8 335 145 -26.4
cmb428 aen018 sol028 11.0 9 70 30 112.0 36.0 155 -27.9
cmb429 aen018 s0l028 11.0 9 60 40 1194 36.9 14.8 -27.7
cmb430 aen018 s0l028 11.0 9 50 50 128.8 343 17.2 -29.2

-0.3

-3.9
-3.1
-5.3
1.6
-0.2
2.3
2.2
1.2
2.0
3.0
2.9
1.0
-1.0
1.0
1.2
1.6
0.3
2.9
2.2
1.8
13
-0.7
2.5

-0.6
-2.5
1.8
-1.2
-0.9
-1.8
-1.4
-2.6
-0.7
-0.7
-3.3
-1.6
-2.9
-4.4
-3.1
-3.8
-4.9
-6.1
-5.8
-2.6
-1.9
-5.6
-4.0
-5.0
2.3
4.6
4.8
4.0
5.6
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(1) (2 () (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9 (20 (11) (12)
combined old young ~ agel age2 % % x? x?  x?  Heeam Den
simulation  simulation  simulation (Gyr) (Gyr) (old) (young CMD LF, LFy RC AGBb

cmb431 aen018 sol030 11.0 8 90 10 98.5 33.9 1438 -27.4
cmb432 aen018 sol030 11.0 8 80 20 98.5 334 16.7 -27.4
cmb433 aen018 sol030 11.0 8 70 30 106.2 33.2 15.0 -28.9
cmb434 aen018 sol030 11.0 8 60 40 117.7 379 15.8 -28.4
cmb435 aen018 sol030 11.0 8 50 50 127.1 36.9 15.1 -28.0
cmb436 aen018 sol032 11.0 7 90 10 97.1 327 14.2 -28.2
cmb437 aen018 s0l032 11.0 7 80 20 95.7 324 14.3 -28.8
cmb438 aen018 sol032 11.0 7 70 30 101.4 349 16.8 -30.7
cmb439 aen018 sol032 11.0 7 60 40 108.3 36.4 14.4 -29.4
cmb440 aen018 s0l032 11.0 7 50 50 121.4 40.2 14.2 -29.1
cmb441 aen018 sol036 11.0 5 90 10 91.8 36.5 15.2 -27.2
cmb442 aen018 sol036 11.0 5 80 20 94.0 30.7 16.8 -26.8
cmb443 aen018 sol036 11.0 5 70 30 97.0 35.3 15.7 -26.0
cmb444 aen018 sol036 11.0 5 60 40 99.9 37.1 140 -25.0
cmb445 aen018 sol036 11.0 5 50 50 109.8 420 141 -21.5
cmb446 aen018 sol040 11.0 3 90 10 89.1 29.3 18.0 -27.2
cmb447 aen018 sol040 11.0 3 80 20 85.5 278 179 -26.3
cmb448 aen018 sol040 11.0 3 70 30 83.6 31.2 17.6 -19.1
cmb449 aen018 sol040 11.0 3 60 40 96.1 41.0 20.5 -13.5
cmb450 aen018 sol040 11.0 3 50 50 1225 56.5 24.1 -10.7
cmb201 sol024 sol036 11.0 5 90 10 191.0 40.3 40.9 -18.4
cmb202 sol024 sol036 11.0 5 80 20 179.8 348 37.3 -21.4
cmb203 sol024 sol036 11.0 5 70 30 165.9 35.2 278 -19.7
cmb204 sol024 sol036 11.0 5 60 40 154.8 322 222 -21.0
cmb205 s0l024 s0l036 11.0 5 50 50 156.6 38.0 16.4 -18.7
cmb206 sol024 sol030 11.0 8 90 10 208.2 445 445 -17.2
cmb207 sol024 sol030 11.0 8 80 20 200.3 416 437 -21.3
cmb208 sol024 sol030 11.0 8 70 30 2021 434 418 -23.1
cmb209 sol024 sol030 11.0 8 60 40 187.3 414 35.8 -22.1
cmb210 sol024 sol030 11.0 8 50 50 1815 36.5 36.0 -25.3
cmb301 aen026 aen030 10.0 8 90 10 106.3 51.9 16.2 -36.8
cmb302 aen026 aen030 10.0 8 80 20 112.7 528 16.8 -37.8
cmb303 aen026 aen030 10.0 8 70 30 110.9 56.0 16.8 -36.1
cmb304 aen026 aen030 10.0 8 60 40 1124 61.5 194 -36.5
cmb305 aen026 aen030 10.0 8 50 50 116.4 61.3 179 -34.1
cmb306 aen026 aen034 10.0 6 90 10 1115 52.6 19.3 -37.4
cmb307 aen026 aen034 10.0 6 80 20 107.3 59.9 20.6 -33.9
cmb308 aen026 aen034 10.0 6 70 30 108.6 60.2 18.9 -32.1
cmb309 aen026 aen034 10.0 6 60 40 117.4 65.1 19.4 -28.1
cmb310 aen026 aen034 10.0 6 50 50 121.9 75.0 21.8 -24.8
cmb311 aen026 aen036 10.0 5 90 10 107.1 546 18.6 -36.7
cmb312 aen026 aen036 10.0 5 80 20 109.1 57.7 19.1 -33.0
cmb313 aen026 aen036 10.0 5 70 30 108.0 61.9 20.0 -27.2
cmb314 aen026 aen036 10.0 5 60 40 1144 66.6 20.7 -22.0
cmb315 aen026 aen036 10.0 5 50 50 137.9 83.4 25.7 -17.9
cmb316 aen026 aen038 10.0 4 90 10 107.2 51.7 18.8 -34.8
cmb317 aen026 aen038 10.0 4 80 20 109.0 548 19.0 -29.4
cmb318 aen026 aen038 10.0 4 70 30 115.2 67.4 234 -23.5
cmb319 aen026 aen038 10.0 4 60 40 127.9 754 26.1 -16.7
cmb320 aen026 aen038 10.0 4 50 50 154.6 90.4 321 -8.3
cmb321 aen026 aen040 10.0 3 90 10 100.2 52.6 17.8 -32.9
cmb322 aen026 aen040 10.0 3 80 20 1035 56.1 19.8 -27.5
cmb323 aen026 aen040 10.0 3 70 30 114.9 69.6 27.5 -17.5
cmb324 aen026 aen040 10.0 3 60 40 1365 83.0 325 -9.2
cmb325 aen026 aen040 10.0 3 50 50 180.9 107.1 47.2 -0.2 -3.6

