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ABSTRACT

We present the stellar metallicities and multi-element abundances (C, Mg, Si, Ca, Ti, Cr, and Fe) of
15 massive (log M /Mg = 10.2 — 11.2) quiescent galaxies at z = 1 — 3, derived from ultradeep JWST-
SUSPENSE spectra. Compared to quiescent galaxies at z ~ 0, these galaxies exhibit a deficiency
of 0.25 dex in [C/H], 0.16 dex in [Fe/H], and 0.07 dex in [Mg/H], implying rapid formation and
quenching before significant enrichment from asymptotic giant branch stars and Type Ia supernovae.
Additionally, we find that galaxies that form at higher redshift have higher [Mg/Fe] and lower [Fe/H]
and [Mg/H], irrespective of their observed redshift. The evolution in [Fe/H] and [C/H] is therefore
primarily explained by lower redshift samples naturally including galaxies with longer star-formation
timescales. On the other hand, the lower [Mg/H] can be explained by galaxies forming at earlier
epochs expelling larger gas reservoirs during their quenching phase. Consequently, the mass-metallicity
relation, primarily reflecting [Mg/H], is also lower at z = 1 — 3 compared to the lower redshift relation,
though the slopes are similar. Finally, we compare our results to standard stellar population modeling
approaches employing solar abundance patterns and non-parametric star-formation histories (using
PROSPECTOR). Our SSP-equivalent ages agree with the mass-weighted ages from PROSPECTOR, while
the metallicities disagree significantly. Nonetheless, the metallicities better reflect [Fe/H] than total
[Z/H]. We also find that star-formation timescales inferred from elemental abundances are significantly
shorter than those from PROSPECTOR, and we discuss the resulting implications for the early formation
of massive galaxies.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The chemical makeup of a galaxy is intimately linked
to its past star formation, the amount of gas and stars it
accretes, and the gas that is expelled through outflows.
Consequently, the metal content of galaxies reflects fun-
damental physical processes that influence their evolu-
tion, such as star formation efficiency, feedback from
massive stars and active galactic nuclei (AGN), and pre-
vious merger events. By characterizing how the metal-
licities of galaxies evolve across redshifts, we can obtain
direct insights into the processes shaping galaxy growth
throughout cosmic time.

In the nearby universe, galaxies display a tight corre-
lation between their stellar mass and metallicity, known
as the mass-metallicity relation (MZR; e.g., Lequeux
et al. 1979; Tremonti et al. 2004; Gallazzi et al. 2005;
Kirby et al. 2013). For star-forming galaxies, the gas-
phase MZR has been routinely studied out to z ~ 3
mostly using strong-line indicators (e.g., Maiolino et al.
2008; Zahid et al. 2013; Sanders et al. 2020, 2021; Pa-
povich et al. 2022; Shapley et al. 2023) and has recently
been confirmed up to z ~ 8 with the advent of JWST
(Langeroodi et al. 2023; Nakajima et al. 2023; Curti
et al. 2024). Quiescent galaxies, however, lack the strong
emission lines needed for gas-phase measurements, so we
instead rely on faint absorption lines originating from
stellar atmospheres. At higher redshifts, measuring stel-
lar metallicity becomes increasingly challenging as key
absorption features shift to near-infrared (NIR) wave-
lengths, where ground-based spectroscopic observations
are severely hindered by skylines. As a result, the MZR
of quiescent galaxies has only been systematically stud-
ied up to z ~ 0.7, showing little evolution since z ~ 0
(Choi et al. 2014; Gallazzi et al. 2014; Barone et al. 2022;
Beverage et al. 2023).

Beyond z ~ 1, the picture is much less clear. Cur-
rently, there are only a handful of stellar metallicity
measurements of quiescent galaxies at z = 1 — 2.2 based
on absorption lines, mostly relying on methods such as
spectral stacking (Onodera et al. 2015; Carnall et al.
2022), observations of rare lensed massive galaxies (Ja-
fariyazani et al. 2020; Man et al. 2021; Zhuang et al.
2023; Akhshik et al. 2023; Jafariyazani et al. 2024), low-
resolution spectroscopy (Morishita et al. 2018; Estrada-
Carpenter et al. 2019; Akhshik et al. 2023), or utilizing

* NHFP Hubble Fellow

extreme integration times on the most efficient ground-
based telescopes (Kriek et al. 2016, 2019, 2024; Beverage
et al. 2024). Despite the small samples at these red-
shifts, there is a growing consensus that massive quies-
cent galaxies at z = 1 exhibit significantly lower [Fe/H]
compared to their present-day counterparts (e.g., Kriek
et al. 2019; Zhuang et al. 2023; Beverage et al. 2024).
There are, however, a couple of conflicting findings,
with two studies reporting exceptionally high metallici-
ties comparable to the most metal-rich galaxies at z ~ 0
(Lonoce et al. 2015; Jafariyazani et al. 2020). These con-
trasting results may not be surprising, given that the
uncertainties in individual measurements remain high,
and the methods vary significantly between studies (e.g.,
Lonoce et al. 2015; Onodera et al. 2015; Kriek et al. 2016;
Estrada-Carpenter et al. 2019; Saracco et al. 2023).

Understanding the metallicities of distant quiescent
galaxies is crucial, as it holds significant implications
for the enrichment, star-formation timescales, quench-
ing, and assembly of galaxies across cosmic time. Specif-
ically, the multi-element abundance patterns provide di-
rect insight into the star-formation histories (SFHs) of
galaxies. Such insight is largely owed to the diverse en-
richment timescales of the elements. « elements (e.g., O
and Mg) are instantaneously released by core-collapse
supernovae (CC SNe). C and N are released approxi-
mately equally by CC SNe and by the winds of low-mass
asymptotic giant branch (AGB) stars which only con-
tribute after a characteristic delay-time of ~ 250 Myr
(e.g. Cristallo et al. 2011, 2015; Maiolino & Mannucci
2019; Johnson et al. 2023). Fe-peak elements are en-
riched by both CC and the explosions of intermediate-
mass stars (Type Ia SNe; Ia SNe), which occur only after
a longer delay (of ~ 1 Gyr Maoz et al. 2010).

To fully exploit chemical compositions for understand-
ing the formation histories of massive galaxies, we need
a larger sample of massive quiescent galaxies at z 2> 1
with deep spectra covering multiple absorption features.
Such observations are now finally possible with JWST.
To that end, we have conducted the JWST-SUSPENSE
program, an ultradeep rest-frame optical spectroscopic
NIRSpec/MSA survey of 20 massive quiescent galaxies
at z=1—3 (Slob et al. 2024).

