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ABSTRACT
We define a new morphology metric called “patchiness” (𝑃) that is sensitive to deviations from the average of a resolved
distribution, does not require the galaxy center to be defined, and can be used on the spatially-resolved distribution of any
galaxy property. While the patchiness metric has a broad range of applications, we demonstrate its utility by investigating
the distribution of dust in the interstellar medium of 310 star-forming galaxies at spectroscopic redshifts 1.36 < 𝑧 < 2.66
observed by the MOSFIRE Deep Evolution Field (MOSDEF) survey. The stellar continuum reddening distribution, derived from
high-resolution multi-waveband CANDELS/3D-HST imaging, is quantified using the patchiness, Gini, and 𝑀20 coefficients.
We find that the reddening maps of high-mass and high-metallicity galaxies, which are dustier on average, tend to exhibit
patchier distributions (high 𝑃) with the reddest components concentrated within a single region (low 𝑀20). Our results support
a picture where dust is uniformly distributed in low-mass galaxies, implying efficient mixing of dust throughout the interstellar
medium. On the other hand, the dust distribution is patchier in high-mass galaxies. Dust is concentrated near regions of active
star formation and dust mixing timescales are expected to be longer in high-mass galaxies, such that the outskirt regions of
these physically larger galaxies remain relatively unenriched. This study presents direct evidence for patchy dust distributions on
scales of a few kpc in high-redshift galaxies, which previously has only been suggested as a possible explanation for the observed
differences between nebular and stellar continuum reddening, SFR indicators, and dust attenuation curves.

Key words: dust, extinction— galaxies: evolution— galaxies: high-redshift— galaxies: ISM—galaxies: structure—methods:
data analysis

1 INTRODUCTION

Galaxy morphology—or the observed structure of galaxies based
on the distribution of their stars, gas, and dust—is an important
tool for understanding how galaxies assemble across cosmic time.

★ Some of the data presented herein were obtained at the W. M. Keck Ob-
servatory, which is operated as a scientific partnership among the California
Institute of Technology, the University of California, and the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration. The Observatory was made possible by
the generous financial support of the W. M. Keck Foundation.
† E-mail: Tara.Fetherolf@gmail.com (TF)
‡ Hubble Fellow

The morphology of a galaxy can most fundamentally be classified
based on its visual structure, as is done when identifying galaxies on
the well-known “Hubble sequence” (Hubble 1926; de Vaucouleurs
1959). While the classification of galaxies has significantly advanced
by crowd sourcing volunteers for visual classification (e.g., Galaxy
Zoo; Lintott et al. 2008, 2011; Kartaltepe et al. 2015) and developing
machine learning algorithms to train computers (e.g., Banerji et al.
2010; Dieleman et al. 2015; Domínguez Sánchez et al. 2018), the
disk-, bulge-, and bar-like structures used in visual classifications of
local galaxies are not typically observed in high-redshift galaxies,
which instead appear clumpy and irregular in shape (e.g., Griffiths
et al. 1994; Dickinson 2000; van den Bergh 2002; Papovich et al.
2005; Shapley 2011; Law et al. 2012; Conselice 2014; Guo et al.
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2015, 2018). However, quantifying the morphology of irregularly
shaped high-redshift galaxies, especially at 𝑧 ∼ 2 when galaxies
were rapidly assembling their stellar mass (see Madau & Dickinson
2014), is a critical step in understanding how they evolve into the
ordered structures that are observed in the local universe.
In this regard, there are also quantitative morphology metrics that

are dependent on the distribution of flux from images at one or two
wavebands rather than visually defined patterned structures, such as
the Sérsic index (Sérsic 1963), bulge-to-disk light ratio (i.e., GALFIT;
Peng et al. 2002, 2010), CAS parameters (i.e., concentration, asym-
metry, and clumpiness; Conselice 2003), Gini coefficient (Abraham
et al. 2003; Lotz et al. 2004), second-order moment of light (i.e.,
𝑀20; Lotz et al. 2004, 2008), internal color dispersion (ICD; Pa-
povich et al. 2005), and MID statistics (multimode, intensity, and
deviation; Freeman et al. 2013). Quantitative metrics may be more
appropriate for defining the morphology of high-redshift galaxies,
but several of these metrics still require a well-defined center for the
galaxy (e.g., Sérsic index, concentration, 𝑀20), which is not trivial
to define for clumpy, irregularly shaped galaxies. Furthermore, since
these metrics were originally designed to be used on resolved images
at only one or two wavebands, they are not necessarily suitable for
probing the distribution of resolved physical properties in galaxies
that are inferred from their multi-wavelength photometry.
The distribution of stellar mass and sites of recent star formation

can be used to investigate the efficiency of star-formation (e.g., Lang
et al. 2014; Jung et al. 2017; Tacchella et al. 2018), the history
of merging galaxies (e.g., Conselice 2003; Lotz et al. 2004, 2008;
Cibinel et al. 2015), and the overall assembly of galaxies (e.g., Wuyts
et al. 2012; Hemmati et al. 2014; Boada et al. 2015). Revealing the
intrinsic properties of stellar populations within galaxies requires
a correction for the obscuring effects of dust, which depends on
the physical properties of the dust grains, the total amount of dust,
and its distribution relative to the stars (e.g., Draine & Lee 1984;
Fitzpatrick &Massa 1986; Calzetti et al. 1994; Charlot & Fall 2000).
Patchy or clumpy dust distributions have been theorized as the cause
behind observed variations in reddening (e.g., Calzetti et al. 1994;
Wild et al. 2011; Price et al. 2014; Reddy et al. 2015, 2018a, 2020)
and SFRs (e.g., Boquien et al. 2009, 2015; Hao et al. 2011; Reddy
et al. 2015; Katsianis et al. 2017; Fetherolf et al. 2021) that are
deduced from different probes, such as UV and H𝛼. Furthermore, the
shape and slope of the dust attenuation curve has been found to vary
with galactic properties both in local and high-redshift galaxies (e.g.,
Reddy et al. 2006, 2010, 2018b; Leja et al. 2017; Salim et al. 2018;
Shivaei et al. 2020), and these variations could also be explained by
differences in their dust distribution.
In this study, we investigate the inferred distribution of dust in the

interstellar medium (ISM) of high-redshift galaxies based on their re-
solved stellar continuum reddening maps (𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars). To achieve
this goal, we define a new general morphology metric, called “patch-
iness,” which is sensitive to deviations that are both above and below
the average of for a given resolved distribution and can be used to
probe any resolved property, such as the flux distribution, stellar pop-
ulation and reddening maps, or spatially resolved emission line mea-
surements. Resolved stellar population and robust reddening maps
are constructed using the high-resolution multi-waveband imaging
from the Cosmic Assembly Near-infrared Deep Extragalctic Legacy
Survey (CANDELS; Grogin et al. 2011; Koekemoer et al. 2011).
We also use spectroscopic redshifts and emission line measurements
from the MOSFIRE Deep Evolution Field (MOSDEF; Kriek et al.
2015) survey to mitigate degeneracies in the resolved SED-fitting,
and to derive globally averaged nebular reddening (𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas) and
gas-phase metallicities. The MOSDEF survey obtained rest-frame

optical spectra for ∼1500 star-forming and AGN galaxies that also
have been observed through CANDELS and the 3D-HST grism sur-
vey (Brammer et al. 2012; Skelton et al. 2014). The legacy of these
data is such that we can probe how the distribution of dust in the ISM
evolves with globally measured properties for a statistically large
sample of 310 galaxies at 1.36 < 𝑧 < 2.66.
The data and sample selection are introduced, and the methodol-

ogy for constructing resolved stellar population and robust reddening
maps is outlined in Section 2. The new morphology metric, deemed
“patchiness,” is defined in Section 3 alongside the Gini and𝑀20 coef-
ficients that are additionally used to probe the distribution of resolved
stellar continuum reddening. Our results are presented in Section 4
with a discussion of how the ISM of high-redshift galaxies evolves
with stellar mass and gas-phase metallicity. Finally, we summarize
our findings in Section 5.
A cosmology that assumes𝐻0 = 70 km s−1Mpc−1,ΩΛ = 0.7, and

Ω𝑚 = 0.3 is used throughout this work. The vacuum wavelengths of
emission lines are used and magnitudes are presented in the AB
system (Oke & Gunn 1983).

2 DATA, SAMPLE SELECTION, AND STELLAR
POPULATION AND REDDENING MAPS

In this section, we present the data, sample selection, and method-
ology for creating resolved stellar population and reddening maps.
We introduce the CANDELS resolved imaging and 3D-HST photo-
metric catalogs in Section 2.1. An overview of the MOSDEF survey
is presented in Section 2.2 and the sample selection is defined in
Section 2.3. In Section 2.4 we outline our methods for processing
the resolved photometry and, finally, our SED fitting assumptions are
listed in Section 2.5.

2.1 CANDELS/3D-HST Photometry

We use HST resolved imaging that was obtained by CANDELS
(Grogin et al. 2011; Koekemoer et al. 2011). Specifically, we use
the HST/ACS and HST/WFC3 instruments to obtain imaging in
the F435W, F606W, F775W, F814W, F850LP, F125W, F140W,
and F160W filters (𝐵435, 𝑉606, 𝑖775, 𝐼814, 𝑧850, 𝐽125, 𝐽𝐻140, and
𝐻160). CANDELS imaging covers ∼900 arcmin2 of the well-studied
AEGIS, COSMOS, GOODS-N, GOODS-S, and UDS extragalac-
tic fields to a 90% completeness at ∼25mag in the 𝐻160 filter. We
use the reprocessed CANDELS imaging that has been made pub-
licly available1 by the 3D-HST grism survey team (Brammer et al.
2012; Skelton et al. 2014; Momcheva et al. 2016). The reprocessed
HST images have been drizzled to a 0.′′06 pixel−1 scale and spatially
smoothed to the 0.′′18 resolution of the 𝐻160 images. We also utilize
the 3D-HST broadband catalog that includes ancillary ground- and
space-based photometry at 0.3 to 0.8 𝜇m covering the CANDELS
extragalactic fields. The 3D-HST v4.0 catalog galaxy IDs are used
throughout this paper.