2.0
41
4.1
4.7
2.8
1.6
3.8
4.6
4.9
5.6
1.6
1.2
0.8
0.0
0.9
0.2
-1.6
-2.0
-3.4
-4.9
6.6
4.5
4.2
3.6
0.8
6.8
6.4
7.4
8.6
7.1
2.5
14
0.7
1.2
11
0.9
-11
-1.8
-1.5
-2.1
13
0.2
-2.3
-1.9
-3.0
0.9
-0.5
-1.5
-2.3
-3.0
-0.1
-2.8
-15
-4.2
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(1) (2 () (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9 (20 (11) (12)
combined old young ~ agel age2 % % x? x?  x?  Heeam Den
simulation  simulation  simulation (Gyr) (Gyr) (old) (young CMD LF, LFy RC AGBb

cmb101 aen026 aen041 10.0 2.5 90 10 97.3 50.7 14.9 -32.0
cmb102 aen026 aen041 10.0 25 80 20 103.2 60.2 215 -23.9
cmb103 aen026 aen041 10.0 25 70 30 116.4 69.5 27.0 -14.1
cmb104 aen026 aen041 10.0 2.5 60 40 147.4 87.0 37.7 -5.8
cmb105 aen026 aen041 10.0 25 50 50 203.8 111.1 53.0 4.7
cmb126 aen026 aen042 10.0 2 90 10 100.8 50.6 16.5 -30.4
cmb127 aen026 aen042 10.0 2 80 20 102.0 590.2 223 -20.5
cmb128 aen026 aen042 10.0 2 70 30 114.3 65.6 28.1 -9.9
cmb129 aen026 aen042 10.0 2 60 40 165.3 89.7 411 04 -5.0
cmb130 aen026 aen042 10.0 2 50 50 244.3 115.0 65.8 12.0
cmb401 aen026 sol030 10.0 8 90 10 108.3 474 15.6 -35.6
cmb402 aen026 sol030 10.0 8 80 20 118.3 52.11.9 -35.7 1.5
cmb403 aen026 s0l030 10.0 8 70 30 1271 46.6 13.8 -35.3
cmb404 aen026 sol030 10.0 8 60 40 132.8 51.2 15.2 -36.0
cmb405 aen026 sol030 10.0 8 50 50 141.9 50.0 14.3 -34.3
cmb406 aen026 sol034 10.0 6 90 10 112.7 519 18.1 -38.1
cmb407 aen026 sol034 10.0 6 80 20 114.0 53.9 149 -35.4
cmb408 aen026 sol034 10.0 6 70 30 122.4 548 14.4 -35.4
cmb409 aen026 sol034 10.0 6 60 40 127.4 58.3 15.2 -32.6
cmb410 aen026 sol034 10.0 6 50 50 134.4 67.4 16.2 -30.6
cmb411 aen026 sol036 10.0 5 90 10 109.3 49.4 155 -36.5
cmb412 aen026 s0l036 10.0 5 80 20 1113 56.8 16.5 -33.9
cmb413 aen026 sol036 10.0 5 70 30 117.4 56.5 17.1 -34.4
cmb414 aen026 sol036 10.0 5 60 40 123.0 61.2 16.2 -30.1
cmb415 aen026 sol036 10.0 5 50 50 136.1 71.3 15.1 -27.4
cmb416 aen026 sol038 10.0 4 90 10 1104 548 17.4 -36.8
cmb417 aen026 sol038 10.0 4 80 20 1117 558 17.9 -34.5
cmb418 aen026 s0l038 10.0 4 70 30 112.2 61.9 20.0 -29.9
cmb419 aen026 sol038 10.0 4 60 40 120.9 63.2 18.9 -27.0
cmb420 aen026 sol038 10.0 4 50 50 136.4 79.1 221 -23.8
cmb421 aen026 s0l040 10.0 3 90 10 1125 54.8 16.8 -35.6
cmb422 aen026 sol040 10.0 3 80 20 1145 546 19.1 -32.0
cmb423 aen026 sol040 10.0 3 70 30 116.8 60.4 214 -28.7
cmb424 aen026 s0l040 10.0 3 60 40 130.6 74.3 20.9 -21.0
cmb425 aen026 sol040 10.0 3 50 50 146.9 86.0 28.0 -15.5

-0.3
-3.3
-5.2
-3.0
-6.7
-0.0
-2.0
-15

-4.0
3.9

3.8
2.7
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2.1
3.4
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3.1
4.1
1.2
0.5
0.1
1.0
0.5
-0.2
0.6
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0.5
-15
-11
-0.5
-0.5
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-2.9
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Table B.2.Diagnostics for all 2-burst simulations with input closeakiMDF compared to observations. The preferred models,
those having smallegt® (or AN close to 0), for each diagnostic are indicated with boldeéafonts. This table is given fully in
the electronic version.