In this paper, we present the metallicities and multi-
element abundances of distant quiescent galaxies at z =
1 — 3 from the JWST-SUSPENSE survey. In Section 2
we describe the observations and elemental abundance
analysis, in Section 3 we present the abundance results,
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in Section 4 we present the MZR at z = 1 — 3, and
in Section 5 we discuss the implications of the results
on star-formation timescales, the assembly of massive
galaxies, and star-formation quenching. In Section 5 we
also compare the full-spectrum modeling results to those
from PROSPECTOR and discuss the implications of this
comparison on the early formation of massive galaxies.
In Section 6, we present a summary. Throughout this
Paper, we assume a Kroupa (2001) IMF, solar abun-
dances from Asplund (2009), and a flat ACDM cosmol-
ogy with ©,, = 0.3 and Hy = 70 kms~! Mpc~!.

2. OBSERVATIONS & ANALYSIS

All galaxies in this study are drawn from the JWST-
SUSPENSE Program (ID:2110) which obtained ultra-
deep (16.4 hr) NIRSpec-MSA/G140M-F100LP observa-
tions of a sample of 20 massive quiescent galaxies at
z=1—3 (Slob et al. 2024). Primary targets were ini-
tially identified using the UltraVISTA K-band selected
DR3 catalog (Muzzin et al. 2013a) and selected to be
quiescent using the UV J criterion from Muzzin et al.
(2013b). The targets represent the general population
of quiescent galaxies at z = 1 — 3, encompassing the full
quiescent range in UV J space at these redshifts, and are
all confirmed to have quiescent stellar populations (see
Slob et al. 2024).

The spectroscopic observations cover wavelengths
from 0.97 to 1.84, um, corresponding to a typical rest-
frame range of approximately 3700 to 7000 A. Most ob-
jects have coverage of the Mgb line, several prominent Fe
features, and multiple Balmer lines. The stellar masses
and star-formation rates were derived by Slob et al.
(2024) by fitting the spectra and photometry simulta-
neously with PROSPECTOR (Leja et al. 2019a; Johnson
et al. 2021) assuming a Chabrier (2003) IMF. They con-
sider two non-parametric SFH models; a fixed-bin model
(Leja et al. 2019a) and a post-starburst model (Suess
et al. 2022). For more details on target selection, ob-
serving strategy, data reduction, redshift determination,
and stellar population properties we refer to Slob et al.
(2024).

We measure the individual elemental abundances and
stellar population ages using a custom full-spectrum fit-
ting code alfa' based on the alf fitting code presented
in Conroy et al. (2018). The Conroy et al. (2018) mod-
els were developed to measure the elemental abundance
patterns of old (= 1 Gyr) stellar populations. They com-
bine metallicity-dependent MIST isochrones (Choi et al.
2016), empirical MILES and IRTF spectral libraries

L https://github.com/alizabeverage/alfalpha

(Sanchez-Blazquez et al. 2006; Villaume et al. 2017),
and synthetic metallicity- and age-dependent elemental
response spectra for 19 elements.

The models assume a single burst of star formation
and a Kroupa (2001) IMF. We fit for a total of 20 free pa-
rameters; velocity offset, velocity dispersion, single SSP-
equivalent stellar population age, isochrone metallicity,
10 individual elemental abundances (Fe, C, N, Mg, Na,
Si, Ca, Ti, Cr), Balmer emission line flux, the emission
line velocity and broadening, a shift in the effective tem-
perature of the fiducial isochrones (Teg), and an instru-
mental jitter term to account for under/overestimation
of the uncertainties. The abundance ratios of the other
nine elements are fixed to solar ([X/Fe] = 0) following
results of the mock-recovery test presented in Beverage
et al. (2023). We use the dynesty dynamic nested sam-
pling package (Speagle 2020) to sample the posterior
distributions of the 20 parameters.

Before fitting, we smooth the models to the instru-
mental resolution of the observations. We derive the
instrumental resolution as a function of wavelength in
the raw spectral frames using the msafit (De Graaff
et al. 2024), which takes into account the position and
morphology of the galaxies compared to the MSA. The
resulting 2D spectra are then rectified using the JWST
NIRSpec reduction pipeline in a similar way as the ac-
tual data. We find that the wavelength dependence of
the instrumental resolution is consistent with the online
pre-launch estimates from JDox, but typically a factor
of 1.3 better, corresponding to a resolution of R ~ 1300.
For each galaxy, we derive this factor and assume the
corrected JDox curve when fitting. See Slob et al. (2024)
for more details on this procedure.

During the fitting procedure, the spectral continuum
is removed from the observations by fitting an n = 7
Chebyshev polynomial to the ratio of the data to the
model. We note that the results are robust to deci-
sions regarding the order of the polynomial. Where
available, we fit the wavelength regions 3800 — 4800 A,
4800 — 5800 A, 5800 — 6400 A, and 8000 — 8600 A (each
with their own normalized continuum). We mask the
NaD absorption feature, the [OIII] lines where present,
and the Ha+[NII] complex. We also exclude wave-
lengths 6400 — 8000 A due to the dominant TiO ab-
sorption in the spectrum, as these broad features are
typically over-fitted by the continuum polynomial.

After fitting all 20 galaxies, we visually inspect the
best-fit model, the normalizing polynomial, and the
corresponding corner plots. We remove five galaxies;
two because they have low S/N (<15 per rest-frame A;
130183, 130934), one because it is lacking wavelength
coverage of key absorption features (130208), and two
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Figure 1: JWST-SUSPENSE spectra of quiescent galaxies at z = 1 — 3 (black) and corresponding 1o uncertainties
(gray). The best-fit stellar population models are shown in red. The wavelength array has been corrected for redshift
and is shown in the rest frame. The spectra have been median binned by 3 pixels (8 A in the rest frame).
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Figure 1: Continued
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Table 1: JWST-SUSPENSE stellar population parameters
ID 28ee  log M@ o Age [Fe/H] [Mg/H] [C/H] [Ca/H] [Ti/H] [Cr/H] [Si/H]
(Mp)  (kms™')  (Gyr)
11 10.4 +0.08 $0.10 +0.09 +0.09 +0.12 F0.12
127345 1168 10.7 166715 261035 0177308 015010 —0.03759%  0.1478:09 - —0.1970.%2 _0'1070'13
+18 +0.3 +0.08 +0.13 +0.13 +0.11 +0.19 +0.1 +0.1
130040 1.170 11.2 259718 2.0703 —0.1870(')07 0’23*0'13 0.07786? —0.04%9 11 0.387822 0.04701% _0'0760'(1)3
+11 +0. +0.08 +0.1 +0. +0.1 +0.13 +0.1
127154 1.205  10.7 206715 2'2*03 0.17700080 0‘55*8'12 0.3070(')096 o 0.4778é6 0‘0678'13 0.391019
+1 +1.3 +0.1 +0.1 +0.16 +0.1 +0.21 +0.16
129982  1.249  11.2 260712 4'275'2 70'1078'18 0‘247%142 70.0578}2 0'04*%1;‘9 0.0610 31 0‘197%164 s
+1 +0. +0.1 +0.1 +0. +0. +0.1 +0.
127108 1835 10.2 17755 345p5 —0.55Tgnp —0.24%gy5 —077Ign —0.617053 - -0.957013  —0.23%02%
120197 1474 105 145735 21705 - - - - - - -
+12 +0.2 +0.08 +0.10 +0.07 +0.15 +0.16 +0.16
129149  1.579  11.0 290_182 1'9_8'3 70.12_388 o 0.01_001110 70.19_885 0'23_8}3 0.06_061?2 70.01_8}g
+ +0. +0. +0. +0. +0. +0. +0. +0.
128041 1760  10.7 240_386 1.6_8'% 70.17_8?8 0.2779:59 70‘18_8%& 70.12_8?(13 0177012 —0.277012  —0.217712
+ +0. +0. +0. +0.
127700  2.013  10.9 236_:138 3'2_8'3 70.15_8}g e 70'24_8}3 70.18_006(131 ~ . -
+ +0. +0. +0. +0. +0. +0. +0.
129133 2139 111 223_ig 1'4_8? 70.24_8& 0'27_8‘53 70.03_000%)4 0.18_882 - 70.21_8}g 70.00_00119
+ +0. +0. +0. +0. +0. +0. +0.
129133 2139 111 225_58 1'2_8& 70.17_8.?5 0.33_0(‘)022 0.01_06031 0.22_8?8 - 70.14_002&4 0'07_8}3
+ +0. +0. +0. +0. +0. +0. +0.
127941 2.141  10.8 197_199 2'0_8'? _0'43_8‘35 —0.33_Oolég —0.48_8_%i 0.18_8(1)g - 0.07_062f8 0.01_062%8
—+ +0. +0. +0. +0. +0. +0. +0.
128036  2.196  10.9 22075 11781 0267098 0.06%512 —0.27701F  0.1570%2 - —0.45701%  —0.2570-38
128913 2285 109 18712 23703 - - - - - - -
+22 +0.2 +0.21 +0.12
130725 2.692 111 248732 1152 0357021 - - -0.09%912 - - -
129966* 2.923 109  20775F  0.6701 - - - - - - -