2.2 MOSDEF Spectroscopy

The MOSDEF survey (Kriek et al. 2015) obtained rest-frame optical
spectra for ∼1500 star-forming galaxies and AGN. Observations for
the MOSDEF survey were taken using the 10-m Keck I telescope
MOSFIRE multi-object spectrograph (McLean et al. 2010, 2012)

1 https://3dhst.research.yale.edu/
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Figure 1. Left: The spectroscopic redshift distribution of the star-forming galaxies in the sample at 1.24 < 𝑧 < 2.66. The white and gray histograms show the
parent (735 galaxies) and final (310 galaxies) samples, respectively. Middle: The H𝛼 SFR versus stellar mass “main-sequence” relationship. The white empty
and gray filled points show the parent and final samples, respectively. H𝛼 emission is corrected for dust based on the Balmer decrement and the Cardelli et al.
(1989) extinction curve. H𝛼 SFRs are calculated assuming a stellar metallicity of 𝑍∗ = 0.2 Z� , a Bruzual & Charlot (2003) stellar population synthesis model,
and a Chabrier (2003) IMF. The Shivaei et al. (2015) SFR–𝑀∗ “main sequence” linear relation that best fits the first two years of MOSDEF data is shown by
the green line. Stacks of the spectra in four bins of stellar mass containing an equal number of objects are shown by the diamond symbols, where the stacks
from the parent and final samples are shown by the large red and small orange diamonds, respectively. The yellow stars show the median H𝛼 SFR and 𝑀∗ of
the four bins in stellar mass for the final sample, with the yellow bars indicating the standard error in the median H𝛼 SFRs. Right: The size versus mass relation
for galaxies in the sample, where the area of each galaxy is measured from the detected regions in the 3D-HST segmentation maps. The colors and symbols are
the same as in the middle panel, except the yellow stars show the median segmentation map areas in four bins of stellar mass and the yellow bars indicate the
standard error in the median sizes. Compared to the parent sample that represents the broader population of galaxies observed as part of the MOSDEF survey,
galaxies in the final sample tend to be marginally biased against low-mass and compact galaxies due to the S/N and resolution requirements enforced by the
multi-filter Voronoi binning technique (see Section 2.4 and Fetherolf et al. 2020).

with the 0.′′7 slit widths in the𝑌 , 𝐽, 𝐻, and 𝐾 bands (𝑅 = 3400, 3000,
3650, and 3600). The CANDELS imaging is used to select targets
for the MOSDEF survey down to a stellar mass limit of ∼109M� ,
corresponding to an 𝐻160-band limit of 24.0, 24.5, and 25.0mag in
three respective redshift bins: 1.37 < 𝑧 < 1.70, 2.09 < 𝑧 < 2.61, and
2.95 < 𝑧 < 3.80 (hereafter, the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5, 𝑧 ∼ 2.3, and 𝑧 ∼ 3.3 sam-
ples). These redshift ranges are selected so that several strong rest-
frame optical emission lines could be observed in the near-IR win-
dows of atmospheric transmission, including: [OII]𝜆3727, 3730, H𝛽,
[OIII]𝜆𝜆4960, 5008, H𝛼, [NII]𝜆𝜆6550, 6585, and [SII]𝜆6718, 6733.
At least one slit star is included on each slit mask for the absolute
flux calibration of the spectra and to correct for slit loss. In this work,
we utilize the spectroscopic redshifts and emission line measure-
ments from the MOSDEF survey, and refer the reader to Kriek et al.
(2015) for more information regarding the observing strategy and
data reduction procedures for the MOSDEF survey.

In order to measure line fluxes, a Gaussian function is fit to each
emission line with an underlying linear fit to the continuum. Double
and triple Gaussians are fit to the [OII]𝜆𝜆3727, 2730 doublet and
H𝛼+[NII]𝜆𝜆6550, 6585 lines, respectively. H𝛼 and H𝛽 emission line
fluxes are corrected for Balmer absorption using the stellar popula-
tionmodel that best fits the observed 3D-HST broadband photometry
(see Section 2.5). To obtain flux errors, the 1D spectra are perturbed
1000 times by their error spectra, line fluxes are remeasured, and
the 1𝜎 errors are assumed to be the 68th-percentile width of the
distribution. The spectroscopic redshift is determined from the ob-
served wavelength of the highest signal-to-noise (S/N) line (typically
H𝛼 or [OIII]𝜆5008). Refer to Kriek et al. (2015) and Reddy et al.
(2015) for more details on the emission line flux measurements for
the MOSDEF survey.

2.3 Sample Selection

Galaxies with robust spectroscopic redshifts and coverage of H𝛼
and H𝛽 emission lines are included in the sample. Robust spec-
troscopic measurements are based on at least two strong emission
features with a S/N ≥ 2. AGNs are identified and removed from
the sample using their X-ray luminosities, optical emission line ra-
tios (log ( [NII/H𝛼]) > −0.3), and and/or mid-IR luminosities (Coil
et al. 2015; Azadi et al. 2017, 2018; Leung et al. 2019). These cri-
teria produce a parent sample of 735 galaxies at 1.24 < 𝑧 < 2.66.
Additional S/N and resolution constraints are applied to the pho-
tometry using the multi-filter Voronoi binning technique outlined by
Fetherolf et al. (2020) in order to obtain robust dust reddening maps
(also see Section 2.4), resulting in a final sample of 310 star-forming
galaxies at 1.36 < 𝑧 < 2.66.
Figure 1 shows the spectroscopic redshift distribution, SFR–𝑀∗,

and size–𝑀∗ relations for the galaxies in the parent (white histogram
and empty points) and final samples (gray histogram and filled gray
points). The solid green line shows the Shivaei et al. (2015) main
sequence relationship derived from the first two years of data from
the MOSDEF survey. Sizes of galaxies are defined by their segmen-
tation map surface area (see Section 2.4). The objects in the samples
are equally divided into four bins of stellar mass and the spectra are
stacked using specline2 (Shivaei et al. 2018). The red diamonds
show the stacked H𝛼 SFR measurements for the binned parent (large
red diamonds) and final (small orange diamonds) samples and the
yellow stars show the median bins of the individual measurements
for galaxies in the final sample, with the yellow bars indicating the
standard error in the median H𝛼 SFRs. The distribution of the out-

2 https://github.com/IreneShivaei/specline/
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Figure 2. Examples of the stellar population and reddening maps for two example galaxies in our sample from each redshift bin. The left panels show UDS25642
(𝑧 = 1.42) and the right panels show GOODS-N 12345 (𝑧 = 2.27). The individual panels for a single galaxy show the distribution of 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars (top left),
stellar population age (top right), SFR surface density (bottom left), and stellar mass surface density (bottom right). The average 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars and stellar ages
weighted by the Voronoi bin areas are shown by the values inside the top left and top right panels, respectively. The total log SFR and total log stellar mass from
all of the Voronoi bins are shown by the values inside the bottom left and bottom right panels, respectively. The gray regions indicate low S/N “outskirt” regions
that are not used in the analysis.

lying empty white points and the 0.33 dex difference between the
stacked points of the lowest mass bin between the two samples sug-
gests that the final sample is marginally biased against low-mass and
low-SFR galaxies relative to the galaxies in the parent sample. These
galaxies tend to be compact and/or faint such that they do not have
sufficient S/N that is necessary for reliably measuring spatially re-
solved fluxes across several filters, as is required by the multi-filter
Voronoi binning technique that is described in Section 2.4 (also see
Fetherolf et al. 2020). Separating the center and right panels of Fig-
ure 1 by the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 and 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 samples reveals the evolution of
the SFR–𝑀∗ and size–𝑀∗ relationships (e.g., Madau & Dickinson
2014), but otherwise there are no significant differences between the
two sub-samples.

2.4 Resolved Photometry

The methodology for constructing stellar population and robust red-
dening maps is briefly outlined here, but we refer the reader to
Fetherolf et al. (2020) for more detail. Individual galaxies in the
sample are separated into sub-images that are 80 × 80 pixels in size
(4.′′8×4.′′8, or approximately 40 × 40 kpc at 𝑧 ∼ 2), which corre-
sponds to approximately 40 × 40 kpc at 𝑧 ∼ 2. Pixels that are not
associated with the central galaxy in each sub-image are masked us-
ing the noise equalized 𝐽125+ 𝐽𝐻140+𝐻160 Source Extractor (Bertin
& Arnouts 1996) segmentation map provided by the 3D-HST survey
team (Skelton et al. 2014).
In order to group low S/N pixels and avoid correlated signal be-

tween individual pixels, the pixels associated with the galaxy are
binned using an adaptive Voronoi binning technique (Cappellari &
Copin 2003) that has been modified (see Fetherolf et al. 2020) to

incorporate the S/N distribution of multiple filters with resolved
imaging. Fetherolf et al. (2020) found that additionally considering
the S/N distribution of filters at shorter wavelengths, which typically
have lower S/N compared to the 𝐻160 filter, resulted in better con-
strained resolved SEDs compared to using the 𝐻160 S/N distribution
alone. In particular, the estimated 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars is better constrained
when more than one filter is required to reach a certain S/N thresh-
old for each Voronoi bin, which also helps reduce the degeneracy
between the SED-measured stellar population ages and dust attenu-
ation. To ensure robust resolved stellar population fits, Voronoi bins
are required to satisfy a S/N ≥ 5 in at least 5 filters with resolved
imaging. Bins that do not satisfy this requirement are deemed as
“outskirt” bins and are not included in the analysis.
The counts from the pixels that make up an individual Voronoi bin

are summed and converted to an AB magnitude. Magnitude errors
are measured similarly by summing the noise in quadrature from the
corresponding RMSmaps. A minimummagnitude error of 0.05mag
is adopted to prevent any single photometric point from driving the
best-fit resolved SED. The resolved CANDELS photometry is ad-
ditionally supplemented with unresolved Spitzer/IRAC photometry
(3.6 𝜇m, 4.5 𝜇m, 5.8 𝜇m, and 8.0 𝜇m; Skelton et al. 2014) in order
to constrain stellar masses and stellar population ages. In order to
incorporate the Spitzer/IRAC photometry into the resolved photom-
etry, a constant 𝐻160–IRAC3 color is assumed by dividing the total

3 Fetherolf et al. (2020) showed that constraining the 𝐻160–IRAC does not
unduly influence the degeneracy between stellar population ages and attenu-
ation within galaxies.

MNRAS 000, 1–24 (2022)
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IRAC fluxes by the 𝐻160 flux within each Voronoi bin (see Fetherolf
et al. 2020).

2.5 SED Fitting

SED-derived 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars, stellar population ages, SFRs, and stellar
masses are computed for both the galaxy as a whole from the unre-
solved 3D-HST broadband photometry,4 and for individual Voronoi
bins.The best-fit Bruzual & Charlot (2003) stellar population syn-
thesis model is determined using 𝜒2 minimization relative to the
photometry (see Reddy et al. 2012). A Chabrier (2003) initial mass
function (IMF) and constant SFHs are assumed. Stellar ages are
permitted to vary between 50Myr and the age of the Universe at the
spectroscopic redshift of the galaxy.5 Sub-solarmetallicities (0.2 Z�)
and an SMC extinction curve (Fitzpatrick & Massa 1990; Gordon
et al. 2003) are assumed and reddening is allowed to range between
0.0 ≤ 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars ≤ 0.4.6 Examples of the resultant stellar popu-
lation and reddening maps are shown for UDS 25642 (𝑧 = 1.42) and
GOODS-N 12345 (𝑧 = 2.27) in Figure 2. The number in the top left
corner of each panel shows the average 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars, average stellar
population age, total summed SFR, and total summed stellar mass
obtained from the Voronoi bins. The low S/N “outskirt” components
that are not used throughout this analysis are indicated by the gray
regions in each panel.
Measuring resolved SED parameter errors can be computationally

expensive for a large number of Voronoi bins and galaxies. There-
fore, a subset of 50 galaxies that have a range of stellar population
parameters that are representative of the larger sample are selected
to obtain typical SED parameter errors. The measured unresolved
and resolved photometric fluxes are perturbed by their errors and
refit 100 times. The 68 models with the lowest 𝜒2 are used to obtain
the 1𝜎 uncertainties in the SED properties derived from the unre-
solved photometry and individual Voronoi bins. The average SED
parameter errors of the Voronoi bins for an individual galaxy are
obtained by taking the average of the individual Voronoi bin param-
eter errors (summed in quadrature) within the galaxy. Finally, the
typical resolved SED parameter errors are obtained by taking the av-
erage of the parameter errors determined from the 50 galaxies in the