(1) (2 () (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9 (10) (11) (12)
combined old young agel age2 % % X2 x?  x? (Resgam Dasfan
simulation simulation simulation (Gyr) (Gyr) (old) (young CMD LF, LFy RC AGBb

cmb701 aen273 aen203 11.0 5 90 10 88.4 274 13.2 -27.0 -0.8
cmb702 aen273 aen203 11.0 5 80 20 99.3 28.6 14.0 -25.3 1.6
cmb703 aen273 aen203 11.0 5 70 30 105.2 33.1 16.3 -23.5 2.3
cmb704 aen273 aen203 11.0 5 60 40 130.3 40.8 18.8 -23.4 3.8
cmb705 aen273 aen203 11.0 5 50 50 171.0 50.7 18.2 -21.4 3.1
cmb706 aen273 aen202 11.0 8 90 10 99.3 334 164 -32.7 2.0
cmb707 aen273 aen202 11.0 8 80 20 107.9 326 16.9 -30.3 3.1
cmb708 aen273 aen202 11.0 8 70 30 125.3 35.2 16.6 -30.3 3.2
cmb709 aen273 aen202 11.0 8 60 40 158.2 36.4 20.2 -30.3 5.8
cmb710 aen273 aen202 11.0 8 50 50 200.2 446 275 -31.3 6.3
cmb711 aen273 aen267 11.0 5 90 10 89.7 329 154 -29.2 2.4
cmb712 aen273 aen267 11.0 5 80 20 86.6 31.1 13.1 -23.4 0.2
cmb713 aen273 aen267 11.0 5 70 30 93.8 29.2 151 -21.3 0.0

cmb714 aen273 aen267 11.0 5 60 40 1115 39.1 16.6 -16.8 -1.4
cmb715 aen273 aen267 11.0 5 50 50 1434 52.3 19.0 -15.9 -0.5
cmb716 aen273 aen264 11.0 8 90 10 99.3 334 16.2 -29.1 1.9
cmb717 aen273 aen264 11.0 8 80 20 100.0 347 15.0 -28.2 2.3
cmb718 aen273 aen264 11.0 8 70 30 106.8 309 157 -29.3 0.6
cmb719 aen273 aen264 11.0 8 60 40 116.1 33.6 19.5 -30.3 3.6
cmb720 aen273 aen264 11.0 8 50 50 152.3 747 24.3 -27.1 1.2
cmb721 aen279 aen264 10.0 8 90 10 123.9 55.2 20.6 -37.8 3.5
cmb722 aen279 aen264 10.0 8 80 20 119.6 572 211 -36.6 3.7
cmb723 aen279 aen264 10.0 8 70 30 124.9 56.5 19.0 -36.4 4.1
cmb724 aen279 aen264 10.0 8 60 40 1335 58.8 19.6 -34.9 3.1
cmb725 aen279 aen264 10.0 8 50 50 158.1 62.1 225 -35.0 51
cmb726 aen279 aen266 10.0 6 90 10 112.6 58.1 21.0 -36.5 1.9
cmb727 aen279 aen266 10.0 6 80 20 117.8 63.2 21.9 -35.9 4.4
cmb728 aen279 aen266 10.0 6 70 30 1235 63.9 220 -31.0 1.9
cmb729 aen279 aen266 10.0 6 60 40 138.6 73.2 25.2 -30.9 0.9
cmb720 aen279 aen266 10.0 6 50 50 152.3 747 24.3 -27.1 1.2
cmb731 aen279 aen267 10.0 5 90 10 110.9 58.5 204 -34.4 1.9
cmb732 aen279 aen267 10.0 5 80 20 1175 577 221 -31.6 1.2
cmb733 aen279 aen267 10.0 5 70 30 121.3 63.8 24.8 -28.0 -1.4
cmb734 aen279 aen267 10.0 5 60 40 133.6 68.3 25.2 -24.4 -1.5
cmb735 aen279 aen267 10.0 5 50 50 170.6 83.4 259 -21.4 -0.1
cmb736 aen279 aen268 10.0 4 90 10 1149 56.2 215 -34.2 1.7
cmb737 aen279 aen268 10.0 4 80 20 115.0 62.4 234 -30.3 0.7
cmb738 aen279 aen268 10.0 4 70 30 126.7 71.7 27.6 -24.4 0.1
cmb739 aen279 aen268 10.0 4 60 40 152.4 80.0 31.8 -19.4 -2.3
cmb740 aen279 aen268 10.0 4 50 50 184.9 949 357 -15.0 -2.9
cmb741 aen279 aen259 10.0 3 90 10 92.4 53.1 16.5 -29.3 -0.1
cmb742 aen279 aen259 10.0 3 80 20 87.6 57.0 231 -18.9 -1.7
cmb743 aen279 aen259 10.0 3 70 30 113.2 741 359 -7.4 -3.7
cmb744 aen279 aen259 10.0 3 60 40 160.6 87.6 498 04 -4.0