@Presented in Slob et al. (2024)

* Removed from analysis because younger than the stellar population model grid (< 1 Gyr)

because of strong emission lines likely associated with
AGN (130647, 128452). We also re-fit 127941, masking
the HS region, which was poorly fit due to spectral con-
tamination. Object 127108 is also re-fit, masking the
region > 5500 A due to the lack of clear features. Fi-
nally, for each object, we inspect the posteriors of all
10 fitted elements and determine which elements can
be constrained by requiring their posterior to be Gaus-
sian and not run against the prior limits (—0.5 and 0.5
dex). Figure 1 shows the quiescent SUSPENSE spectra
at z = 1—3 and corresponding best-fit alfa models. We
present the stellar population properties and elemental
abundance results in Table 1. The elements flagged as
“poorly constrained” during the visual inspection are
omitted from Table 1. We also omit the abundances of
129966 because the best-fit age is below the lowest age
in the stellar population models (1 Gyr).

3. THE MULTI-ELEMENTAL ABUNDANCES OF
DISTANT QUIESCENT GALAXIES

In this section, we present the multi-element abun-
dances of the massive quiescent galaxies at z = 1—3 from
the JWST-SUSPENSE program. For each SUSPENSE
galaxy, we only consider the elements that have well-
behaved normal posterior distributions. Among the ten
fitted elements, C, Mg, and Fe have the most galaxies
with well-constrained measurements, likely due to their
prominent absorption features, such as CH (G4300),
Mgb, Fe5270, Fe5335, and Fe5406.

In Figure 2, we present the formation time (tform),
[Fe/H], [Mg/H], [Fe/Mg], and [C/Mg] as a function of
line-of-sight velocity dispersion (circles). Here, we adopt
Mg as the reference element instead of Fe (i.e., [X/Mg])
because it is mostly produced by CC SNe and thus a
simpler tracer of chemical enrichment (see e.g., Wein-
berg et al. 2019). The formation time is calculated us-
ing the stellar ages from Table 1, corrected for the age
of the universe at the observed redshift. The points are
colored by their spectroscopic redshifts. We also include
the results of stacked quiescent galaxies at z ~ 0 from
SDSS (red squares) and z ~ 0.7 from LEGA-C (pink
triangles Beverage et al. 2023). The stacked SDSS spec-
tra and corresponding elemental abundance results were
first presented in Conroy et al. (2014) and later re-fit by
Beverage et al. (2023) to reflect updates in the stellar
population models (see Conroy et al. 2018). We note
that the SDSS fiber and the LEGA-C and SUSPENSE
slits all cover similar physical radii (3 — 4 kpc). However,
since galaxies were smaller in the past, the SUSPENSE
and LEGA-C slits cover 1 — 1.2 R, while SDSS covers
only 0.4 - 0.8 R,.

In Figure 2, we also include all available elemental
abundance measurements in the literature at z =1 — 3.
We only include measurements that use the same full-
spectrum fitting method, and thus are comparable to
the SUSPENSE results. We do not include grism or
prism results because they rely heavily on the shape of
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Figure 2: The formation time (ttorm ), [Fe/H], [Mg/H], [Fe/Mg], and [C/Mg] as a function of velocity dispersion for
the z = 1 — 3 JWST-SUSPENSE quiescent galaxy sample (circles) and for other various measurements at similar
redshifts from the literature. Each point is colored by its spectroscopic redshifts. To guide the eye, we include the
best-fit relations and corresponding confidence intervals in each panel, fit to the z = 1 — 3 data point. In the tform
panel, we instead present two relations, one for z < 1.5 and the other for z > 1.5. For comparison, we also include
the abundances of stacks of quiescent galaxies at z ~ 0 from SDSS (Conroy et al. 2014; Beverage et al. 2023) and
at z ~ 0.7 from LEGA-C (Beverage et al. 2023). At constant o, the SUSPENSE galaxies form earlier and are more

deficient in Fe and C than the z < 0.7 galaxies.

the continuum and are therefore highly susceptible to an
age-metallicity degeneracy. We also exclude abundances
derived from Lick indices because, at these redshifts,
the individual absorption features are faint and easily
contaminated by NIR skylines. We color all points by
their spectroscopic redshifts.

In each panel of Figure 2, we show the results from a
linear regression fit to all available points at z = 1 — 3,
where the shaded confidence intervals are determined by
bootstrap resampling. We fit two relations to the for-
mation times, one at z < 1.7 (light blue) and another
at z > 1.7 (dark blue). During the fitting process, we
set a lower limit of 0.1 dex on the uncertainties of the
elemental abundance, to prevent single high S/N mea-
surements from dominating the fit and to account for
possible systematic uncertainties.