4 The results do not significantly change when alternatively using SED pa-
rameters derived from the integrated Voronoi bin fluxes.
5 Reddy et al. (2012) found that if stellar ages are restricted to being older than
the typical dynamical timescale, then either constant SFHs or exponentially
rising SFHs best reproduce the SFRs of 𝑧 ∼ 2 galaxies compared to other
tracers such as IR+UV. Alternatively assuming exponentially rising SFHs
results in stellar population ages that are on average ∼30% older than those
determinedwhen assuming constant SFHs (Reddy et al. 2012). For our sample
we find that the SED-derived SFRs measured when assuming exponentially
rising and declining SFHs are typically within 0.03 dex (higher and lower,
respectively) of those measured when assuming constant SFHs, which is
within the typical uncertainty of the SED-derived SFRs (0.05 dex).
6 Assuming an SMC extinction curve Fitzpatrick & Massa (1990); Gordon
et al. (2003) and sub-solar metallicities, opposed to a Calzetti et al. (2000)
attenuation curve and solar metallicities, does not affect the relative order of
mass measurements (Reddy et al. 2018a). The reddening of the observed rest-
frame 𝐵 − 𝑉 colors can be reproduced by a combination of the 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )
and attenuation curve. The same range of observed rest-frame 𝐵 − 𝑉 colors
can be reproduced using either a steep attenuation curve and an 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )
with a small dynamic range (such as SMC and 0.0 ≤ 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars ≤ 0.4)
or a shallow attenuation curve and an 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 ) with a larger dynamic
range (such as Calzetti and 0.0 ≤ 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars ≤ 0.6). Therefore, the
results presented here would not significantly change if a Calzetti et al. (2000)
attenuation curve and solar metallicities were alternatively assumed.

subsample. The typical unresolved SED parameter errors are 0.01
in 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars, 0.20 dex in log stellar population age, 0.05 dex in
log SFR, and 0.16 dex in log stellar mass. The typical resolved SED
parameter errors based on the individual Voronoi bins are 0.03 in
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars, 0.21 dex in log stellar population age, 0.16 dex in log
SFR, and 0.10 dex in log stellar mass.

3 MORPHOLOGY METRICS

Studying the structure of galaxies at high-redshifts is key towards
understanding how galaxies build their stellar mass. Commonly
used metrics for quantifying galactic structure include Sérsic surface
brightness profiles (Sérsic 1963), light concentration, asymmetry,
clumpiness (CAS; Conselice 2003), Gini coefficient, second-order
moment of light (Gini-𝑀20; Abraham et al. 2003; Lotz et al. 2004),
and internal color dispersion (ICD; Papovich et al. 2003). All of these
measures either require a well-defined centroid, are based on one- to
two-filter photometry, or focus exclusively on the brightest parts of
the light distribution. Alternatively, we aim to quantify structure in a
way that is not dependent on a centroid—especially considering that
galaxies at progressively higher redshifts have increasingly irregu-
lar structure such that a “center” may not be clearly defined (e.g.,
Griffiths et al. 1994; Dickinson 2000; van den Bergh 2002; Papovich
et al. 2005; Shapley 2011; Law et al. 2012; Conselice 2014; Guo
et al. 2015, 2018).
In Section 3.1 we introduce “patchiness” (𝑃) as a newmorphology

metric, which quantifies the dispersion of light (or any resolved prop-
erty) and is sensitive to both faint and bright regions of light without
requiring a defined center. The definitions and choice of the Gini (𝐺)
and 𝑀20 coefficients to be used alongside patchiness are explained
in Section 3.2. Finally, while the these morphology metrics could be
used on any SED parameters, we have chosen in this paper to focus
on how 𝑃, 𝐺, and 𝑀20 is applied to the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution,
which is specifically described in Section 3.3.

3.1 The Patchiness Metric

Patchiness, 𝑃, is defined using a Bayesian maximum likelihood tech-
nique (for a recent review of Bayes’ Theorem, see Sharma 2017) that
measures the Gaussian probability that every individual resolved el-
ement, 𝑋𝑖 , equals the weighted average of the distribution, 𝑋w. Since
the stellar population and dust maps that we are using do not have
equally sized bins, we choose to weight each resolved element (i.e.,
Voronoi bin) by their area.7 The weighted average for a Voronoi bin
distribution is defined by

𝑋w =

∑𝑁Vbins
𝑖=1 𝑛pix,𝑖 𝑋𝑖∑𝑁Vbins
𝑖=1 𝑛pix,𝑖

, (1)

where 𝑁Vbins is the number of Voroni bins within a single galaxy
and 𝑛pix is the number of pixels contained within each Voronoi bin.
Note that the denominator of Equation 1 is simply the total area of (or
number of pixels contained within) the galaxy. Patchiness is used to
quantify the resolved distribution of some parameter within a single
galaxy and is defined by

𝑃 = − ln
{
𝑁Vbins∏
𝑖=1

1
√
2𝜋𝜎𝑖

exp

[
− (𝑋𝑖 − 𝑋w)2

2𝜎2
𝑖

] }
, (2)

7 Alternatively weighting by either the 𝐻160 flux or log stellar mass of
individual Voronoi bins does not significantly affect our results.
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Figure 3. Reddening maps of eight example galaxies that span the 𝑃, 𝐺, and 𝑀20 parameter space. The average 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars across each galaxy and the
maximum 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars of the resolved components are listed in the top left corner of each panel. Left: Patchiness generally probes the dispersion of the
resolved 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 ) maps such that 𝑃 is sensitive to both the bluest (low 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )) and reddest (high 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )) regions relative to the average reddening.
Gini, on the other hand, is only sensitive to the resolved components that are relatively high in reddening compared to the global average. Right: Similar to Gini,
𝑀20 also probes the reddest regions in the 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 ) maps, but 𝑀20 is also sensitive to the spatial distribution of the reddest regions. Lower 𝑀20 suggests that
the reddest regions are contained within a single region of the galaxy, whereas higher 𝑀20 indicates that the reddest areas are distributed across several spatially
separated regions.

where 𝑋𝑖 is the value of a single resolved element (Voronoi bins,
in this case), 𝑋w is the weighted (or non-weighted) average of the
distribution, and𝜎𝑖 is the parameter uncertainty within each resolved
element. The patchiness metric is defined such that the measured 𝑃
value will be low when the resolved elements equal the weighted
average (high likelihood) and 𝑃will be highwhen there are deviations
from the average (low likelihood). For the resolved distributions
probed in this study, the range of 𝑃 spans several orders ofmagnitude.
In order to show log 𝑃 in the figures, all calculated 𝑃 values are offset
by a constant such that 𝑃min = 1.
The patchiness metric is unique compared to other traditional mor-

phologymetrics in that it does not require a defined centroid or radius,
it is sensitive to below average outliers in addition to deviations above
themean, and it is insensitive to properties with large dynamic ranges
(e.g., stellar mass) or values that approach zero (e.g., 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)).
Patchiness is most comparable to the ICD (Papovich et al. 2003),
which measures the dispersion of light between the resolved imaging
obtained in two different filters for a given galaxy. However, patch-
iness can be directly applied to any resolved property—including
those derived from resolved SED fitting, which incorporates the flux
distribution in several photometric bands.
It is important to note that the patchiness metric (and other quan-

titative metrics) should only be used to compare the relative patchi-
ness of resolved distributions for galaxies that make up a uniformly
defined and analyzed sample. The calculated values of patchiness
will vary depending on how the resolved distribution is defined,
such as the choice of binning and the method for defining which re-
solved elements are included in the morphology analysis for a single
galaxy. An in-depth analysis of the patchiness metric is presented
in Appendix A using the resolved SED-derived 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars, stel-

lar population ages, SFRs, and stellar masses. Our conclusions from
Appendix A are summarized briefly as follows. 1) Galaxies that are
patchier in one resolved SED-derived property are more likely to be
patchier in other resolved SED-derived properties, possibly due to
dependencies between SED-derived parameters. 2) The ICD is most
significantly correlated with the patchiness of the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars dis-
tribution compared to other SED-derived properties. 3) Patchiness
is significantly correlated with the Gini coefficient (also see Sec-
tion 3.2). 4) Caution should be taken when measuring the patchiness
on a pixel-by-pixel scale due to correlated signal between neighbor-
ing pixels and stochastic measurements from pixels with low S/N.
5) Patchiness values should only be compared between galaxies at
similar redshifts, as the patchiness values are not preserved due to sur-
face brightness dimming. Inconsistencies between quantified galaxy
structure when measured across a range of redshifts is a common is-
sue with nonparametric morphology indicators (e.g., Giavalisco et al.
1996; Conselice 2003, 2014; Lisker 2008) and, thus, is not unique to
the performance of the patchiness metric. For this reason, the subse-
quent analyses are separated by the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 and 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 redshift bins.
6) Patchiness is not biased towards higher values for galaxies with
more resolved elements, but galaxies with more resolved elements
may be intrinsically patchier for some resolved properties (such as
stellar mass).
Finally, it is important to emphasize that the morphology of galax-

ies can be best understoodwhen several morphologymetrics are used
together. In the present study, we choose to pair patchiness with the
Gini and 𝑀20 coefficients, which are sensitive to the resolved ele-
ments with the highest measured values or inferred quantities (e.g.,
brightest or highest mass regions). Morphology metrics that are sen-
sitive to outliers with specific characteristics in a resolved distribution
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Figure 4.Gini of the 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars distributions versus 〈𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars 〉 for
the 126 galaxies in the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 sample (left) and 184 galaxies in the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3
sample (right). The yellow stars show the average𝐺 and 〈𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars 〉 in
four bins of 〈𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars 〉 for the galaxies in each redshift sample, with the
yellow bars indicating the standard error in the average 𝐺 values. The dark
and light green shaded regions highlight where the average 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars
is less than 0.05 and 0.10mag, respectively. The Spearman rank correlation
coefficient and its significance is listed in the top right corner of each panel.We
observe a wide range of Gini values at low average 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars, suggesting
that the observed correlation is not purely driven by an artificially boosted
Gini when 〈𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars 〉 is nearly zero.

(i.e., high flux or high mass), such as Gini and 𝑀20, complement the
patchiness metric, which is sensitive to any type of outlier (high or
low) in a resolved distribution.