cmb745 aen279 aen259 10.0 3 50 50 230.7 1109 727 13.1 -7.5
cmb746 aen205 aen028 10.0 9 90 10 204.9 33.3 919 -7.7 0.4
cmb747 aen205 aen028 10.0 9 80 20 118.2 38.3 59.8 -15.3 -0.4
cmb748 aen205 aen028 10.0 9 70 30 74.6 447 38.4 -21.6 -0.1
cmb749 aen205 aen028 10.0 9 60 40 71.2 48.4 26.5 -30.8 3.9
cmb750 aen205 aen028 10.0 9 50 50 1035 60.0 20.7 -36.7 2.3
cmb751 aen205 aen264 10.0 8 90 10 199.0 36.9 90.1 -7.2 2.0
cmb752 aen205 aen264 10.0 8 80 20 108.9 396 57.1 -13.8 1.9
cmb753 aen205 aen264 10.0 8 70 30 70.0 46.4 36.7 -20.4 1.9
cmb754 aen205 aen264 10.0 8 60 40 72.2 48,5 225 -27.5 2.5
cmb755 aen205 aen264 10.0 8 50 50 117.0 58.9 20.0 -34.7 4.4
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(1) (2 () (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9) (10) (11) (12)
combined old young ~ agel age2 % % x? x?  x¢  Temgem Daean
simulation  simulation  simulation (Gyr) (Gyr) (old) (young CMD LF, LFy RC AGBb
cmb756 aen205 aen032 10.0 7 90 10 216.9 35.2 99.0 -6.5 -0.9
cmb757 aen205 aen032 10.0 7 80 20 138.1 38.2 74.7 -12.2 -1.7
cmb758 aen205 aen032 10.0 7 70 30 92.0 46.3 51.5 -17.8 -0.6
cmb759 aen205 aen032 10.0 7 60 40 84.5 50.3 36.3 -23.1 -1.6
cmb760 aen205 aen032 10.0 7 50 50 114.0 66.6 30.5 -29.1 -0.3
cmb761 aen205 aen267 10.0 5 90 10 209.7 35.6 102.5 -5.1 1.3
cmb762 aen205 aen267 10.0 5 80 20 137.9 43.9 75.0 -9.0 0.8
cmb763 aen205 aen267 10.0 5 70 30 100.3 52.1 53.8 -15.2 -2.0
cmb764 aen205 aen267 10.0 5 60 40 104.2 61.3 46.2 -20.1 0.2
cmb765 aen205 aen267 10.0 5 50 50 147.9 81.9 39.3 -22.6 -1.9
cmb766 aen205 aen259 10.0 3 90 10 2454 36.1 131.7 0.2 -2.6
cmb767 aen205 aen259 10.0 3 80 20 200.0 459 1209 0.8 -5.8
cmb768 aen205 aen259 10.0 3 70 30 197.0 62.4 1175 0.0 -8.1
cmb769 aen205 aen259 10.0 3 60 40 230.0 86.9 118.4 3.4 -10.4
cmb770 aen205 aen259 10.0 3 50 50 2815 1138 120.8 7.9 -11.7
cmb771 aen270 aen262 12.0 10 90 10 110.0 21.7 17.6 -13.0 3.7
cmb772 aen270 aen262 12.0 10 80 20 1134 23.3 20.9 -16.1 3.6
cmb773 aen270 aen262 12.0 10 70 30 1147 19.3 18.0 -17.1 3.1
cmb774 aen270 aen262 12.0 10 60 40 135.6 19.7 22.3 -20.8 2.7
cmb775 aen270 aen262 12.0 10 50 50 149.2 25.4 26.4 -25.1 4.7
cmb776 aen270 aen264 12.0 8 90 10 1117 21.5 16.8 -13.7 4.3
cmb777 aen270 aen264 12.0 8 80 20 1105 15.6 14.8 -13.3 4.2
cmb778 aen270 aen264 12.0 8 70 30 111.8 12.8 17.0 -16.0 3.9
cmb779 aen270 aen264 12.0 8 60 40 124.9 12.5 17.3 -16.3 2.3
cmb780 aen270 aen264 12.0 8 50 50 141.2 17.6 16.2 -17.4 3.4
cmb781 aen270 aen266 12.0 6 90 10 103.2 18.3 15.1 -10.8 2.2
cmb782 aen270 aen266 12.0 6 80 20 101.7 12.3 13.1 -9.9 1.3
cmb783 aen270 aen266 12.0 6 70 30 101.1 11.3 13.1 -11.0 2.7
cmb784 aen270 aen266 12.0 6 60 40 109.7 14.4 14.1 -11.1 1.4
cmb785 aen270 aen266 12.0 6 50 50 128.1 22.0 14.4 -11.9 0.0
cmb786 aen270 aen268 12.0 4 90 10 92.7 135 14.1 9.7 3.1
cmb787 aen270 aen268 12.0 4 80 20 87993 134 -7.5 -0.2
cmb788 aen270 aen268 12.0 4 70 30 93.9 11.0 11.1 -0.8 -1.1
cmb789 aen270 aen268 12.0 4 60 40 109.6 22.5 15.7 -1.2 -1.3
cmb790 aen270 aen268 12.0 4 50 50 140.0 32.2 20.5 0.6 -2.3
cmb791 aen270 aen259 12.0 3 90 10 71.3 13.4 10.5 -4.7 -1.3
cmb792 aen270 aen259 12.0 3 80 2057.9 14.5 11.0 4.0 2.1
cmb793 aen270 aen259 12.0 3 70 30 75.1 24.6 21.3 12.1 -3.3
cmb794 aen270 aen259 12.0 3 60 40 1155 41.9 33.9 20.7 -3.8
cmb795 aen270 aen259 12.0 3 50 50 179.5 67.4 50.4 26.5 -7.2
cmb796 aen204 aen264 12.0 8 90 10 305.6 445 42.1 26.3 -2.0
cmb797 aen204 aen264 12.0 8 80 20 197.6 26.6 28.6 17.3 -0.8
cmb798 aen204 aen264 12.0 8 70 30 1259 17.1 17.4 7.0 -0.8
cmb799 aen204 aen264 12.0 8 60 40 95.8 11.3 14.4 -3.2 -0.8
cmb800 aen204 aen264 12.0 8 50 50 105.1 12.4 15.5 -11.2 -0.5
cmb801 aen204 aen266 12.0 6 90 10 317.0 441 45.8 28.3 -1.9
cmb802 aen204 aen266 12.0 6 80 20 201.9 23.3 33.8 19.2 -2.3
cmb803 aen204 aen266 12.0 6 70 30 129.5 14.6 24.8 9.4 -3.4