In the top left panel of Figure 2, we find that the for-
mation redshifts of the SUSPENSE galaxies range from
Ztorm = 1.5 t0 9. No clear trends are observed between

o and formation time at z 2 1. However, there is a clear
trend with observed redshift, where typical galaxies at
z 2 1 formed earlier than those at lower redshifts, as
expected. This redshift trend is also evident within the
z 2 1 sample, with the best-fit relation for z > 1.7 being
lower than that for z < 1.7. A similar trend has been
shown by Beverage et al. (2023) and will be discussed
in detail in Section 5.2

In the next panel, we show that quiescent galaxies
at z = 1 — 3 have [Fe/H] ranging from —0.6 to 0.3,
with typical values of —0.22. We find a trend between
o and [Fe/H], with a statistically significant slope (20
certainty). The slope of the line is steeper than what
is found at lower redshifts, and the normalization is
0.16 dex lower. Thus, we confirm earlier results that
quiescent galaxies at z ~ 2 are Fe-deficient (Kriek et al.
2016, 2019; Morishita et al. 2018; Zhuang et al. 2023;
Beverage et al. 2024; Jafariyazani et al. 2024). In the
next panel, we find that [Mg/H] varies from —0.3 to 0.6,
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Figure 3: The abundance patterns of the z = 1 — 3 quiescent galaxies (blue squares). We show the absolute

abundances, [X/H], in the top panel and the abundance ratios, [X/Fe] in the bottom panel, with the solar values
marked with a dashed black line. The thick solid blue line with square markers shows the median abundance pattern
of the z = 1 — 3 quiescent galaxies. For comparison, we include the average abundance patterns of z ~ 0 (red solid line
with circle markers) and z ~ 0.7 (pink solid line with triangle markers) galaxies with the same velocity dispersions
(175 — 275 kms~!). The 2z = 1 — 3 galaxies are significantly deficient in [C/H] and [Fe/H] compared to lower redshift
samples. The SUSPENSE galaxies also have enhanced [a/Fe] (Mg, Si, Ca), which is primarily driven by deficient

[Fe/H].

with a typical value of [Mg/H]= 0.15. Unlike [Fe/H],
the slope of the o—[Mg/H] relation agrees with the re-
sults at z ~ 0 and z ~ 0.7 and the normalization is only
slightly lower (0.07 dex).

In the bottom left panel of Figure 2 we find [Fe/Mg]
ranging from —0.50 to —0.10, with a typical value of
—0.35. The best-fit o-[Fe/Mg]| relation has a negative
slope, in agreement with lower redshift results, however,
the relation is offset to lower [Fe/Mg] by 0.1 dex. This
low [Fe/Mg] is consistent with the other results at sim-
ilar redshifts in this figure (Kriek et al. 2016; Beverage
et al. 2024; Jafariyazani et al. 2020, 2024).

In the bottom right panel, we show [C/Mg]. We high-
light that these are the first measurements of C abun-
dances for a sample of distant quiescent galaxies and
that only one other [C/Mg] measurement at these red-
shifts is available in the literature (Jafariyazani et al.

2020). We find [C/Mg] ranges from —0.55 to —0.05,
with a typical value of —0.3, in good agreement with
Jafariyazani et al. (2020). The best-fit trend with o
is still highly uncertain given that there are only 10 C
measurements at this redshift but it is clear that the
SUSPENSE galaxies have ~ 0.2 dex lower [C/Mg] than
the z ~ 0 and z ~ 0.7 samples (30 certainty). Given
that the average [Mg/H] is similar (to within 0.07 dex)
across the redshift samples, the low [C/Mg] and [Fe/Mg]
are caused by deficiencies in C and Fe.

Next, we present the elemental abundance patterns
of the SUSPENSE galaxies in Figure 3. We show both
the average absolute abundances [X/H] (top panel) and
the abundance ratios ([X/Fe], bottom panel). We only
include elements for which we have at least five con-
strained individual measurements; namely C, Mg, Si,
Ca, Ti, and Cr, and Fe. The small blue squares represent
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Figure 4: [Fe/H], [Mg/H], and [Mg/Fe] as a function of galaxy formation time for massive quiescent galaxies at

z = 0— 3. Data points for the redshift range z = 1 — 3 are color-coded based on their spectroscopic redshift, and their
shapes follow the same legend as Figure 2. The red circles [pink triangles] represent individual quiescent galaxies from
SDSS [LEGA-C] (Zhuang et al. 2023; Beverage et al. 2023). Typical uncertainties for the SDSS and LEGA-C points
are shown in the bottom right of each panel. We remove the first-order dependence on stellar mass by adjusting all
measurements to reflect the abundances at M, = 10! M, (refer to the text for details). We calculate the Pearson
correlation coefficients, including all galaxies at all redshifts, and list the corresponding correlations (r) and p-values in
the top left corner of each panel. Regardless of observed redshift, galaxies that form earlier have lower [Fe/H], slightly
lower [Mg/H], and higher [Mg/Fe], consistent with more rapid formation and efficient quenching at earlier times.

the individual abundances from SUSPENSE, while the
large squares depict the mean of these measurements.
The black error bars are calculated by perturbing the
abundances of each data point based on their uncertain-
ties and then determining the standard deviation of the
resulting mean abundance values. Figure 3 also includes
the abundance patterns of z ~ 0 (red circles) and z ~ 0.7
quiescent galaxies (pink triangles) from Beverage et al.
(2023). These z ~ 0 [z ~ 0.7] results represent the aver-
age of thousands [hundreds] of quiescent galaxies from
the same velocity dispersion range as the SUSPENSE
galaxies (200 — 300 km ~1).

In the top panel of Figure 3, we find that distant qui-
escent galaxies in SUSPENSE have significantly lower
[C/H] and [Fe/H] (> 30 certainty) and slightly lower
[Mg/H] (1.50) than the z < 1 galaxies. Specifically,
[C/H], [Fe/H], and [Mg/H] are lower by 0.25, 0.16, and
0.07 dex, respectively, than at z ~ 0. Therefore, the
[Mg/Fe] enhancement observed in the bottom panel is
primarily driven by a deficiency in Fe. Moving on to the
other elements, we find that Ca has a similar behavior
as Mg, with a mostly constant [Ca/H] across the three
redshift regimes, but with enhanced [Ca/Fe| at higher
redshift. Ti is unique because the absolute abundance
[Ti/H] and abundance ratio [Ti/Fe] increase with in-
creasing redshift. We highlight that high Ti abundances
present a long-standing problem in chemical evolution
modeling (e.g., Kobayashi et al. 2020). [Cr/H] on the

other hand behaves more like Fe and C, with [Cr/H] be-
ing lower at z = 1 — 3. This result is unsurprising given
that Cr is typically considered an Fe-peak element. Si
shows no significant evolution in either [X/H] or [X/Fe].
Thus, Si behaves more similarly to Mg and Ca. How-
ever, the abundance uncertainties on Ti, Si, and Cr are
quite large. We note that these abundance results are
roughly consistent with the only other existing abun-
dance pattern at z 2 0.7, observed in a lensed quiescent
galaxy by Jafariyazani et al. (2020). In Section 5.1, we
explore the implications of these abundance patterns in
the context of chemical enrichment histories.