3.2 The Gini Coefficient and 𝑀20
The Gini coefficient is most well-known from economics, where it is
used to measure the distribution of wealth in a population. Abraham
et al. (2003) adapted theGini coefficient tomeasure the concentration
of light within galaxies based on their resolved imaging. After sorting
the resolved measurements from lowest to highest flux, the Gini
coefficient is calculated by

𝐺 =
1

|𝑋w |𝑛(𝑛 − 1)

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

(2𝑖 − 𝑛 − 1) |𝑋𝑖 |, (3)

where 𝑋𝑖 is the flux within an individual resolved element (i.e.,
Voronoi bin), 𝑛 is the total number of resolved elements, and 𝑋w is
the weighted average of the resolved distribution. If all 𝑛 resolved
elements have an equal amount of flux, then 𝐺 = 0. Conversely, if
a single resolved element has all of the flux, then 𝐺 = 1. While a
high Gini value implies a high concentration of flux, the flux is not
necessarily concentrated in a single region since there is no spatial
information in the metric.
Lotz et al. (2004) introduced the 𝑀20 parameter, which is the

normalized second-order moment of the 20% brightest regions in
a galaxy. The center of the brightest region is defined at (𝑥𝑐 , 𝑦𝑐),
which is determined by minimizing the total second-order moment.
The total second-order moment, 𝑀tot is defined by

𝑀tot =
∑︁
𝑖

𝑀𝑖 =

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑋𝑖 [(𝑥𝑖 − 𝑥𝑐)2 + (𝑦𝑖 − 𝑦𝑐)2], (4)

where (𝑥𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖) is the location of each resolved element and 𝑋𝑖 is the
flux of each resolved element. The 𝑋𝑖 fluxes are then ordered from

highest to lowest flux and 𝑀20 is defined as

𝑀20 = log
(∑

𝑀𝑖

𝑀tot

)
, while

∑︁
𝑖

𝑋𝑖 < 0.2𝑋tot, (5)

where only the brightest 20% of resolved elements are included. Like
the Gini coefficient, 𝑀20 is also a measure of the concentration of
light, but includes spatial information of the brightest regions. Low
𝑀20 values (typically negative) indicate that the brightest regions are
more significantly grouped within a single region of the galaxy. As
𝑀20 increases (less negative and towards zero), the brightest regions
tend to be more spatially spread across several clusters of light.
The 𝐺 and 𝑀20 coefficients complement each other in that 𝐺

identifies galaxies where there exists regions of high brightness com-
pared to the average, and 𝑀20 identifies the spatial distribution of
the brightest regions. Together, the𝐺 and 𝑀20 coefficients have been
used to characterize the morphologies of galaxies (Förster Schreiber
et al. 2011; Wuyts et al. 2012; Lee et al. 2018), classify galaxies
into traditional Hubble types (Lotz et al. 2004, 2008; Boada et al.
2015), and identify merging galaxies (Lotz et al. 2008; Boada et al.
2015). However, a critical assessment of theGini coefficient byLisker
(2008) found that the Gini coefficient significantly depends on the
S/N of resolved elements and the radius used to determine the inclu-
sion of pixels when calculating 𝐺. Therefore, 𝐺 measurements and
Gini-defined classification schemes (e.g., Lotz et al. 2008) cannot be
directly compared between studies with differing methodologies or
sample characteristics. The same can be said for 𝑃, which is why we
emphasize in Section 3.1 that 𝑃 should only be used to compare the
patchiness of resolved distributions for galaxies in uniformly defined
and analyzed samples at similar redshifts (also see Appendix A). An
in-depth comparison between 𝑃 and the 𝐺 and 𝑀20 coefficients is
discussed in Appendix A, where we find that 𝑃 is significantly cor-
related with 𝐺 in all resolved SED-derived properties for galaxies in
our sample.

3.3 Quantifying the Spatial Distribution of 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars

Typically 𝐺 and 𝑀20 are used to quantify the concentration of light
at a single wavelength (e.g., Lotz et al. 2004, 2008; Förster Schreiber
et al. 2011). However, Wuyts et al. (2012) emphasized the im-
portance of studying multi-color morphologies using 𝐺 and 𝑀20
by calculating these metrics on the resolved stellar mass distri-
bution for the first time. We further extend the usage of 𝐺 and
𝑀20 by quantifying the concentration of the reddest Voronoi bins
(𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars,bin > 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉) in the resolved reddening
maps. In the analysis that follows, we pair the concentration of the
reddest regions probed by 𝐺 and 𝑀20 with the patchiness, 𝑃, of the
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution. The 𝐺, 𝑀20, and 𝑃 values are calculated
using the equations defined in Section 3.1 and Section 3.2, where
𝑋𝑖 is the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars of an individual Voronoi bin, 𝑋w is the av-
erage 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars (〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉) of the Voronoi bins weighted
by their sizes, and 𝜎𝑖 is the uncertainty in the resolved 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars
('0.03mag; see Section 2.5). Uncertainties in 𝑃, 𝐺, and 𝑀20 are
determined by perturbing the entire resolved distribution by the un-
certainties of the resolved elements and remeasuring 𝑃, 𝐺, and 𝑀20
100 times. The 1𝜎 uncertainty is set to be the range of the 68 pertur-
bations that are closest to the originally measured morphology value.
Examples of the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars maps ordered by their 𝑃 values are
shown in Appendix B.
The revised interpretation for measuring 𝑃, 𝐺, and 𝑀20 on the

𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution requires redefining “bright” regions as the
reddest regions in the distribution, or the Voronoi bins with the high-
est 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars. A high 𝐺 then indicates the presence of regions
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with red (high) inferred 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars relative to 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉, and
a low 𝐺 implies a more uniform distribution of reddening between
regions that are close to the average value. The spatial continuity
of the reddest (highest 20% 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars) regions is quantified by
𝑀20, where a low 𝑀20 indicates that the reddest regions tend to be
concentrated within a single clump and a high 𝑀20 indicates that
the reddest regions occur in several clumps that are spatially sepa-
rated across the galaxy. Figure 3 shows examples of the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars
maps for eight galaxies that span the parameter space between 𝑃, 𝐺,
and 𝑀20. It can be seen that the galaxies in the top panels (high 𝐺)
exhibit larger differences between 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 and the reddest
region (maximum resolved 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars) compared to the galax-
ies shown in the bottom panels (low 𝐺). Patchiness, on the other
hand, more generally probes the dispersion of a resolved distribution
and, thus, is sensitive to both the reddest and bluest regions in the
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars maps (see examples of 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars ordered by 𝑃 in
Appendix B). Furthermore, from the right set of panels in Figure 3 it
can be seen that the reddest regions (highest resolved 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars)
are distributed generally within a single region for the galaxies shown
in the left sub-panels (low 𝑀20), but are spatially spread across the
galaxies shown in the right sub-panels (high 𝑀20).
A complication when calculating 𝐺 on the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distri-

bution is that 𝐺 may be artificially high or unphysical (𝐺 > 1)
as 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 approaches zero (consistent with no dust red-
dening inferred from the best-fit SEDs). Therefore, we raise cau-
tion when using 𝐺 on any resolved distribution where the aver-
age could be near zero, such as the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution. The
relationship between the 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 and 𝐺 calculated on the
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution for galaxies in the sample is shown in Fig-
ure 4 and is separated by the two redshift bins. The regions where
〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 ≤ 0.05 and ≤0.10mag are shaded in green. While
galaxies with low 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 typically tend to have high𝐺, there
are also individual galaxies within the green shaded regions that have
relatively low 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 and low or average 𝐺 such that 𝐺 is
not necessarily artificially boosted when 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 is nearly
zero. On the high 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 end, there is a similar effect where
low 𝐺 values are caused by the maximum 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars of 0.40mag
allowed in the SED models (see Section 2.5). If the galaxy is very
red on average (high 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉), then the “reddest” regions will
not appear as significant outliers in the resolved distribution. Refer-
ring to Figure 3, the example reddening maps show that galaxies
with low 𝐺 (bottom panels) tend to be redder on average (higher
〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉) than those with higher 𝐺 (top panels). These limi-
tations of 𝐺 on the resolved 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution highlight the
importance of pairing 𝐺 with a morphology metric that is not ex-
clusively sensitive towards the highest or lowest values in a resolved
distribution—such as the patchiness metric, 𝑃. Furthermore, while
𝑃 and 𝐺 are generally positively correlated (see Appendix A), the
examples shown in the left set of sub-panels of Figure 3 demonstrate
how 𝑃 and 𝐺 can be used together to further quantify differences
in the morphology of galaxies. For example, GOODS-S 33036 (top
left sub-panel) shows how a single outlier can drive 𝐺 higher while
the global distribution remains generally smooth with low 𝑃. There-
fore, 𝐺 can still be used to probe the concentration of dust reddening
as long as the contribution of 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 is considered when
interpreting trends with 𝐺.

4 DUST REDDENING DISTRIBUTION

Our analysis showing the morphology metrics calculated on the
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution compared to the total stellar mass and

globally averaged gas-phase metallicity are discussed in Section 4.1
and Section 4.2, respectively. We then place these results in the con-
text of a physical interpretation for how the dust distribution evolves
throughout the ISM of high-redshift galaxies in Section 4.3.

4.1 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉) vs. Stellar Mass

Mass is a fundamental parameter of galaxies. Connections between
the stellar mass of a galaxy and its other physical properties, such as
their SFR (e.g., Noeske et al. 2007; Daddi et al. 2007; Pannella et al.
2009; Wuyts et al. 2011; Reddy et al. 2012; Whitaker et al. 2012,
2014; Shivaei et al. 2015), gas-phase oxygen abundance (Tremonti
et al. 2004; Erb et al. 2006; Kewley & Ellison 2008; Mannucci et al.
2010; Andrews & Martini 2013; Sanders et al. 2015, 2018, 2021),
and dust content (e.g., Pannella et al. 2009; Yoshikawa et al. 2010;
Price et al. 2014; Hemmati et al. 2015; Reddy et al. 2006, 2010,
2015; Nelson et al. 2016; Tacchella et al. 2018; Shivaei et al. 2020),
give clues to the processes that drive the evolution of galaxies. Un-
derstanding the distribution of dust is also critical for inferring the
bolometric output from the underlying stellar populations. Therefore,
in this section we investigate how the dust distribution, as inferred
by the 𝑃, 𝐺, and 𝑀20 morphology metrics measured on the re-
solved 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars maps, varies as a function of the total stellar
mass for galaxies at 𝑧 ∼ 2. Total stellar masses are derived from
the SEDs that best fit the integrated 3D-HST photometry (see Sec-
tion 2.5). Examples of the reddening maps for the lowest and highest
mass galaxies in our 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 and 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 samples are shown in
Figure 5, with the log stellar mass of each galaxy listed in the bot-
tom right corner of each panel. The highest mass galaxies in both
redshift samples tend to exhibit more complicated 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars dis-
tributions, whereas the low-mass galaxies exhibit more uniform and
generally bluer 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distributions (see further discussion in
Section 4.3).
In addition to using the morphology metrics on the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars

distribution, the global 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars derived from the integrated
3D-HST photometry (see Section 2.5) and the global 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas
are also incorporated into this analysis. Balmer decrements (H𝛼/H𝛽)
measured for each galaxy by the MOSDEF survey (see Section 2.2)
are used to calculate the globally averaged 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas, where a
Cardelli et al. (1989) galactic extinction curve is assumed.8 Typi-
cal ISM conditions with 𝑇 = 10000K, 𝑛𝑒 = 102 cm−3, and Case
B recombination are assumed. Zero dust extinction is assumed for
galaxies with H𝛼/H𝛽 < 2.86 (Osterbrock 1989). If H𝛼 or H𝛽 is
not detected with a S/N ≥ 3, then individual measurements for
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas are represented by their 3𝜎 upper limit.
Figure 6 shows all measures of 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉) versus stellar mass for

the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 (top panels) and 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 (bottom panels) samples.
Each top row of panels shows the unresolved globally averaged
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas (panel a), 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars (panel b), and difference be-
tween 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas and 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars (panel c) versus stellar mass.
Each bottom row of panels show the 𝑃 (panel d),𝐺 (panel e), and𝑀20
(panel f) morphology metrics calculated on the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars dis-
tribution versus stellar mass. Stacked measurements of 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas
in four bins of stellar mass containing an equal number of objects
from the parent (large red diamonds) and final (small orange dia-
monds) samples are also shown (see Section 2.3). The Spearman

8 Reddy et al. (2020) found that the shape of the nebular dust attenuation
curve derived directly from the MOSDEF sample is similar in shape at rest-
frame optical wavelengths to the Cardelli et al. (1989) Galactic extinction
curve.
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Figure 5. Examples of the 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars maps for galaxies in the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 (top) and 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 (bottom) samples. The top and bottom rows of each panel section
show the galaxies with the lowest and highest masses, respectively, from each redshift sample. The log(𝑀∗/𝑀�) of each galaxy is shown in the bottom right
corner of each panel. The dash-dotted gray lines show the placement of the MOSFIRE spectroscopic slit.

rank correlation coefficient (𝜌𝑠) is calculated from the individual
measurements—not including those with upper or lower limits—
and its significance is shown in the top left corner of each panel.
Throughout our analysis we consider >2𝜎 significance as statisti-
cally significant given that there is a >95% confidence of rejecting
the null hypothesis.