cmb804 aen204 aen266 12.0 6 60 40 105.2 12.8 23.0 1.5 -2.8
cmb805 aen204 aen266 12.0 6 50 50 116.4 17.7 21.1 -9.2 -4.7
cmb806 aen204 aen268 12.0 4 90 10 328.3 45.9 52.7 29.4 -1.9
cmb807 aen204 aen268 12.0 4 80 20 218.0 27.1 43.9 23.3 -4.5
cmb808 aen204 aen268 12.0 4 70 30 158.2 20.2 39.2 15.9 -2.8
cmb809 aen204 aen268 12.0 4 60 40 141.8 20.6 36.4 9.3 -5.4
cmb810 aen204 aen268 12.0 4 50 50 161.2 30.1 355 1.9 -8.3
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(1) (2 () (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9 (20 (11) (12)
combined old young ~ agel age2 % % x* xF xF ~e=gen Doeman
simulation  simulation simulation (Gyr) (Gyr) (old) (young CMD LF, LFy RC AGBb
cmb811 aen204 aen259 12.0 3 90 10 351.7 522 64.1 35.0
cmb812 aen204 aen259 12.0 3 80 20 2754 404 69.0 31.2
cmb813 aen204 aen259 12.0 3 70 30 225.6 38.8 66.0 28.2
cmb814 aen204 aen259 12.0 3 60 40 2195 46.1 75.1 26.7
cmb815 aen204 aen259 12.0 3 50 50 2469 67.5 86.8 29.9
cmb816 aen282 aen291 12.0 8 90 10 1055 214 179 -10.4
cmb817 aen282 aen291 12.0 8 80 20 97.7 15.2 16.3 -12.0
cmb818 aen282 aen291 12.0 8 70 30 93.8 13.1 154 -14.0
cmb819 aen282 aen291 12.0 8 60 40 85.8 13.7 15.1 -12.7
cmb820 aen282 aen291 12.0 8 50 50 88.1 16.0 1438 -16.8
cmb821 aen282 aen292 12.0 5 90 10 955 16.4 147 -9.5
cmb822 aen282 aen292 12.0 5 80 20 81.99.2 13.0 -5.9 0.4
cmb823 aen282 aen292 12.0 5 70 30 81.2 105 116 -3.1
cmb824 aen282 aen292 12.0 5 60 40 76.9 158 13.1 -15
cmb825 aen282 aen292 12.0 5 50 50 975 278 153 1.0
cmb826 aen282 aen293 12.0 3 90 10 81.7 134 104 -3.8
cmb827 aen282 aen293 12.0 3 80 20 74.2 108 104 1.4
cmb828 aen282 aen293 12.0 3 70 30 80.7 175 16.0 6.6
cmb829 aen282 aen293 12.0 3 60 40 98.1 30.8 21.6 12.6
cmb830 aen282 aen293 12.0 3 50 50 138.8 53.7 30.9 17.4
cmb831 aen272 aen291 10.5 8 90 10 103.7 43.0 19.0 -35.3
cmb832 aen272 aen291 10.5 8 80 20 1046 440 16.6 -35.9
cmb833 aen272 aen291 10.5 8 70 30 104.4 46.9 157 -33.5
cmb834 aen272 aen291 10.5 8 60 40 101.7 447 154 -31.4
cmb835 aen272 aen291 10.5 8 50 50 1109 522 17.3 -32.6
cmb836 aen272 aen292 10.5 5 90 10 97.8 456 17.6 -33.4
cmb837 aen272 aen292 10.5 5 80 20 93.2 436 17.3 -27.6
cmb838 aen272 aen292 10.5 5 70 30 90.2 443 17.0 -22.9 0.0
cmb839 aen272 aen292 10.5 5 60 40 100.1 54.2 20.2 -18.9
cmb840 aen272 aen292 10.5 5 50 50 117.3 67.0 23.6 -13.9
cmb841 aen272 aen293 10.5 3 90 10 88.5 41.7 135 -30.7
cmb842 aen272 aen293 10.5 3 80 20 86.8 48.9 16.6 -23.5
cmb843 aen272 aen293 10.5 3 70 30 100.1 56.0 22.8 -13.9
cmb844 aen272 aen293 10.5 3 60 40 123.2 67.0 29.7 -4.9
cmb845 aen272 aen293 10.5 3 50 50 164.7 87.4 42.1 3.0
cmb846 aen285 aen291 12.0 8 90 10 2949 452 40.2 28.0
cmb847 aen285 aen291 12.0 8 80 20 1994 26.2 28.8 18.4
cmb848 aen285 aen291 12.0 8 70 30 121.8 14.8 19.6 8.2
cmb849 aen285 aen291 12.0 8 60 40 90.2 104 155 -25
cmb850 aen285 aen291 12.0 8 50 50 935 126 18.0 -12.5
cmb851 aen285 aen292 12.0 5 90 10 3019 435 473 31.6
cmb852 aen285 aen292 12.0 5 80 20 209.2 27.2 39.6 23.1
cmb853 aen285 aen292 12.0 5 70 30 133.7 16.9 30.2 14.7
cmb854 aen285 aen292 12.0 5 60 40 104.7 154 26.7 5.8
cmb855 aen285 aen292 12.0 5 50 50 1155 209 274 -2.6
cmb856 aen285 aen293 12.0 3 90 10 334.7 504 58.0 35.8
cmb857 aen285 aen293 12.0 3 80 20 2354 323 526 29.1
cmb858 aen285 aen293 12.0 3 70 30 186.7 30.6 494 24.7
cmb859 aen285 aen293 12.0 3 60 40 167.1 33.3 50.8 20.1
cmb860 aen285 aen293 12.0 3 50 50 185.3 47.3 53.3 13.5
cmb861 aen288 aen291 10.0 8 90 10 186.3 304 723 -6.6
cmb862 aen288 aen291 10.0 8 80 20 1178 36.2 49.1 -14.0
cmb863 aen288 aen291 10.0 8 70 30 775 410 327 -21.7
cmb864 aen288 aen291 10.0 8 60 40 734 494 21.0 -28.3
cmb865 aen288 aen291 10.0 8 50 50 104.4 56.7 20.3 -35.5
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Table B.2.continue.