Finally, in Figure 4, we show [Fe/H], [Mg/H], and
[Mg/Fe] as a function of formation time, as in Zhuang
et al. (2023). In addition to the SUSPENSE sample
(blue circles, colored by spectroscopic redshift), we in-
clude individual results from massive quiescent galax-
ies in the SDSS survey from Zhuang et al. (2023, red
circles) and LEGA-C from Beverage et al. (2023, pink
triangles). In each panel of Figure 4, we remove the
first-order dependence on stellar mass by subtracting
the SDSS M, —abundance relations from Zhuang et al.
(2023) from all galaxies and then scaling them to the
value of the M, —abundance relations at M, = 10! M.
We utilize the Pearson correlation coefficient to assess
the degree of correlation between the parameters in Fig-
ure 4. We include all points in Figure 4 (at all redshifts)
when computing the degree of correlation. The result-
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Figure 5: Stellar metallicity as a function of stellar mass for quiescent galaxies at z = 1—3 in the JWST-SUSPENSE
program (circles) and from various other studies (following the same legend as Figure 2). All points are colored by
their spectroscopic redshifts. The blue line shows the best-fit stellar mass-metallicity relation at z = 1 — 3, measured
from all available measurements at z = 1 — 3. We include the stellar MZR at z ~ 0.7 from Beverage et al. (2023, black
dashed line) and z ~ 0 from Gallazzi et al. (2005, black line and gray shaded region). We also show individual values
from the SDSS sample presented in Zhuang et al. (2023, gray hexagons). The slope of the mass-metallicity relation at
z =1 — 3 is consistent with that at z ~ 0 and z ~ 0.7, but is offset by —0.15 dex.

ing Pearson coefficients and corresponding p-values are
listed in the top left of each panel. Correlations with
p-values p < 0.01 are considered significant.

At fixed stellar mass, the formation time and [Fe/H]
have a significant positive correlation (r = 0.59), with
galaxies forming at earlier times having lower Fe enrich-
ment. [Mg/H] shows a moderate positive correlation
(r = 0.30), with galaxies forming earlier having slightly
lower Mg enrichment. Finally, there is a negative cor-
relation (r = —0.40) between [Mg/Fe] and formation
time, indicating galaxies that form earlier have slightly
higher [Mg/Fe]. These correlations are primarily driven
by the large quantity and dynamic range in t¢op, of 2 ~ 0
abundance measurements and thus agree with the re-
sults presented in Zhuang et al. (2023). Therefore, it

is striking that the correlations found at lower redshifts
are mostly consistent with the z ~ 2 data, in the sense
that the oldest galaxies at z ~ 0 have similar abundance
patterns as those at z ~ 2. In Section 5.2, we discuss the
implications of these results on the assembly of massive
galaxies.

4. THE STELLAR MASS-METALLICITY
RELATION AT z ~ 2

In this section, we present the stellar mass-metallicity
relation of quiescent galaxies at z = 1—3. In Figure 5, we
show the stellar metallicities log (Z/Z¢) of the JWST-
SUSPENSE quiescent galaxies as a function of their stel-
lar mass (circles). We compute these metallicities follow-
ing the calibration log(Z/Zy) = [Fe/H]4+0.94[Mg/Fe]
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from Thomas et al. (2003). As in Figure 2, we include
all existing measurements of stellar metallicities derived
from full-spectrum fitting at z = 1 — 3 derived using the
same full-spectrum fitting method and underlying mod-
els. For comparison, we also include the z ~ 0 MZR
and corresponding 1o scatter from Gallazzi et al. (2005,
black line and gray shaded region). Additionally, we
show individual measurements for a subsample of these
SDSS galaxies from Zhuang et al. (2023, gray hexagons).
The Gallazzi et al. (2005) relation was measured using a
different method than Zhuang et al. (2023), with differ-
ent stellar population models, and assuming a different
solar abundance pattern. Therefore, we calibrate the
Gallazzi et al. (2005) MZR to match the normalization
of the Zhuang et al. (2023) measurements by applying a
shift of +0.16 dex.

We fit a mass-metallicity relation to all available z =
1 — 3 measurements with a linear regression. The confi-
dence intervals are determined by bootstrap resampling.
As before, during the fitting process, we set the lower
limit on the error of the metallicity to 0.1 dex so that
high S/N measurements do not dominate the fit. We
use the same fitting method to re-determine the MZR
at z ~ 0 (red line) and z ~ 0.7 (pink line) for the Zhuang
et al. (2023) and Beverage et al. (2023) samples, respec-
tively. We emphasize again that the individual metal-
licity measurements at z ~ 0 and z ~ 0.7 were made
using the same full-spectrum modeling method as the
z =1— 3 sample.

The best-fit stellar MZRs at each redshift interval
correspond to the following relations:

z=1-3:
M,

log (Z/Zo) = 0271035 log (1011]\/[@

0.06
> +0.12%908
2z~ 0.7:

M,
g (2/72) = 05181 tog (1t ) 02274

z~0:

l0g (2/26) = 0338 1og (i3 ) + 02742

We find the same positive slope (to within error) at
all three redshifts. We note that the slope uncertainty
is highly uncertain at z = 1 — 3 due to the small sample
size and the narrow range of stellar masses. The normal-
ization, however, shows subtle but significant evolution
since z ~ 2, with the MZR increasing by 0.15£0.06 dex
between z ~ 2 and z ~ 0.

The small evolution in the MZR is not surprising given
that it is dominated by the a abundance (70 per cent

by mass) and that we find evolution in [Mg/H] (i.e.,
Figure 3). Even though distant quiescent galaxies are
Fe deficient, Fe-peak elements only contribute 10 per
cent by mass to the total metallicity. Therefore, the
observed offset in the MZR to lower Z/Z, is almost
entirely driven by evolution in Mg abundances. We note
that the evolution of the MZR is slightly higher than
that reported for [Mg/H] in Figure 3 (0.15 vs 0.07 dex).
This difference is solely due to Figure 3 only including
the 9 [Mg/H] measurements from JWST-SUSPENSE,
whereas the MZR measurement uses all [Mg/H] reported
in the literature.

Other studies based on Lick indices instead point to
a redshift-invariant MZR, with galaxies at z ~ 2 hav-
ing super-solar Z, (Lonoce et al. 2015; Onodera et al.
2015). However, these conclusions are based on in-
dividual measurements or a single stacked spectrum,
and therefore they carry large uncertainties. Simi-
larly, Estrada-Carpenter et al. (2019) report a redshift-
invariant MZR, with stellar metallicities derived from
low-resolution spectroscopy. In section 5.4, we compare
these methods and demonstrate that metallicities de-
rived from spectrophotometric fitting primarily reflect
[Fe/H]. Given the Fe deficiencies found in this work, it
is notable that Estrada-Carpenter et al. (2019) find no
evolution in the MZR.