In agreement with previous studies, we find that 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas
(panel a), 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars (panel b), and the difference between
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas and 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars (panel c) are significantly correlated
with stellar mass (e.g., Yoshikawa et al. 2010; Price et al. 2014; Hem-
mati et al. 2015; Reddy et al. 2015; Nelson et al. 2016; Tacchella
et al. 2018). The relationship between 𝑃 and stellar mass (panel d)
shows that low-mass galaxies tend to have smoother 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars
distributions while high-mass galaxies exhibit generally patchier dust
reddening distributions, but with a higher dispersion in 𝑃 between

galaxies of similar mass (see left panel of Figure 7). The 𝐺 of the
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution anti-correlates with stellar mass (panel e).
An anti-correlation between 𝐺 and stellar mass implies that the red-
dest regions in low-mass galaxies are significant outliers relative to
〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 and the reddest regions in high-mass galaxies are
comparable to 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 (see Section 3.3). Since high-mass
galaxies are known to be typically dustier than low-mass galaxies,
their reddest regions are not significant outliers compared to the
average reddening and, thus, it is expected that they would exhibit
lower Gini 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distributions (see Section 3.3). Finally, the
high-mass galaxies in the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 sample tend to have lower 𝑀20
values than low-mass 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 galaxies (top panel f). Low 𝑀20 values
indicates that the reddest regions are generally concentrated within
a single region in high-mass 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 galaxies. There is no correla-
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Figure 6. Relationships between stellar mass and several probes of dust reddening for the 126 galaxies in the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 sample (top) and 184 galaxies in the
𝑧 ∼ 2.3 sample (bottom). Top row of sub-panels: Globally averaged 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 ) derived from the unresolved data. Balmer decrements (H𝛼/H𝛽) measured from
the MOSDEF survey are used to calculate 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )gas assuming a Cardelli et al. (1989) galactic extinction curve. The light blue triangles show upper limits
on 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )gas. Stacks of the spectra in four bins of stellar mass containing an equal number of objects are shown by the diamond symbols, where the stacks
from the parent and final samples are shown by the large red and small orange diamonds, respectively. The globally averaged 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars is inferred from
the integrated 3D-HST photometry. The yellow stars show the median y-axis values and median 𝑀∗ in four bins of stellar mass containing an equal number of
objects, with the yellow bars indicating the standard error in the median y-axis values. The Spearman rank correlation coefficient and its significance is listed in
the top left corner of each panel. Bottom row of sub-panels: The 𝑃,𝐺, and 𝑀20 morphology metrics calculated on the 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars distribution derived from
the resolved SED fitting.
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Figure 7. Dispersion in the 𝑃 calculated on the 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars distribution
versus stellar mass (left) and O3N2 metallicity (right). The points indicate
four bins in stellar mass or metallicity, each containing an equal number
of objects. The systematic offset in 𝑃 dispersion between the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 and
𝑧 ∼ 2.3 samples is either due to the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 galaxies having overall more
variation in their 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars maps at similar masses (see Figure 5) or
their higher resolution (i.e., more Voronoi bins) compared to galaxies in the
𝑧 ∼ 2.3 sample (see Figure A6).

tion observed between 𝑀20 and stellar mass for the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 sample
(bottom panel f).
We further investigate the significance of the relationship between

𝑃 measured on the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution versus stellar mass
(Figure 6d) by performing an independent t-test. The 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 and
𝑧 ∼ 2.3 samples are each split into a low- and high-mass bin with
an equal number of galaxies. The independent t-test on the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5
sample shows that there is a significant difference in the 𝑃 measured
between low- and high-mass galaxies (𝑝 < 0.05),whereas the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3
sample shows a marginal difference in the 𝑃 measured between low-
and high-mass galaxies (𝑝 < 0.1). In extension to the discussion
throughout Appendix A, we also further investigate how 𝑃 of the
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution may be correlated with the number of
Voronoi bins and the sizes of the galaxies in our sample. We find
that the 𝑃 of the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution for the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 sample is
positively correlated with both the number of Voronoi bins and the
size of the galaxies at 3.5𝜎 and 2.4𝜎, respectively. However, the 𝑧 ∼
2.3 sample shows that 𝑃 on the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution is inversely
correlated with the number of Voronoi bins to 4.0𝜎 significance,
such that galaxies with fewer Voronoi bins tend to have patchier
dust distributions. Furthermore, 𝑃 measured on the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars
distribution is not significantly correlated with the size of the galaxy
(1.6𝜎) in the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 sample. Since galaxies with more Voronoi bins
do not necessarily exhibit patchier dust distributions, we reiterate that
patchiness is not biased by the number of Voronoi bins in a galaxy
and instead the trend between 𝑃 and 𝑀∗ is driven by the physical
conditions in the ISM (also see examples in Appendix B).
It is expected that galaxies with centrally-peaked radial dust pro-

files would exhibit lower𝑀20 since the reddest regions are defined as
being located within a single region. Several studies have observed
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars and 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas to be centrally peaked in 𝑧 ∼ 2 galax-
ies, with some evidence for steeper radial gradients as stellar mass
increases (e.g. Nelson et al. 2013, 2016; Hemmati et al. 2015; Tac-
chella et al. 2018). These observations are in agreement with our

findings of lower 𝑀20 in the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 high-mass galaxies (Figure 6f
top panel). Tacchella et al. (2018) also found that several galaxies
in their sample of 10 star-forming galaxies at 𝑧 ∼ 2 (𝑀∗ ∼ 1010–
1011.4M�) exhibited secondary local maxima in their radial atten-
uation profiles while the stacked profile showed a mostly smooth
gradient. Secondary non-central peaks in the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribu-
tion would cause generally higher 𝑃 and, if the secondary peaks are
within the 20% reddest regions, higher𝑀20 values.We find examples
of galaxies with both types of 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distributions with high
𝑃 on the high-mass end of the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 sample. For example, COS-
MOS 19753 (top right sub-panel of Figure 3) has high 𝑀20 (several
red clumps) and AEGIS 10494 (left of the bottom right panel of Fig-
ure 5) has low 𝑀20 (single red clump). Therefore, a mix of galaxies
with a single central peak and those with additional off-center peaks
in their radial dust attenuation profiles could explain both patchier
dust distributions in high-mass galaxies and the flat correlation be-
tween stellar mass and 𝑀20 observed in the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 sample (bottom
panels d and f in Figure 6f). Alternatively, it is possible that galaxies
in the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 sample are not sufficiently resolved (see Appendix A)
to robustly probe the shape of the radial dust attenuation profile.
While high Gini could indicate steeper radial gradients, the reddest
regions probed by the Gini coefficient do not necessarily need to be
grouped within a single region (e.g., the center). Furthermore, when
Gini is measured on the dust reddening, high Gini values can be
attributed to 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 being nearly zero (see Figure 4), which
could drive the significance of the relationship between Gini and
stellar mass.
While patchiness is a newly-derived morphology metric, we show

in Appendix A that 𝑃 calculated on the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution
is significantly correlated with ICD (Papovich et al. 2003). Boada
et al. (2015) found that higher mass galaxies (up to 𝑀∗ = 1011M�)
at 𝑧 ∼ 2 tend to have higher ICD, which is comparable with our
findings that the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution tends to be patchier in
higher mass galaxies (Figure 6d). Several studies have suggested that
patchy dust distributions could explain observed differences between
nebular and stellar continuum reddening (e.g., Calzetti et al. 1994;
Wild et al. 2011; Price et al. 2014; Reddy et al. 2015, 2018a, 2020)
and SFR indicators (e.g., Boquien et al. 2009, 2015; Hao et al. 2011;
Reddy et al. 2015; Katsianis et al. 2017; Fetherolf et al. 2021). Our
observation of high-mass galaxies exhibiting patchier stellar contin-
uum dust reddening distributions (Figure 6d) and larger differences
between their globally averaged nebular and stellar continuum red-
dening (Figure 6c) further suggests a connection between patchy
dust distributions and the differences between the stellar continuum
and nebular reddening. However, we find no correlation between
the 𝑃 of the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution and the difference between
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas and 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars, which suggests that other processes
may also be contributing to the observed differences between stellar
continuum and nebular reddening.

4.2 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉) vs. Metallicity

There exists a well-known relationship between stellar mass and gas-
phase oxygen abundance, hereafter referred to as the “metallicity”
(e.g., Tremonti et al. 2004). There is also a known correlation be-
tween dust and metals (e.g., Dwek 1998; Jenkins 2009; Reddy et al.
2010; Mattsson et al. 2014; Rémy-Ruyer et al. 2014; Shivaei et al.
2017; De Vis et al. 2019; Shapley et al. 2020; Galliano et al. 2021).
Therefore, it is reasonable to expect that the morphology metrics
that probe the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution may correlate with metal-
licity. In this section we show how 𝑃, 𝐺, and 𝑀20 calculated on the
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution vary as a function of metallicity.
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Figure 8. Same as Figure 6, except showing the relationship between metallicity and various probes of dust reddening for a subset of 104 galaxies from the
𝑧 ∼ 1.5 sample (top) and 158 galaxies from the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 sample (bottom). Gas-phase oxygen abundances are obtained by assuming the Pettini & Pagel (2004)
calibrations for the O3N2 indicator. The left- and right-facing light blue triangles show lower and upper limits on the metallicities, respectively. Alternatively
using the N2 metallicity indicator produces results that are statistically consistent with those from the O3N2 indicator. Stacks of the spectra in two bins of 𝑃,𝐺,
or 𝑀20 containing an equal number of objects are shown by the small orange diamond symbols in panels d–f.
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Gas-phase metallicities are based on the [NII]𝜆6585, H𝛼,
[OIII]𝜆5008, and H𝛽 emission line measurements from the
MOSDEF survey (see Section 2.2). The empirical calibra-
tions from Pettini & Pagel (2004) are assumed to ob-
tain gas-phase oxygen abundances (12+log(O/H)) based on the
log{([OIII]𝜆5008/H𝛽)/([NII]𝜆6585/H𝛼)} (O3N2) indicator.9 Since
these ratios include lines that are close in wavelength, the lines are
not corrected for dust obscuration. If [NII]𝜆6585 and/or H𝛽 is not
detected with a S/N ≥ 3, then an upper limit on the metallicity is
assumed. If [OIII]𝜆5008 and/or H𝛼 is not detected with a S/N ≥ 3,
then a lower limit on the metallicity is assumed. Any other combi-
nation of lines that are not detected with a S/N ≥ 3 is not useful
for obtaining gas-phase metallicities. Based on these restrictions, we
obtained gas-phase metallicities for 262 galaxies, with 128 of those
galaxies having either upper or lower limits on their metallicities.
Metallicities with upper or lower limits on their measurements are
not included when determining the Spearman rank correlation coef-
ficient and its significance and the results do not change significantly
when all measurements are included.
Figure 8 shows all measures of 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉) (similar to Figure 6) ver-