(1) (2 () (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9) (10) (11) (12)
combined old young ~ agel age2 % % x? x?  x¢  Temgem Daean
simulation  simulation  simulation (Gyr) (Gyr) (old) (young CMD LF, LFy RC AGBb

cmb866 aen288 aen292 10.0 5 90 10 199.7 31.4 88.0 -5.1 -6.4
cmb867 aen288 aen292 10.0 5 80 20 126.5 39.9 63.5 -10.6 -3.9
cmb868 aen288 aen292 10.0 5 70 30 105.7 49.4 53.4 -11.1 -4.6
cmb869 aen288 aen292 10.0 5 60 40 1015 61.4 40.9 -18.5 -4.4
cmb870 aen288 aen292 10.0 5 50 50 138.7 77.9 38.2 -20.5 -5.1
cmb871 aen288 aen293 10.0 3 90 10 213.6 35.1 1025 -1.1 -6.0
cmb872 aen288 aen293 10.0 3 80 20 173.2 44.9 95.2 -4.1 -7.2
cmb873 aen288 aen293 10.0 3 70 30 158.2 61.8 84.8 -4.8 -6.4
cmb874 aen288 aen293 10.0 3 60 40 176.5 81.7 82.2 -6.3 7.1
cmb875 aen288 aen293 10.0 3 50 50 226.5 109.0 80.4 -7.7 -10.3
cmb876 aen282 aen294 12.0 8 90 10 105.2 19.4 17.5 -11.6 2.1
cmb877 aen282 aen294 12.0 8 80 20 106.1 17.3 16.9 -12.3 1.6
cmb878 aen282 aen294 12.0 8 70 30 107.8 13.7 17.0 -14.6 2.0
cmb879 aen282 aen294 12.0 8 60 40 105.7 13.3 17.9 -16.7 0.2
cmb880 aen282 aen294 12.0 8 50 50 1134 17.7 17.1 -19.9 2.0
cmb881 aen282 aen295 12.0 5 90 10 102.9 16.5 15.9 -9.0 2.4
cmb882 aen282 aen295 12.0 5 80 20 88.3 10.9 14.5 -6.3 0.2
cmb883 aen282 aen295 12.0 5 70 30 94.9 10.9 13.6 -3.9 -1.2
cmb884 aen282 aen295 12.0 5 60 40 97.1 16.2 16.3 -3.6 -0.6
cmb885 aen282 aen295 12.0 5 50 50 112.8 26.2 19.0 -3.9 0.5
cmb886 aen282 aen296 12.0 3 90 10 85.4 12.5 12.7 -5.3 -0.7
cmb887 aen282 aen296 12.0 3 80 20 73.6 9.9 12.0 -0.9 -1.8
cmb888 aen282 aen296 12.0 3 70 30 91.6 16.6 15.1 4.2 -3.3
cmb889 aen282 aen296 12.0 3 60 40 118.3 30.1 23.5 9.4 -4.8
cmb890 aen282 aen296 12.0 3 50 50 158.2 50.6 34.8 15.1 -5.9
cmb891 aen272 aen294 10.5 8 90 10 107.8 435 16.3 -35.9 4.3
cmb892 aen272 aen294 10.5 8 80 20 1126 45.8 19.7 -36.0 35
cmb893 aen272 aen294 10.5 8 70 30 115.0 48.5 16.6 -34.5 4.8
cmb894 aen272 aen294 10.5 8 60 40 1205 48.6 21.0 -34.3 3.2
cmb895 aen272 aen294 10.5 8 50 50 130.3 52.2 19.3 -36.8 4.0
cmb896 aen272 aen295 10.5 5 90 10 105.3 41.2 17.9 -34.1 5.1
cmb897 aen272 aen295 10.5 5 80 20 95.8 40.3 15.6 -29.2 3.4
cmb898 aen272 aen295 10.5 5 70 30 100.9 47.0 17.4 -25.6 1.9
cmb899 aen272 aen295 10.5 5 60 40 1189 53.3 23.7 -23.1 0.7
cmb900 aen272 aen295 10.5 5 50 50 1345 64.1 26.2 -15.9 1.3
cmb901 aen272 aen296 10.5 3 90 10 91.1 39.6 16.0 -29.3 2.7
cmb902 aen272 aen296 10.5 3 80 20 91.8 41.7 19.4 -24.1 1.9
cmb903 aen272 aen296 10.5 3 70 30 112.0 58.3 25.9 -14.9 0.2
cmb904 aen272 aen296 10.5 3 60 40 134.2 68.4 34.0 -9.0 -3.2
cmb905 aen272 aen296 10.5 3 50 50 185.6 86.6 45.4 -0.7 -3.4
cmb906 aen285 aen294 12.0 8 90 10 301.8 45.1 43.0 29.9 -1.6
cmb907 aen285 aen294 12.0 8 80 20 193.3 27.7 27.9 17.9 -1.0
cmb908 aen285 aen294 12.0 8 70 30 1153 15.3 20.0 6.1 -1.5
cmb909 aen285 aen294 12.0 8 60 40 92.9 10.0 16.1 -4.1 1.6
cmb910 aen285 aen294 12.0 8 50 50 106.1 14.2 18.5 -14.9 1.5
cmb911 aen285 aen295 12.0 5 90 10 307.3 43.9 48.6 31.3 -3.4
cmb912 aen285 aen295 12.0 5 80 20 2055 26.5 37.8 21.9 -3.5
cmb913 aen285 aen295 12.0 5 70 30 1435 18.6 31.1 13.5 -2.3
cmb914 aen285 aen295 12.0 5 60 40 113.1 15.0 27.0 5.3 -3.6
cmb915 aen285 aen295 12.0 5 50 50 1225 20.4 25.5 -5.1 -4.4
cmb916 aen285 aen296 12.0 3 90 10 3295 46.9 55.1 33.7 -2.2
cmb917 aen285 aen296 12.0 3 80 20 250.6 34.2 58.6 29.1 -3.7
cmb918 aen285 aen296 12.0 3 70 30 189.0 31.4 52.3 24.3 -7.8
cmb919 aen285 aen296 12.0 3 60 40 185.2 32.6 54.8 17.9 -8.7
cmb920 aen285 aen296 12.0 3 50 50 211.3 46.9 59.4 11.8 -10.0