5. DISCUSSION & IMPLICATIONS
5.1. Star-formation timescales

In this work, we present the first abundance pattern
study (including Fe, C, Mg, Si, Ca, Ti) based on a sam-
ple of z > 1 quiescent galaxies. Jafariyazani et al. (2020)
had previously measured an abundance pattern at z ~ 2,
but only for a single lensed system, whereas Beverage
et al. (2024) measured only the Mg and Fe abundances
of a larger sample of quiescent galaxies at z ~ 1.4 and
z ~ 2.1. In this section, we discuss the implication of
multi-element abundance results on the star-formation
histories of distant quiescent galaxies.

A key observation from Figure 3 was that massive
queiscent galaxies at z = 1 — 3 are deficient in Fe and
C, whereas Mg, Si, Ca, and Ti have higher abundances.
When considering the full ISM enrichment over a stellar
population’s lifetime, Fe is forged approximately equally
in CC and SNe Ia, whereas C is enriched approximately
equally by CC SNe and low-mass AGB stars. The other
elements, Mg, Si, Ca, and Ti, are all primarily « el-
ements, produced in CC SNe. These processes enrich
over a diverse set of timescales; exploding massive stars
(CC SNe) eject a elements almost instantaneously af-
ter the commencement of star formation, swiftly incor-
porating them into subsequent stellar generations. Al-
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ternatively, low- to intermediate-mass stars enrich the
ISM on a delayed timescale due to their longer lifespans.
One mechanism is via SNe ITa, which typically eject Fe-
peak elements (e.g., Cr and Fe) only after a time delay
of ~ 0.5 —1 Gyr. The other mechanism is via AGB
stars, which have even shorter delay times than SNe Ia,
enriching primarily C (and N) as early as 50 Myr but
with a typical delay of ~ 250 Myr (e.g., Cristallo et al.
2011, 2015; Maiolino & Mannucci 2019; Johnson et al.
2023). Thus, galaxies that stop forming stars before
significant AGB and SNe Ia contributions have very low
Fe-peak and C+N stellar abundances, but still high «
abundances.

Considering the different enrichment timescales, our
low C and Fe abundance results imply that the SUS-
PENSE galaxies formed most of their stellar mass be-
fore significant AGB and Ia SNe enrichment, corre-
sponding to a timescale of < 0.2 Gyr. Such an ex-
treme star-formation timescale would translate to an
SFR of > 500 Mg, Gyr—!, putting these galaxies among
the most vigorous star-forming galaxies in the Universe
(e.g., Riechers et al. 2013; Decarli et al. 2017; Gullberg
et al. 2019; Liao et al. 2024).

Deriving a more exact star-formation timescale from
galaxy abundance patterns will require detailed chem-
ical evolution modeling, a task we leave for a future
study. Nonetheless, we note that these extreme star-
formation timescales are at odds with the results from
spectrophotometric fitting using the non-parametric
star-formation histories of the SUSPENSE galaxies Slob
et al. (2024). In Sections 5.4 and 5.5 we discuss the im-
plications of these differences.

5.2. The assembly of massive galazies over cosmic time

Our elemental abundance patterns imply that galax-
ies at z ~ 2 on average formed earlier (Section 3)
and over shorter timescales (Section 5.1) compared to
galaxies with similar velocity dispersions at z ~ 0 and
z ~ 0.7. The most straightforward explanation for this
observed increase is that galaxies in the quiescent sam-
ple at z = 1 — 3 are among the earliest quenchers in
the z ~ 0 population; galaxies that form over longer
timescales quench and join the quiescent galaxy popu-
lation at later times. Thus, by z = 0, the SUSPENSE
sample represents only the extreme tail of the t¢yy, dis-
tribution. This explanation is akin to the “progenitor
bias” scenario (i.e., van Dokkum & Franx 2001) used, for
example, to explain the size growth of quiescent galax-
ies over time (e.g., Khochfar & Silk 2006; van Dokkum
et al. 2010; Carollo et al. 2013; Poggianti et al. 2013).

This progenitor bias scenario is reinforced by Figure 4,
where we find a negative correlation between formation

time and [Mg/Fe], irrespective of the observed redshift of
the galaxies. Thus, the evolution in C and Fe is mostly
due to the lower redshift samples naturally including
galaxies with earlier formation times and shorter star-
formation timescales.

A closer look at Figure 4, however, reveals that pro-
genitor bias alone may not be able to explain the obser-
vations. If the z ~ 2 galaxies passively evolve over the
past 10 billion years, without merging or experiencing
late-time star formation, then the trends with formation
time at z ~ 0 and z ~ 2 should exactly overlap at the
earliest epochs. Instead, we find very few SDSS galaxies
at these early formation times and we find that the z ~ 2
samples exhibit slightly lower [Fe/H] and [Mg/H], and
higher [Mg/Fe| than the lower redshift samples. This
offset was first identified by Zhuang et al. (2023) using a
small sample of objects at z = 1—3, and later confirmed
by Beverage et al. (2024) with a larger sample.

One way to explain the lack of chemically extreme
galaxies at z ~ 0 is late-time star formation episodes. If
the star-formation material is pre-enriched with SN Ia
products by previous epochs of star formation, then the
newly formed stars would be younger, more metal-rich,
and more a//Fe enhanced, pushing them along the abun-
dance trends of Figure 4 towards younger ages (later
formation times). Major mergers between galaxies with
different star-formation histories would also shift galax-
ies upward along the formation time sequence. In con-
trast, minor mergers tend to decrease not only [Fe/H]
but also [Mg/H] levels. However, due to aperture effects,
interpreting the impact of minor mergers is more com-
plicated because they are preferentially accreted to the
outskirts of galaxies. Therefore, minor mergers likely
have minimal influence on the observed abundance pat-
terns. Larger sample sizes at z 2 1 and z ~ 0 with
careful consideration of stellar mass completeness is re-
quired to clarify the relative importance of progenitor
bias, mergers, and late-time star formation.

5.3. Galary quenching

A key finding from Figure 4 is galaxies that form at
earlier epochs have lower [Mg/H]. Unlike the correlation
with [Fe/H], this result cannot be explained using star-
formation timescales, because [Mg/H] instead reflects
instantaneous enrichment by CC SNe.

One possible explanation for galaxies with earlier for-
mation times having slightly lower [Mg/H] is that they
expel larger gas reservoirs during the quenching phase.
Beverage et al. (2021) proposed this model to explain a
similar trend in the LEGA-C sample. They used a leaky
box model with exponentially declining inflow rates and
SNe-driven outflows, with analytical solutions from Spi-
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Figure 6: Comparison between PROSPECTOR and alf measurements of the ages (left), metallicities (middle), and
[Fe/H] (right) of the massive quiescent galaxies at z =1 — 3 from JWST-SUSPENSE. The dashed black line shows a
one-to-one relation. The data points are colored by their spectroscopic redshifts. The metallicities from this work are
calculated using the (Thomas et al. 2003) conversion to [Z/H] from [Fe/H] and [Mg/Fe|. The standard deviation of

the points and mean offset are listed in each panel.

toni et al. (2017). In their models, galaxies with smooth
star-formation histories that quench via slow gas deple-
tion end up with high stellar [Mg/H]| by z = 0, regardless
of their star-formation history.