sus O3N2 metallicity, split by the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 (top panels) and 𝑧 ∼ 2.3
(bottom panels) samples. The orange diamonds in panels d–f show
the metallicities measured from the spectra that were stacked in two
bins of each morphology metric (𝑃,𝐺, and 𝑀20). Most significantly,
we find that higher metallicity galaxies in the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 sample tend
to be overall dustier with higher 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas and 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars (top
panels a and b). The correlation between metallicity and globally
averaged dust reddening is consistent with the known connection be-
tween dust and metals (e.g., Dwek 1998; Jenkins 2009; Reddy et al.
2010; Mattsson et al. 2014; Rémy-Ruyer et al. 2014; Shivaei et al.
2017; De Vis et al. 2019; Shapley et al. 2020; Galliano et al. 2021).
The correlation between metallicity and 𝑀20 (top panel f) suggests
that high-metallicity galaxies at 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 exhibit centrally-peaked ra-
dial dust profiles (see Section 4.3), similar to galaxies with higher
masses (Nelson et al. 2016). There is no significant correlation be-
tween metallicity and 𝑃 (panel d), but the dispersion in 𝑃 is higher
in 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 high-metallicity galaxies (right panel of Figure 7). This
suggests that low-metallicity galaxies have comparable 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars
distributions while there is more variety in the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distri-
butions of high-metallicity galaxies, in that the distribution can be
either smooth or patchy.
For the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 sample, we find that high-metallicity galaxies

tend to have higher 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars relative to low-metallicity galaxies
(bottom panel b). On the other hand, unlike the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 sample,
we find no significant trend between 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas and metallicity for
the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 sample (bottom panel a). The lack of correlation be-
tween metallicity and 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas in the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 sample, such that
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas is typically the average of the sample (

〈
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas

〉
= 0.31mag) at any metallicity, may be related to why the difference
between 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars and 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas is uncorrelated with metal-
licity (bottom panel c). Shivaei et al. (2020) suggested that a larger
difference between 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars and 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas observed in low-
metallicity galaxies may be attributed to patchier dust distributions.
However, we do not observe a correlation between 𝑃 measured on
the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution and metallicity for galaxies in either
the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 or 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 samples (panel d). It is possible that the metal-
rich gas may follow a similar distribution to the dust that reddens
the stellar continuum (as probed by 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars) across the ISM,

9 Using the N2 indicator produces results that are statistically consistent with
those using the O3N2 indicator.

but the global enrichment of the galaxy is not directly connected to
the dust reddening towards the most massive stars that have recently
formed (as probed by 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas). Due to the significant relation-
ship between 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars and metallicity, lower metallicity 𝑧 ∼ 2.3
galaxies also tend to show higher𝐺 on the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution
(bottom panel e; also see Figure 4). Finally, there is no significant cor-
relation between the concentration of the reddest regions, as probed
by 𝑀20, and the global metallicity for the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 sample, which is
similar to what is found between 𝑀20 and stellar mass (Figure 6f).

4.3 Physical Interpretation of the Observed Trends

Here we present a possible physical interpretation for how the dust
distribution evolves in 𝑧 ∼ 2 galaxies based on the relationships
observed among nebular reddening, stellar continuum reddening,
stellar mass, and metallicity. Specifically, our results suggest that the
dust distribution in high-redshift galaxies tends to transition from
smooth to patchy with increasing stellar mass. While there exists a
well-known relationship between the stellar mass and metallicity of
galaxies (e.g., Tremonti et al. 2004; Erb et al. 2006; Kewley&Ellison
2008; Mannucci et al. 2010; Andrews &Martini 2013; Sanders et al.
2015, 2018, 2021), we showed in Section 4.2 that the distribution of
dust as probed by 𝑃, 𝐺, and 𝑀20 in the resolved 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars maps
is not significantly connected with the global metal enrichment of
the ISM compared to the total stellar mass. We observed a signif-
icant correlation between metallicity and the average 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars
(panel b in Figure 8), but there are marginal to null relationships
between metallicity and 𝑃, 𝐺, and 𝑀20 (panels d–f in Figure 8).
These findings are consistent with previous studies that have found
radialmetallicity profiles in 𝑧 ∼ 2 galaxies that are generally flat for a
wide range of stellar masses (𝑀∗ ∼ 107–1011M�; Jones et al. 2015;
Leethochawalit et al. 2016; Wuyts et al. 2016; Wang et al. 2019;
Simons et al. 2021). Radial dust profiles, on the other hand, tend to
be centrally peaked in massive 𝑧 ∼ 2 galaxies (𝑀∗ ∼ 109–1011M�;
Nelson et al. 2013, 2016; Hemmati et al. 2015; Tacchella et al. 2018).
Therefore, while higher metallicity galaxies are dustier on average,
the actual spatial distribution of dust is not necessarily correlated
with the global metallicity of the galaxy. Instead, we propose that
the mechanisms responsible for distributing dust throughout the ISM
of high-redshift galaxies are more fundamentally connected to the
stellar mass of these galaxies. In the following discussion, we focus
on describing how the distribution of dust tends to change with stel-
lar mass by referencing Figure 9. The corresponding interpretation
with metallicity is mentioned when relevant. The characteristics of
the dust distribution in low- and high-mass galaxies are described
separately, then we summarize how galaxies may transition from a
smooth to patchy dust distribution as they increase in stellar mass. In
the subsequent discussion, we use a threshold of 1010M� to define
low- and high-mass galaxies.
A schematic example for low-mass galaxies is shown on the left

side of Figure 9. Low-mass galaxies are observed to exhibit lower
globally-averaged 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas and 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars that are approxi-
mately equal to each other (panels a–c in Figure 6), indicating that
low-mass galaxies (and similarly low-metallicity galaxies) have low
dust content. Low-mass galaxies tend to have lower measures of
𝑃 on their 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distributions (panel d in Figure 6), which
implies that the distribution of dust is typically smooth in these
galaxies (as depicted by the large yellow circle in Figure 9; also
see Figure 5).10 Furthermore, both low-mass and low-metallicity

10 Low 𝑃 is not caused by having fewer Voronoi bins (see Appendix A) or
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Low M∗ High M∗

SF Regions

Diffuse ISM

Enriched ISM

Recently Formed
SF Regions

Enriched
SF Regions

Unenriched ISM

Figure 9. Illustration demonstrating dust production within star-forming regions that spreads radially outwards from each star-forming region and enriches
the ISM as galaxies increase in stellar mass. Yellow regions represent the unenriched ISM, small orange circles designate star-forming regions that become
redder as dust is produced through stellar evolutionary processes (AGB stars, supernovae, etc.), and large orange circles show the enriched ISM caused by dust
radially spreading from star-forming regions to the nearby ISM. The radially expanding dust (large orange circles) may overlap such that the dust would appear
concentrated within a single continuous clump. The dustiest region is illustrated as being off-center to emphasize that the observer-defined center of a given
galaxy is not necessarily the geometric center. Dust mixing timescales may be faster in low-mass galaxies due to their physically smaller sizes compared to
high-mass galaxies, but note that the size–𝑀∗ relation is not explicitly shown in this illustration.

galaxies exhibit similar degrees of patchiness in their 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars
distributions (i.e, low dispersion; see Figure 7). The higher 𝐺 in
low-mass galaxies is likely boosted by there being very little dust
overall (〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 ≈ 0; see Figure 4), but localized regions
with higher 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars compared to the global average may ex-
ist (Figure 6e). The higher 𝑀20 values (Figure 6f) indicate that the
highest 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars regions are not concentrated within a single
area in low-mass galaxies (as depicted by the small orange circles
in Figure 9). The localized regions with higher 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars likely
correspond to sites of recent star formation,11 but the distribution of
star formation as probed by the SED-derived SFR maps is still ob-
served to be generally smooth in low-mass galaxies (see Figure 10).
These results are consistent with a picture in which dust distributes
throughout low-mass galaxies on a short timescale (<100Myr), such
that there is a generally negligible difference between the observed
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars and𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gasmeasured globally across these galax-
ies (Figure 6c).
The right side of Figure 9 shows a schematic for high-mass galax-

ies. While 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas is observed to be higher than 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars
in high-mass galaxies, both 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas and 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars are high
when compared to values typical of low-mass galaxies (panels a–c
in Figure 6; e.g., Yoshikawa et al. 2010; Price et al. 2014; Hemmati
et al. 2015; Reddy et al. 2015; Nelson et al. 2016; Tacchella et al.

low S/N components. Low S/N Voronoi bins are not included in the analysis
(see Section 2.4).
11 Confirmation that the regions with higher 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars (small orange
circles in Figure 9) correspond to sites of recent star formation would re-
quire resolved nebular emission line maps (i.e., resolved 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )gas maps),
which are not available for individual galaxies in our sample. The 3D-HST
resolved emission line maps have been used to study the distribution of recent
star formation and dust in stacks of several galaxies (e.g., Wuyts et al. 2013;
Nelson et al. 2013, 2016), but the S/N of the emission-line map elements are
not typically sufficient for performing a comparative analysis on the distribu-
tion of the stellar continuum and nebular emission in individual galaxies at
high redshifts.

2018; Shivaei et al. 2020). These trends suggest that while high-
mass galaxies (and similarly high-metallicity galaxies) are generally
dustier than low-mass galaxies (medium-sized orange circles), the
regions that formed stars most recently are dustier than that which
is typical of the ISM across the galaxy (small dark orange circles;
Figure 6c). There is a wide dispersion in the patchiness of high-mass
galaxies and high-metallicity 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 galaxies (Figure 7), but on
average the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distributions of high-mass galaxies tend to
be patchier than those of low-mass galaxies and they have lower 𝐺
(panels d–e in Figure 6). Since 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 is redder in high-mass
and high-metallicity galaxies, the reddest regions are not sufficiently
significant outliers to drive𝐺 to higher values (see Figure 4).𝐺 is also
not sensitive to the bluest regions in the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution, by
definition (Equation 3). Therefore, a high 𝑃 and low 𝐺 in high-mass
galaxies indicates that there are several low 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars outliers
that are driving 𝑃 to higher values (yellow regions near edges).
Lastly, the dustiest regions are generally concentrated within a sin-
gle clump (overlapping orange regions) given the lower 𝑀20 values
in the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distributions of high-mass and high-metallicity
galaxies in the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 sample. The centers of the reddest regions,
defined by (𝑥𝑐 , 𝑦𝑐) from Section 3.2, are typically within 1 kpc of the
center of the sub-images (i.e., observed center; see Section 2.4) and
are at most 4.5 kpc from the center. It then follows that the interpreta-
tion of low 𝑀20, which indicates a single dusty region in the ISM of
𝑧 ∼ 1.5 high-mass and high-metallicity galaxies, is consistent with
observations of centrally-peaked radial dust profiles in these galaxies
(e.g., Nelson et al. 2013, 2016; Hemmati et al. 2015; Tacchella et al.
2018).
The lack of centrally-concentrated dust reddening (probed by𝑀20)

in 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 high-mass galaxies could be explained by spatially inde-
pendent young star-forming regions or there being insufficient time
for the dust to diffuse throughout the ISM in these physically large
galaxies. The possibility of spatially independent young star-forming
regions in high-mass galaxies is further supported by a correlation
between 𝑃 of the SED-derived resolved SFR and stellar mass (Fig-
ure 10), which is more significant for galaxies in the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 sample
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Figure 10. Patchiness of the SED-derived SFR distributions versus stellar
mass for the 126 galaxies in the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 sample (left) and 184 galaxies in
the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 sample (right). The yellow stars show the average 𝑃 and stellar
mass in four bins of stellar mass for the galaxies in each redshift sample, with
the yellow bars indicating the standard error in the average 𝑃 values. The
Spearman rank correlation coefficient and its significance is listed in the top
left corner of each panel.