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(1) (2 () (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9) (10) (11) (12)
combined old young ~ agel age2 % % x? x?  x¢  Temgem Daean
simulation  simulation  simulation (Gyr) (Gyr) (old) (young CMD LF, LFy RC AGBb
cmb921 aen288 aen294 10.0 8 90 10 180.7 33.1 78.0 -7.4
cmb922 aen288 aen294 10.0 8 80 20 103.7 37.5 50.5 -13.2
cmb923 aen288 aen294 10.0 8 70 30 76.5 39.6 35.0 -20.9
cmb924 aen288 aen294 10.0 8 60 40 83.0 50.1 22.6 -28.0
cmb925 aen288 aen294 10.0 8 50 50 119.3 57.6 19.6 -36.3
cmb926 aen288 aen295 10.0 5 90 10 1949 324 91.7 -5.6
cmb927 aen288 aen295 10.0 5 80 20 129.1 36.3 69.3 -10.1
cmb928 aen288 aen295 10.0 5 70 30 101.0 46.3 52.5 -12.5
cmb929 aen288 aen295 10.0 5 60 40 110.0 58.4 42.2 -18.8
cmb930 aen288 aen295 10.0 5 50 50 146.8 73.3 35.8 -25.0
cmb931 aen288 aen296 10.0 3 90 10 222.0 35.9 108.6 -1.0
cmb932 aen288 aen296 10.0 3 80 20 1779 47.0 97.2 -5.0
cmb933 aen288 aen296 10.0 3 70 30 165.3 58.5 87.4 -4.9
cmb934 aen288 aen296 10.0 3 60 40 198.3 83.5 86.8 -7.0
cmb935 aen288 aen296 10.0 3 50 50 254.2 108.3 86.7 -8.8
cmb936 aen270 aen296 12.0 3 90 10 83.7 11.9 10.6 -5.9
cmb937 aen270 aen296 12.0 3 80 20 81.4 9.6 13.1 -2.3
cmb938 aen270 aen296 12.0 3 70 30 84.0 16.3 15.9 3.6
cmb939 aen270 aen297 12.0 3 90 10 85.2 11.7 12.4 -7.4
cmb940 aen270 aen297 12.0 3 80 20 81.7 10.7 10.6 -1.1 0.0
cmb941 aen270 aen297 12.0 3 70 30 87.5 16.5 16.0 3.9
cmb942 aen270 aen298 12.0 4 90 10 93.5 13.5 13.4 -9.3
cmb943 aen270 aen298 12.0 4 80 20 82.9 9.3 9.9 -4.8 0.2
cmb944 aen270 aen298 12.0 4 70 30 91.0 12.6 12.6 -2.3
cmb945 aen270 aen299 12.0 3 90 10 81.8 13.6 13.7 -6.2
cmb946 aen270 aen299 12.0 3 80 20 77.4 10.6 10.4 0.5
cmb947 aen270 aen299 12.0 3 70 30 83.3 16.9 13.7 5.7
cmb948 aen270 aen299 12.0 3 60 40 114.8 30.0 22.3 11.0
cmb949 aen270 aen299 12.0 3 50 50 158.1 50.8 334 18.4
cmb950 aen270 aen300 12.0 4 90 10 90.7 13.8 14.0 -10.0
cmb951 aen270 aen300 12.0 4 80 20 83.2 9.9 10.5 -7.4
cmb952 aen270 aen300 12.0 4 70 30 86.9 11.4 14.5 -2.1
cmb953 aen270 aen300 12.0 4 60 40 96.5 20.6 16.1 1.7
cmb954 aen270 aen300 12.0 4 50 50 129.7 36.2 20.9 5.3
cmb955 aen270 aen301 12.0 3 90 10 89.1 12.8 12.2 -8.2
cmb956 aen270 aen301 12.0 3 80 20 78.6 10.6 11.3 -1.7
cmb957 aen270 aen301 12.0 3 70 30 90.5 17.4 16.4 4.1
cmb958 aen270 aen301 12.0 3 60 40 124.8 27.8 19.9 10.1
cmb959 aen270 aen301 12.0 3 50 50 165.8 46.7 27.9 11.4
cmb960 aen270 aen302 12.0 4 90 10 91.6 15.3 14.1 -9.8
cmb961 aen270 aen302 12.0 4 80 20 87.8 10.6 14.4 -4.4
cmb962 aen270 aen302 12.0 4 70 30 91.1 12.7 12.6 -3.1
cmb963 aen270 aen302 12.0 4 60 40 112.2 21.1 18.0 -0.7
cmb964 aen270 aen302 12.0 4 50 50 1425 34.0 21.9 2.5
cmb965 aen270 aen303 12.0 3 90 10 85.1 12.1 10.4 -5.5
cmb966 aen270 aen303 12.0 3 80 20 82.0 10.2 11.5 -1.9
cmb967 aen270 aen303 12.0 3 70 30 88.0 15.0 18.3 2.8
cmb968 aen270 aen303 12.0 3 60 40 119.6 28.5 22.9 9.9
cmb969 aen270 aen303 12.0 3 50 50 160.5 46.0 30.1 12.3
cmb970 aen270 aen304 12.0 4 90 10 96.8 14.6 13.2 -8.2
cmb971 aen270 aen304 12.0 4 80 20 85.2 8.9 11.5 -7.0 0.1
cmb972 aen270 aen304 12.0 4 70 30 91.9 11.4 14.1 -25
cmb973 aen270 aen304 12.0 4 60 40 1117 19.2 15.6 -1.7
cmb974 aen270 aen304 12.0 4 50 50 148.7 36.1 22.2 2.3
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Table B.2.continue.
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(1) (2 () (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9 (20 (11) (12)
combined old young ~ agel age2 % % x* xF xF ~e=gen Doeman
simulation  simulation simulation (Gyr) (Gyr) (old) (young CMD LF, LFy RC AGBb