The implementation of rapid gas expulsion after two
e-folding times (akin to AGN-driven feedback), success-
fully keeps the stellar [Mg/H] low. In these models,
galaxies that quenched at higher SFR and thus expel
larger gas reservoirs, have lower [Mg/H] and earlier for-
mation times. Thus, the observed correlation between
[Mg/H] and tgorm, may indicate more efficient gas expul-
sion at higher redshift. These more efficient outflows in
combination with progenitor bias, in turn, can explain
the increase in [Mg/H] and the MZR over cosmic time.

This result, in combination with the extreme SFRs
inferred from the C and Fe deficiencies, is consistent
with quasar-driven quenching resulting from rapid gas
inflows. Indeed, evidence of ejective AGN outflows has
been found in galaxies that rapidly quenched after z ~ 2,
indicated by pronounced blueshifted Na I D and other
ISM absorption lines (e.g., Maltby et al. 2019; Kubo
et al. 2022; Belli et al. 2023; D’Eugenio et al. 2023;
Davies et al. 2024; Park et al. 2024). Future chemical
evolution modeling will help determine the mass-loading
factors and star-formation timescales required to repro-
duce the trends with t¢opm,.

5.4. SPS fitting

In this section, we compare measurements derived
in this work with those obtained using a more stan-
dard stellar population modeling approach, which em-
ploys solar abundance patterns and non-parametric star-
formation histories. Slob et al. (2024) present stellar
population parameters for the SUSPENSE galaxies us-

ing the PROSPECTOR code (Leja et al. 2019a; Johnson
et al. 2021). PROSPECTOR utilizes the the Flexible Stel-
lar Population Synthesis (FSPS; Conroy et al. 2009; Con-
roy & Gunn 2010) library, the MILES spectral library,
and the MIST isochrones, assuming a Chabrier (2003)
IMF. The fitting process incorporates both JWST spec-
troscopy and UltraVISTA DR3 photometry. For more
details, see Slob et al. (2024).

There are a few key differences between this stan-
dard modeling approach and the method used in this
work. Firstly, PROSPECTOR and similar codes, such
as BAGPIPES (Carnall et al. 2018), CIGALE (Burgarella
et al. 2005), and MAGPHYS (da Cunha et al. 2008), as-
sume a solar-scaled abundance pattern (and sometimes
7Z = Zg) and the star-formation history (SFH) is a free
parameter. Secondly, when fitting both the photome-
try and spectra, the code heavily relies on the galaxy
continuum shape and consequently struggles to repro-
duce individual absorption features. In contrast, our
full-spectrum modeling assumes a variable abundance
pattern, a single burst of star formation, and relies solely
on the stellar absorption features.

In Figure 6, we compare our best-fit ages and metal-
licities to those from PROSPECTOR. The points are
colored by their spectroscopic redshift, and the dashed
black lines represent the one-to-one line. The left panel
shows stellar ages, where PROSPECTOR provides mass-
weighted estimates and our full-spectrum fitting gives
SSP-equivalent ages. Despite different assumptions
in star-formation history (extended non-parametric vs.
single age), the two sets of stellar ages agree remark-
ably well. This result may not be surprising, as all of
the galaxies in our sample have been quiescent for at
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least 2 1 Gyr. At these older ages, these stellar pop-
ulations are less susceptible to the outshining problem,
wherein the youngest stars with low M /L dominate the
continuum.

Next, we examine stellar metallicities in the middle
panel of Figure 6, comparing log (Z/Zs). As areminder,
the total metallicities from this work were computed us-
ing a combination of the best-fit [Mg/Fe] and [Fe/H]. We
find poor agreement between our total metallicities and
those from PROSPECTOR, with significant scatter (std
= 0.32 dex) and a systematic offset of 0.41 dex towards
lower values in the PROSPECTOR measurements. When
we compare the PROSPECTOR metallicities instead to
[Fe/H], the systematic offset disappears. However, the
large scatter around the one-to-one line remains. Ad-
ditionally, the uncertainties on the PROSPECTOR mea-
surements are significantly underestimated.

The reason the PROSPECTOR log (Z/Z) aligns bet-
ter with [Fe/H] rather than the total stellar metallicity
is that Mg has less impact on the spectral shape com-
pared to Fe (e.g., Choi et al. 2019; Leja et al. 2019c).
As discussed in Section 4, despite Fe’s significant con-
tribution to the absorption features in galaxies, it con-
tributes only a small fraction to the total metal con-
tent. This effect is even more pronounced in light of
the Fe-deficiencies found for the z = 1 — 3 sample.
The reason that the PROSPECTOR metallicities disagree
with this work and have significantly underestimated un-
certainties is that the photometry and spectra are fit
simultaneously, which means the subtle (but informa-
tive) differences in the absorption features carry little
weight in the fitting and are not well reproduced. Fur-
thermore, the ingredients of stellar population models
still hold their own uncertainties (e.g., implementation
of evolved stellar stages), which can result in template
mismatches. We investigated whether the dust-age-Z
degeneracy drives the scatter in Z measurements but
found no indication that this is the case.

Therefore, caution is needed when interpreting or as-
suming metallicities derived from codes using a solar
abundance pattern and that put large weight into the
shape of the continuum. Such measurements often carry
underestimated uncertainty, and, on average, are more
likely to reflect the Fe abundance, which is a biased in-
dicator of total metallicity.

Finally, we compare the best-fit SFHs from PROSPEC-
TOR to those inferred from the elemental abundances.
The typical star-formation timescales from PROSPEC-
TOR, which we define as (tg4 — t16)?, is 1.2 Gyr, a fac-

2 where t,, corresponds to the age of the universe at which « percent

of the stellar mass has been formed

tor of 6x longer than that predicted by the C and Fe
deficiencies (~200 Myr). These shorter star-formation
timescales have direct implications for the build-up of
massive galaxies, as discussed in the next section.

5.5. The early formation of massive galaxies

The short star-formation timescales inferred from the
abundance patterns may have broader implications for
the formation of massive galaxies in the early universe.
Recently, JWST identified a population of quiescent and
extremely massive galaxies at z 2 3 (Antwi-Danso et al.
2023; de Graaff et al. 2024; Glazebrook et al. 2024; Staw-
inski et al. 2024; Carnall et al. 2024). The SFHs of these
galaxies, derived using PROSPECTOR and similar fitting
codes, indicate that they begin to accumulate their stel-
lar mass at very early epochs (z = 10). It has been sug-
gested that this early stellar mass growth may be in con-
flict with the predictions of ACDM, even when assum-
ing a maximum (100%) baryon-to-star conversion effi-
ciency, highlighting the “impossibly early galaxy prob-
lem” (e.g., Steinhardt et al. 2016).