(3.4𝜎) than the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 sample (2.3𝜎). Alternatively, the total amount
of dust increases throughout the diffuse ISM in high-mass galaxies,
but mixes throughout the ISM on longer timescales than that of low-
mass galaxies due to the physically larger sizes of high-mass galaxies
(see right panel of Figure 1 and Figure 6d). Otherwise, the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3
galaxies may not be sufficiently resolved to robustly probe the dy-
namic range of 𝑃 and 𝑀20 since the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 galaxies have fewer
resolved components (i.e., Voronoi bins) than the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 galaxies in
this study (see Appendix A).
The distribution of dust has traditionally been approximated by ei-

ther a uniform dust screen or a two-component dust model (Calzetti
et al. 1994; Charlot & Fall 2000) with higher optical depths towards
the youngest star-forming regions, which causes 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas to be
systematically larger than 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars (Calzetti et al. 2000). Patchy
dust distributions have also been invoked in order to explain both the
observed differences between stellar continuum and nebular redden-
ing, andUV andH𝛼 SFR indicators (e.g.,Wild et al. 2011; Price et al.
2014; Boquien et al. 2015; Reddy et al. 2015). Our results suggest that
low-mass galaxies have a generally diffuse and uniform distribution
of dust throughout their ISM, with only minor deviations towards
higher opacities in localized regions. Recent star-formation activity
may be distributed uniformly throughout low-mass galaxies, thus re-
sulting in a smooth distribution of dust through stellar evolutionary
processes. Furthermore, several simulation studies have suggested
that dust mixes nearly instantaneously (∼few tens of Myr) between
the cold and warm ISM (e.g., McKee 1989; Tielens 1998; Peters
et al. 2017). Therefore, efficient dust mixing in spatially small (i.e.,
low-mass) galaxies could explain their relatively smooth distribu-
tions as indicated in the dust reddening maps. As galaxies increase in
stellar mass through in-situ star formation, they will produce signifi-
cantly more dust and have physically larger sizes than their low-mass
counterparts. We suggest that regions closest to sites of dust produc-
tion (star-forming regions) within high-mass galaxies will become
enriched first, while the remainder of the ISM becomes enriched on
longer timescales. Meanwhile, a centrally-peaked concentration of
dust can form in high-mass galaxies (𝑧 ∼ 1.5 sample) if star-forming

regions are closely spaced or if star-formation activity is generally
higher in the centers of high-mass galaxies.
The observed variations in the dust distribution has implications

for the selection of an appropriate dust attenuation curve, especially
considering that the shape of the dust attenuation curve has been
observed to vary with galaxy properties (e.g., Reddy et al. 2006,
2010, 2018b; Leja et al. 2017; Salim et al. 2018; Shivaei et al.
2020). Therefore, assuming a single attenuation curve shape for all
high-redshift galaxies may not be appropriate. Since the highest mass
galaxies tend to exhibit patchier dust distributions, their starlight may
more appropriately be corrected for dust obscuration by assuming a
grayer dust attenuation curve (e.g., Calzetti et al. 2000). On the
other hand, a steeper SMC-like dust attenuation curve (Fitzpatrick
& Massa 1990; Gordon et al. 2003) may be more appropriate for
low-mass galaxies with smoother dust distributions. Investigating the
distribution of dust in galaxies using a sample that is split between
different attenuation curve assumptions would require a further in-
depth investigation with a larger sample size given that comparative
morphology metrics—such as 𝑃, 𝐺, and 𝑀20—are best applied to
uniformly defined samples (see Section 3 and Appendix A).
To summarize, as depicted by Figure 9, we suggest that the evolu-

tion of the dust distribution in the ISM is correlated with stellar mass
and possibly the physical size of the galaxy. Low-mass galaxies ex-
hibit smooth dust distributions, possibly due to uniformly distributed
star-formation activity and short dust mixing timescales in these gen-
erally compact galaxies.Meanwhile, high-mass galaxies tend to show
more complex dust distributions on average (but with higher disper-
sion) compared to low-mass galaxies, perhaps due to their physically
larger sizes and longer dust mixing timescales. Galaxy simulations
that include the effects of dust propagation through the ISM should
help to quantify the dust mixing timescales for galaxies of different
masses. Finally, we defer a discussion about how the ISM dust dis-
tribution evolves across cosmic time to a future work with a larger
sample across redshift bins given that the trends observed in Sec-
tion 4.1 and Section 4.2 are generally statistically consistent between
our 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 and 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 redshift samples.

5 SUMMARY

We investigated the inferred distribution of dust for a sample of 310
star-forming galaxies from the MOSDEF survey at spectroscopic
redshifts 1.36 < 𝑧 < 2.66. Using a new morphology metric called
patchiness (𝑃), the Gini coefficient (𝐺), and second-order moment of
light (𝑀20), we quantified robust dust reddening maps that were con-
structed from CANDELS/3D-HST high-resolution imaging. Glob-
ally averaged 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)gas, 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars, and gas-phase metallicity
(O3N2) were also used to help build a physical interpretation for
the evolution of the distribution of dust throughout the ISM of high-
redshift galaxies. We found that the total amount of dust is correlated
both with stellar mass and metallicity, but the distribution of dust (as
probed by 𝑃,𝐺, and 𝑀20) is more significantly connected to the stel-
lar mass (Figure 6) of a galaxy than its globally-averaged gas-phase
metallicity (Figure 8).
The patchiness metric (𝑃; Equation 2) is sensitive to both the high

and low outliers of a distribution. Low-mass galaxies tend to exhibit
low 𝑃 in their 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distributions, indicating that the dust is
uniformly distributed throughout their ISM. Meanwhile, high-mass
galaxies are more likely to exhibit patchy 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distributions
(with a large dispersion in 𝑃). High-mass galaxies have both ex-
tremely dusty star-forming regions and regions that are sufficiently
far from sites of young star formation that are not enriched to the
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same extent, possibly due to the physically larger size of high-mass
galaxies. The progression of higher to lower 𝑀20 values (Equa-
tion 5) in the dust distribution of the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 sample suggests that
the dustiest regions in low-mass galaxies exist in several isolated
clumps, which then become more centrally concentrated as galaxies
increase in stellar mass and metallicity. The resolved 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars
distribution also exhibits high 𝐺 in low-mass and low-metallicity
galaxies, which is attributed to sites of star formation that enhance
the dust reddening in a few isolated regions relative to the gener-
ally low 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 of the ISM. However, 𝐺 is systematically
higher at 〈𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars〉 by definition (Equation 3). Therefore, these
localized regions of higher dust opacities are, in fact, insignificant
compared to the global 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution such that the dust
distribution remains smooth overall. Since the Gini coefficient is only
sensitive to values that are above the average of a distribution, 𝐺 on
the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution becomes less sensitive as galaxies be-
come dustier at higher stellar masses and metallicities (Section 3.3
and Figure 4).
Overall, we propose that the dust formed through stellar evolution-

ary processes is mixed efficiently throughout the ISM of low-mass
galaxies due to either uniformly distributed star-formation activity
or their compact sizes. High-mass galaxies, on the other hand, have
longer dust mixing timescales possibly due to their physically larger
sizes. High-mass galaxies also produce significantly more dust than
low-mass galaxies such that only the regions closest to the sites of
dust production (star-forming regions) become enriched on short
timescales. An illustration of the transition between a smooth to a
more complex dust distribution as galaxies increase in stellar mass
is shown in Figure 9.
As sample sizes increase with the advent of statistically large

resolved imaging surveys, galaxy morphology measurements must
move away from visual classification and more towards quantitative
metrics. We showed that using patchiness, Gini, and 𝑀20 together
was critical towards painting a complete picture of the resolved struc-
tures within galaxies. In particular, higher patchiness values were
driven by the bluest regions in the dust reddening distribution of
high-mass galaxies, thus emphasizing that void-like or darker re-
gions within galaxies could reveal valuable information about galaxy
structure. Resolved observations of high-redshift galaxies have also
revealed that galaxy structure is increasingly irregular, which brings
into question how the center of these galaxies should be definedwhen
quantifying structure radially. Increasing the sample of high-redshift
galaxies with resolved imaging and spectroscopy will further build
upon the results of this paper, such as those that will be obtained
using NIRCam and NIRSpec on the James Webb Space Telescope
for galaxies out to 𝑧 ∼ 6. These observations will further enable the
construction of high-resolution stellar population, reddening, and
emission line maps for high-redshift galaxies—such as spatially re-
solved Balmer decrements—and will reveal how galaxies assemble
and evolve across cosmic time.
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APPENDIX A: ANALYSIS OF THE PATCHINESS METRIC

In Section 3.1, we defined a morphology measure that is sensitive
to both faint and bright regions within galaxies, called “patchiness”
(Equation 2). In this appendix, an in-depth analysis of the patch-
iness metric, 𝑃, is presented using the patchiness calculated from
the resolved 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars, stellar population age, SFR, and stellar
mass maps. This analysis of the patchiness metric includes: observed
correlations between the calculated 𝑃 of all resolved SED-derived
properties; a comparison between 𝑃 and the ICD (Papovich et al.
2003), Gini (Abraham et al. 2003; Lotz et al. 2004), and 𝑀20 (Lotz
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Figure A1. Relationships between 𝑃 calculated from the resolved SED-derived 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars, stellar population ages, SFRs, and stellar masses for the
310 galaxies in our sample. The yellow stars show the median 𝑃 values in three equally sized bins that are based on the 𝑃 measurement of the x-axis, with the
yellow bars indicating the standard error in the median 𝑃 values. The Spearman rank correlation coefficient and its significance is listed in the bottom right
corner of each panel.

et al. 2004, 2008) morphology metrics; 𝑃 calculated from the pixel-
scale distribution; the behavior of 𝑃 when galaxies are artificially
redshifted; and the potential dependence of 𝑃 on the number of re-
solved elements.