cmb975 aen270 aen305 12.0 3 90 10 764 13.0 111 5.1 1.5
cmb976 aen270 aen305 12.0 3 80 20 62.1 126 11.2 2.6 -2.2
cmb977 aen270 aen305 12.0 3 70 30 85.9 233 20.7 10.0 -4.3
cmb978 aen270 aen305 12.0 3 60 40 1299 404 33.2 17.0 -4.4
cmb979 aen270 aen305 12.0 3 50 50 197.9 64.3 49.9 21.9 -5.4
cmb980 aen270 aen306 12.0 4 90 10 775 127 11.3 -6.4 0.7
cmb981 aen270 aen306 12.0 4 80 20 684 114 11.2 -4.5 -0.1
cmb982 aen270 aen306 12.0 4 70 30 774 143 17.2 0.9 -3.3
cmb983 aen270 aen306 12.0 4 60 40 108.4 26.3 26.0 7.2 -4.9
cmb984 aen270 aen306 12.0 4 50 50 1549 44.7 34.7 11.3 -7.7
cmb985 aen270 aen293 12.0 3 90 10 80.2 12.7 116 -8.4 1.9
cmb986 aen270 aen293 12.0 3 80 20 735 116 10.0 -0.3 1.1
cmb987 aen270 aen293 12.0 3 70 30 741 169 13.0 55 -0.9
cmb988 aen270 aen293 12.0 3 60 40 100.6 31.0 211 10.4 -1.6
cmb989 aen270 aen293 12.0 3 50 50 138.1 52.6 315 16.2 -1.2
cmb221 aen270 aen307 12.0 2 90 10 735 13.3®.2 -3.8 2.1
cmb222 aen270 aen307 12.0 2 80 20615 15.3 10.6 4.1 -0.5
cmb223 aen270 aen307 12.0 2 70 30 847 27.8 20.8 15.4 -1.2
cmb224 aen270 aen307 12.0 2 60 40 1215 459 33.6 22,5 4.1
cmb225 aen270 aen307 12.0 2 50 50 1985 75.6 54.0 30.4 -4.7
cmb226 aen270 aen312 12.0 2 90 10 75.2 144 105 -3.4 -0.2
cmb227 aen270 aen312 12.0 2 80 20 73.2 139 121 5.9 -2.7
cmb228 aen270 aen312 12.0 2 70 30 84.0 255 187 12.6 -2.8
cmb229 aen270 aen312 12.0 2 60 40 1355 46.9 34.4 21.6 -5.5
cmb230 aen270 aen312 12.0 2 50 50 199.8 726 51.2 28.5 -8.7
cmb231 aen270 aen314 12.0 2 90 10 756 126 115 -5.2 1.3
cmb232 aen270 aen314 12.0 2 80 20 73.1 128 13.6 1.7 -2.5
cmb233 aen270 aen314 12.0 2 70 30 100.1 221 19.6 10.9 -2.5
cmb234 aen270 aen314 12.0 2 60 40 146.4 38.4 26.3 17.5 -6.5
cmb235 aen270 aen314 12.0 2 50 50 206.5 59.8 38.4 20.2 -6.0
cmb236 aen270 aen315 12.0 2 90 10 640 15.8.6 -1.9 -1.3
cmb237 aen270 aen315 12.0 2 80 20 63.7 215 159 8.6 -0.2
cmb238 aen270 aen315 12.0 2 70 30 98.2 37.3 31.7 17.6 -0.7
cmb239 aen270 aen315 12.0 2 60 40 1719 622 522 26.7 -3.5
cmb240 aen270 aen315 12.0 2 50 50 268.1 939 78.3 35.1 -5.3
cmb241 aen270 aen316 12.0 2 90 10 645 15.48.3 -2.0 1.3
cmb242 aen270 aen316 12.0 2 80 2056.7 21.3 17.4 8.8 -1.6
cmb243 aen270 aen316 12.0 2 70 30 91.0 37.2 318 18.5 -4.3
cmb244 aen270 aen316 12.0 2 60 40 163.2 65.2 51.6 28.4 5.4
cmb245 aen270 aen316 12.0 2 50 50 2705 96.4 78.2 36.5 -5.9
cmb246 aen270 aen308 12.0 25 90 10 80.8 14.7 105 -5.0 0.5
cmb247 aen270 aen308 12.0 2.5 80 20 725 123 120 3.3 -0.9
cmb248 aen270 aen308 12.0 25 70 30 76.3 20.8 15.9 10.2 -1.8
cmb249 aen270 aen308 12.0 25 60 40 112.3 38.3 284 17.0 -4.1
cmb250 aen270 aen308 12.0 2.5 50 50 163.7 60.3 414 22.5 -4.6
cmb251 aen270 aen319 12.0 2.5 90 10 79.1 135 111 -1.7 2.0
cmb252 aen270 aen319 12.0 25 80 20 76.0 114 128 0.7 -0.5
cmb253 aen270 aen319 12.0 2.5 70 30 89.6 195 174 7.4 -2.6
cmb254 aen270 aen319 12.0 2.5 60 40 134.0 35.7 26.3 14.1 -5.7
cmb255 aen270 aen319 12.0 25 50 50 187.9 59.0 37.0 16.8 -6.7
cmb256 aen270 aen321 12.0 25 90 10 66.8 13.6 11.3 -3.2 -0.8
cmb257 aen270 aen321 12.0 2.5 80 2060.5 184 16.4 5.8 -3.9
cmb258 aen270 aen321 12.0 25 70 30 82.1 273 247 16.2 -6.7
cmb259 aen270 aen321 12.0 2.5 60 40 133.0 46.9 40.6 22.2 -8.9
cmb260 aen270 aen321 12.0 25 50 50 220.2 77.8 66.9 30.2 -10.0




	1 Introduction
	2 The data and goals for this study
	3 Modeling description
	3.1 Synthetic CMD simulator
	3.2 Approach to matching the full CMD
	3.3 Diagnostics

	4 Results
	4.1 Single age models with observed MDF
	4.2 Two burst simulations
	4.3 Simulations with closed box chemical evolution

	5 Discussion
	5.1 Comparison of the stellar and globular cluster age and metallicity distributions
	5.2 Duration of the star formation episodes
	5.3 Age-metallicity relation

	6 Summary and conclusions
	A Single age simulations diagnostics
	B Double burst simulations diagnostics