One way to explain this tension is that the SFHs de-
rived from standard modeling techniques are biased to-
wards more extended SFHs. Most of the non-parametric
SFHs were intentionally designed to include an early
build-up of stellar mass, to solve inconsistencies with
lower redshift galaxy evolution studies (Leja et al.
2019a,b; Carnall et al. 2019, 2024). Therefore, these
models may not apply to the z 2 2 galaxy population.
Carnall et al. (2024) fitted an instantaneous burst of star
formation to three massive quiescent galaxies at z 2 3.
In this test, the best-fit stellar ages were consistent with
the original fits; however, the initial buildup of stellar
mass was delayed. These results show that these early
massive galaxies could be explained within the ACDM
framework by simply shortening the assumed SFHs.

Our elemental abudance results indeed show that
standard stellar population modeling codes overestimate
the duration of the star-forming phase. Thus, assum-
ing that quiescent galaxies at z > 3 will have similarly
short star formation timescales, the early mass buildup
in these massive galaxies may be less problematic than
found by earlier studies. As elemental abundance stud-
ies will be prohibitively difficult at z > 3, our elemental
abundance pattern may help set more informative priors
on the SFHs in stellar population modeling codes.

6. SUMMARY

In this Paper, we present the stellar metallicities and
multi-element abundances (C, Mg, Si, Ca, Ti, Cr, and
Fe) of 15 massive quiescent galaxies at z = 1—3 from the
JWST-SUSPENSE program. The ultradeep (16 hour)
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NIRSpec/MSA spectra were modeled using the custom
full-spectrum fitting code alfa, a Python implementa-
tion of alf (Conroy et al. 2018), which has been made
publicly available.

Compared to the z ~ 0 and z ~ 0.7 population of
massive quiescent galaxies, those at z = 1 — 3 have
—0.25 dex lower [C/H], —0.16 dex lower [Fe/H], and
—0.07 dex lower [Mg/H]. The quiescent MZR at z = 1—3
is also lower by 0.15 dex, but the slope of the rela-
tion remains constant over time. The C and Fe de-
ficiencies indicate that distant quiescent galaxies form
over shorter star-formation timescales than today’s qui-
escent galaxy population, quenching before significant
enrichment by AGB stars and SNe Ia. Such rapid star-
formation timescales (~ 0.2 Gyr) correspond to extreme
star-formation rates of ~ 500 Mo yr—! at z ~ 2 — 10,
putting these galaxies among the most vigorous star-
forming galaxies in the Universe.

We also find correlations between galaxy formation
time and [Fe/H], [Mg/H], and [Mg/Fe], such that galax-
ies that form at earlier times have abundances consis-
tent with shorter star-formation timescales (i.e., higher
[Mg/Fe] and lower [Fe/H]). These trends had previously
been found within the z ~ 0 and z ~ 0.7 populations
(Zhuang et al. 2023; Beverage et al. 2023), however, us-
ing the z = 1 — 3 results, we show that the same trends
extend to higher redshift and earlier formation times.
This result suggests that the observed evolution in [C/H]
and [Fe/H] over cosmic time is driven by lower red-
shift samples naturally including galaxies that formed
over longer timescales. In other words, the z =1 —3
quiescent galaxies represent the extreme tail of today’s
massive quiescent galaxy population. Interestingly, the
z ~ 0 sample lacks the chemically extreme galaxies at
z = 1 — 3, indicating mergers and/or late-time star for-
mation likely contribute to the evolution in the elemen-
tal abundances. Larger sample sizes and careful con-
sideration of completeness are required to clarify this
picture.

Additionally, we confirm the marginal correlation be-
tween [Mg/H] and formation time, suggested by previ-
ous results with smaller sample sizes and larger mea-
surement uncertainties (Zhuang et al. 2023; Beverage
et al. 2024). Given that Mg is a tracer of instantaneous
metal enrichment and not the star-formation timescale,
this marginal trend may imply that galaxies that form
at earlier times expel larger gas reservoirs during the
quenching phase, as suggested previously by Beverage
et al. (2021). Combined with the extreme SFRs in-
ferred from the C and Fe deficiencies, this interpretation
is consistent with quenching by AGN-driven outflows.
In the future, we will use chemical evolution modeling

to measure the mass-loading factors and star-formation
timescales required to reproduce the trends with teopmy.

Next, we compare our stellar ages and metallicities
to results from the spectrophotometric modeling code
PROSPECTOR, which assumes a solar-scaled elemental
abundance pattern and a non-parametric SFH. The stel-
lar ages agree remarkably well, but the stellar metallic-
ities disagree significantly. Furthermore, the PROSPEC-
TOR metallicities carry vastly underestimated uncertain-
ties. However, despite the large scatter, the PROSPEC-
TOR metallicities are in better agreement with [Fe/H],
not the total metal content [Z/H]. We attribute this
result to solar-scaled models being more sensitive to
[Fe/H] because of the strong impact of Fe on the stellar
spectrum. Thus, although Fe only contributes approxi-
mately 10 per cent by mass to the total metal content of
quiescent galaxies, its abundance significantly impacts
the optical stellar spectrum. In light of the observed
Fe deficiencies and underestimated measurement uncer-
tainties, we therefore emphasize caution when interpret-
ing or assuming metallicities from modeling codes that
adopt solar abundance patterns.

Finally, we find that the star-formation timescales in-
dicated by the extreme elemental abundance patterns of
distant quiescent galaxies are significantly shorter than
those predicted by standard spectrophotometric mod-
eling codes. This discrepancy confirms that the SFHs
from these codes may be overly biased towards extended
and early stellar mass buildup when applied to distant
quiescent galaxies (e.g., Carnall et al. 2019; Leja et al.
2019a,b). Addressing this bias could help mitigate the
possible tension with ACDM for quiescent galaxies at
z > 3 (see also Carnall et al. 2024). As elemental abun-
dance measurements become prohibitively challenging
at z > 3, these findings demonstrate how our elemental
abundance patterns can provide more informative priors
on the SFHs in stellar population modeling codes.

In this Paper, we demonstrate the power of JWST
for studying the multi-element abundances of distant
quiescent galaxies. In the future, we will combine this
expanding multi-element dataset at z 2 1 with chem-
ical evolution modeling, to uncover a more detailed
picture of the star-formation histories, quenching, and
assembly of massive quiescent galaxies over cosmic time.

This work is based on observations made with the
NASA/ESA/CSA James Webb Space Telescope. The
data were obtained from the Mikulski Archive for Space
Telescopes at the Space Telescope Science Institute,
which is operated by the Association of Universities
for Research in Astronomy, Inc., under NASA contract
NAS 5-03127 for JWST. These observations are asso-
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grant VI.C.222.047 (project 2010007169). CC acknowl-
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The JWST data presented in this article were ob-
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