First, the calculated 𝑃 on the resolved SED-derived 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars,
stellar population ages, SFRs, and stellar masses are directly com-
pared in Figure A1. If a given galaxy exhibits a patchy distribution
in any SED-derived property, it is likely to exhibit a patchy distri-
bution in the other resolved stellar population properties. Most sig-
nificantly, galaxies with patchier SFRs tend to have patchier stellar
masses and galaxies with patchier 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distributions tend
to have patchier stellar ages. While the relationship between the 𝑃
of the resolved SFRs and stellar masses could provide clues as to
how galaxies build their stellar mass in the context of the resolved
SFR–𝑀∗ relationship, the significance of this relationship could al-
ternatively be explained by the covariance between SFR and stellar
mass as both are derived from the normalization of the SEDmodel to
the photometry. Similarly, the relationship between patchy redden-
ing and stellar ages could be related to the age–extinction degeneracy
(e.g., Worthey 1994; Shapley et al. 2001), where the SED of an old,

dust-free stellar population has a similar shape compared to the SED
of a young, dusty stellar population.
Of the pre-existingmorphologymetrics, patchiness is most closely

related to the ICD (Papovich et al. 2003). The ICD measures devia-
tions in color and, thus, is sensitive to the general dispersion in flux
rather than exclusively the brightest regions. The primary advantage
of patchiness compared to the ICD is that patchiness can be applied
to any resolved property, whereas the ICD is limited to a single color
(i.e., resolved imaging for two filters). Based on themethodology pre-
sented in Section 2.4, 𝑃 calculated on the resolved stellar population
and reddening maps incorporates information from at least 5 filters
with resolved imaging. We measure the ICD using the 𝑉606–𝐻160
color,12 which spans the Balmer/4000Å breaks and thus is expected
to have some dependence on the dispersion in stellar population age
and stellar mass. The ICD measured from the 𝑉606–𝐻160 color is
compared to the 𝑃 calculated from the resolved stellar population
properties in Figure A2 and is found to correlate most significantly
with the 𝑃 of the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars and stellar mass distribution, with

12 The 𝑉606 and 𝐻160 filters are the bluest and reddest resolved filters, re-
spectively, that were used to observe all of the galaxies in our sample.
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Figure A2. The ICD (Papovich et al. 2003) measured from the 𝑉606 − 𝐻606
color resolved imaging versus the 𝑃 measured from the resolved stellar pop-
ulation and reddening maps for the 310 galaxies in our sample. The yellow
stars show the median ICD and 𝑃 values in three equally sized bins that are
based on the 𝑃 measurement of the x-axis, with the yellow bars indicating
the standard error in the median ICD and 𝑃 values. The Spearman rank cor-
relation coefficient and its significance is listed in the top left corner of each
panel.

a marginal correlation towards higher 𝑃 measured from the stellar
population age distribution.
Throughout this paper we use patchiness alongside the previously

defined Gini and 𝑀20 coefficients (Abraham et al. 2003; Lotz et al.
2004, 2008). Figure A3 shows how patchiness is related to 𝐺 and
𝑀20 when each of these morphology metrics are measured on the
resolved SED-derived 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars, stellar population ages, SFRs,
and stellar masses. In all cases, 𝑃 and 𝐺 are significantly positively
correlated, whereas there is no significant correlation between 𝑃 and
𝑀20. The correlation between 𝑃 and 𝐺 is attributed to both metrics
being sensitive to the resolved components with the highest values
relative to the average of the distribution, but 𝑃 is additionally driven
by regions with the lowest values relative to the average. While 𝑀20
is similarly based on the highest values of a resolved distribution,
𝑀20 is primarily sensitive to the spatial distribution of the highest
valued regions and, thus, is not expected to be directly correlated
with 𝑃 or 𝐺.
To examine the behavior of the patchiness metric on other resolved

scales, patchiness is calculated on the pixel-to-pixel scale for a sub-
set of 50 galaxies that have stellar population parameters that are
representative of the larger sample. In the pixel-to-pixel patchiness
calculation, all pixels identified by the 3D-HST segmentation map
are included. Figure A4 shows how 𝑃 measured on the pixel-to-pixel
distribution compares to 𝑃measured on the Voronoi bin distribution.
The relative 𝑃 calculated on the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distribution is gener-
ally preserved between a pixel and Voronoi bin scale and marginally
preserved for 𝑃 calculated on the stellar mass distribution. However,
caution should be taken when measuring 𝑃 on a pixel-to-pixel scale
due to correlated signal between neighboring pixels and low S/N
pixels that cause unphysical outliers in the resolved distribution that
artificially drive 𝑃 to higher values. Therefore, we discourage the use
of the patchiness parameter on pixel-to-pixel scales. Alternatively, we
recommend using a minimum bin size that is at least as large as the
PSF and that low S/N components that can cause unreliable resolved

measurements are removed from the analysis (also see Fetherolf et al.
2020).
The effect of redshift on the patchiness metric is explored by

artificially redshifting each of the galaxies in the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 sample
(126 galaxies) to a redshift that is randomly selected from a Gaussian
distribution with the mean and standard deviation of the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3
sample (𝑧 = 2.30 ± 0.14). For simplicity, the change in pixel scale
between these redshifts is considered negligible and no correction is
applied for the shift in the bandpass due to the largewidths of theHST
filters. Cosmological dimming is applied bymultiplying the observed
flux in each filter by the square of the ratio of luminosity distances
at the two redshifts (Barden et al. 2008). The Voronoi binning and
resolved SED fitting procedures are then repeated using the dimmed
flux distributions. The artificially redshifted sample is restricted to
galaxies with at least 5 Voronoi bins that have a S/N ≥ 5 in at least 5
filters (see Section 2.4), resulting in a subsample of 43 galaxies that
have been artificially redshifted to 𝑧 ∼ 2.3. The 𝑃 measured from
the artificially redshifted stellar population and reddening maps is
compared to the original 𝑃 measurements in Figure A5. Except in
the case of the resolved SFRs, the ordering of 𝑃 is generally not
preserved when the effects of cosmological dimming are considered.
Furthermore, there are intrinsic differences in the physical properties
of galaxies between redshifts 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 and 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 (e.g., see recent
reviews by Shapley 2011; Madau & Dickinson 2014). Therefore,
we recommend using 𝑃 only for relative comparisons of galaxies
at similar redshifts and in uniformly defined sample selections (see
Section 3.1).
Finally, a possible dependence between 𝑃 and the number of

Voronoi bins in the galaxy is investigated through Figure A6. The
𝑧 ∼ 1.5 (left panels) and 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 samples (right panels) are each
split into two equally sized bins based on the number of Voronoi
bins. Their distribution in 𝑃 (blue and red histograms) and average
𝑃 (vertical dashed lines) are shown for each stellar population prop-
erty. While galaxies with more Voronoi bins (red histogram) tend
to have higher 𝑃 on average, the range of the distribution in 𝑃 is
either consistent or broader than the distribution of 𝑃 for galaxies
with fewer Voronoi bins (blue histogram). One exception is the dis-
tribution of 𝑃 calculated from the resolved stellar mass (bottom right
sub-panels of Figure A6), where galaxies with more Voronoi bins
tend to have patchier stellar mass distributions while galaxies with
fewer Voronoi bins have smoother stellar mass distributions. How-
ever, since this offset is not equivalently seen for all resolved stel-
lar population properties, we suggest that the relationship between
the number of resolved elements and the calculated 𝑃 is physically
driven—especially regarding stellar mass. Furthermore, the number
and size of Voronoi bins are defined by grouping regions of similar
brightness (Cappellari & Copin 2003) and low S/N components that
could artificially drive 𝑃 towards higher values are not included in
the analysis (see Section 2.4). Therefore, we conclude that the cal-
culation of 𝑃 is not systematically biased towards higher 𝑃 when a
galaxy contains more resolved elements.
The most important conclusions from this in-depth analysis on the

patchiness metric are summarized as follows: 1) calculating 𝑃 on
the pixel-to-pixel distribution is not recommended due to unphysical
low S/N outliers that could drive 𝑃 towards higher values, 2) the
𝑃 (and other morphology metrics) of galaxies at different redshifts
should be analyzed separately, and 3) 𝑃 is not dependent on the num-
ber of resolved elements within a given galaxy. These conclusions
align with our recommendation to compare the relative 𝑃 values of
resolved distributions for galaxies within uniformly defined samples.
The resolved distributions for the sample of galaxies used through-
out this paper are uniformly defined by separating the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 and

MNRAS 000, 1–24 (2022)



20 T. Fetherolf et al.

0.0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1.0

s = 0.37
6.9

E(B-V)

s = 0.91
37.3

Age

101 102 103
0.0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8
1.0

s = 0.43
8.4

SFR
101 102 103

s = 0.52
10.7

M ∗

Patchiness

Gi
ni

1.5
1.0
0.5
0.0

s = -0.09
1.5

E(B-V)

s = -0.05
0.8

Age

101 102 103

1.5
1.0
0.5
0.0

s = 0.04
0.7

SFR
101 102 103

s = 0.05
0.9

M ∗

Patchiness

M
2
0

Figure A3. The Gini (left) and 𝑀20 (right) coefficients compared to the patchiness metric, all calculated from the 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars, stellar population age, SFR,
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and its significance is listed in the top left corner of each panel.
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Figure A4. The 𝑃 calculated from the pixel-to-pixel 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars, stel-
lar population age, SFR, and stellar mass distributions compared to the 𝑃

calculated from the Voronoi bin stellar population properties for a subset of
50 galaxies in the sample. The yellow stars show the median 𝑃 values in three
equally sized bins that are based on the 𝑃 measurement of the x-axis, with
the yellow bars indicating the standard error in the median 𝑃 values. The
Spearman rank correlation coefficient and its significance is listed in the top
left corner of each panel.

𝑧 ∼ 2.3 samples and applying a strict criteria for including resolved
elements in the analysis (see Section 2.4). The findings in this ap-
pendix also highlight how the patchiness metric can be used on other
resolved stellar population properties (besides 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars, which
is the focus of this work).

APPENDIX B: 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉) MAPS ORDERED BY PATCHINESS

In Figure B1, we show examples of the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars maps ordered
from the highest to lowest 𝑃 values measured from the 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars
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Figure A5. The 𝑃 calculated from stellar population and reddening maps for
a subset of 43 galaxies that have been artificially redshifted from 𝑧 ∼ 1.5 to
𝑧 ∼ 2.3 compared to their original 𝑃 values. The yellow stars show themedian
𝑃 values in three equally sized bins that are based on the 𝑃 measurement of
the x-axis, with the yellow bars indicating the standard error in the median
𝑃 values. The Spearman rank correlation coefficient and its significance is
listed in the top left corner of each panel.

maps. It can be seen that the galaxies with the highest 𝑃 values
tend to have more complex 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distributions, whereas the
galaxies with the lowest 𝑃 values tend to have much more uniform
𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars distributions. Furthermore, the lowest 𝑃 values can
exhibit either generally low or high 𝐸 (𝐵 −𝑉)stars and can be made
of a high number of resolved elements (see Appendix A).
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Figure A6. The distribution of 𝑃 measured from the resolved 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars, stellar population ages, SFRs, and stellar masses for the 126 galaxies in the 𝑧 ∼ 1.5
sample (left panels) and 184 galaxies in the 𝑧 ∼ 2.3 sample (right panels). The distribution of the full sample (gray histogram) is shown alongside two equally
sized bins based on the number of Voronoi bins, where galaxies with few Voronoi bins are outlined by the blue histogram and galaxies with many Voronoi bins
are highlighted by the red histogram. The vertical dashed lines indicate the average 𝑃 of the two bins. The significance in the difference between the average of
each distribution derived using a two-sided t-test is listed in the top left corner of each sub-panel. While galaxies with more Voronoi bins tend to have higher 𝑃
than galaxies with fewer Voronoi bins, the range in 𝑃 is consistent between the two distributions for most stellar population properties (except stellar mass) such
that 𝑃 is determined to not be systematically increased for galaxies with more resolved elements, but a relationship between 𝑃 and the number of Voronoi bins
may be physically driven.
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Figure B1. Examples of the 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars maps for galaxies with the highest 𝑃 values. The measured log(𝑃) is listed at the bottom of each panel. The
dash-dotted gray lines show the placement of the MOSFIRE spectroscopic slit.
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Figure B1 – continued Examples of the 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars maps for galaxies with intermediate 𝑃 values.

MNRAS 000, 1–24 (2022)



24 T. Fetherolf et al.

Figure B1 – continued Examples of the 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉 )stars maps for galaxies with the lowest 𝑃 values.
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