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ABSTRACT
We present radial gas-phase metallicity profiles, gradients, and break radii at redshift 𝑧 = 0 - 3 from the TNG50-1 star-forming
galaxy population. These metallicity profiles are characterized by an emphasis on identifying the steep inner gradient and flat
outer gradient. From this, the break radius, 𝑅break, is defined as the region where the transition occurs. We observe the break
radius having a positive trend with mass that weakens with redshift. When normalized by the stellar half-mass radius, the break
radius has a weaker relation with both mass and redshift. To test if our results are dependent on the resolution or adopted
physics of TNG50-1, the same analysis is performed in TNG50-2 and Illustris-1. We find general agreement between each of the
simulations in their qualitative trends; however, the adopted physics between TNG and Illustris differ and therefore the breaks,
normalized by galaxy size, deviate by a factor of ∼2. In order to understand where the break comes from, we define two relevant
time-scales: an enrichment time-scale and a radial gas mixing time-scale. We find that 𝑅break occurs where the gas mixing
time-scale is ∼10 times as long as the enrichment time-scale in all three simulation runs, with some weak mass and redshift
dependence. This implies that galactic disks can be thought of in two-parts: a star-forming inner disk with a steep gradient and a
mixing-dominated outer disk with a flat gradient, with the break radius marking the region of transition between them.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The abundances of metals within galaxies, known as a system’s
metallicity, provide an essential tool for constraining galaxy forma-
tion models. Since the overwhelming majority of metal production
is associated with stars – either on the main sequence or during their
late stage stellar evolution – overall metal abundances are set by the
star-formation history of the system. Newly synthesized metals can
then be expelled back into the interstellar medium (ISM) in the gas
phase (e.g. Friedli et al. 1994) through stellar winds and supernovae.
After being injected back into the ISM, the metals will mix with the
galactic gas and can be redistributed throughout the galaxy. Metals
can be ejected from the galactic disc via galactic winds (Lacey & Fall
1985; Koeppen 1994), mixed via turbulance (e.g. Elmegreen 1999;
Burkhart et al. 2009), or moved in bulk throughout the galaxy, e.g.,
as in galaxy mergers (Rupke et al. 2010; Torrey et al. 2012). All of
these effects can be classified as two different mechanisms: enrich-
ment and gas redistribution. Enrichment raises the metallicity locally
and gas redistributionmoves thosemetals throughout a galaxy. In this
paper, we focus on understanding and delineating the regions within
a galaxy where enrichment versus gas mixing dominate.

★ E-mail: alexgarcia@ufl.edu
† ARC DECRA Fellow

This link between the evolution of galaxies and their metal con-
tents gives rise to a fundamental relationship: the mass-metallicity
relation (MZR). The MZR describes a tight (scatter of only ∼0.1
dex) correlation of increasing gas-phase metallicity with increasing
galaxy stellar mass across several orders of magnitude (Lequeux
et al. 1979; Tremonti et al. 2004; Lee et al. 2006). The MZR ap-
pears to follow three different power laws on different mass ranges.
In the low-mass regime (log[𝑀∗/𝑀�] < 9.5) there exists a shal-
low power-law which, at more intermediate-masses, transitions to
a steeper relation (9.5 < log[𝑀∗/𝑀�] < 10.5). At higher masses
(log[𝑀∗/𝑀�] > 10.5), the power-law flattens out significantly al-
most to a constant value of 12 + log(O/H) ' 8.8 (Blanc et al. 2019).
These differing power laws on different mass scales are thought to
be indicative of the efficiency of the aforementioned processes of en-
richment and mixing scaling with galaxy mass. The MZR has been
observed in galaxies back to 𝑧 ∼ 4 (Finkelstein et al. 2012, even
assert trends can be seen as far as 𝑧 ' 7); with increasing redshift
there is an observed decrease in the overall metallicity of galaxies
(e.g. Savaglio et al. 2005; Erb et al. 2006; Maiolino et al. 2008; Zahid
et al. 2011, 2014). This is a feature of higher redshift galaxies having
had less time for their stellar populations to evolve and not only syn-
thesize heavier metals, but also eject them back into the ISM. In all,
the MZR offers a fundamental observational constraint on models of
galaxy evolution.
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2 Garcia et al.

While the canonical MZR is an incredibly powerful tool for study-
ing bulk galaxy trends, it simplifies galaxies by assuming an effective,
galactic average of the gas-phase metallicity (Tremonti et al. 2004).
Galaxies are not homogeneous and do not evolve uniformly in space
or time. Different regions of galaxies have different dominant physi-
cal processes that can drive the metal contents much higher or lower
than the galaxy average. Thus, with further investigation of individual
galaxies, radial metallicity gradients have been seen to exist. At low
redshift, it has been observed that, generally, galaxies have decreas-
ing metallicity with increasing radius (e.g. Searle 1971; Dennefeld &
Kunth 1981; Zaritsky et al. 1994; Magrini et al. 2007; Fu et al. 2009).
This decrease indicates that the gradients of the gas-phase metallic-
ity for individual galaxies are predominantly negative. This negative
gradient is attributed to inside-out galaxy growth, wherein galaxies’
stellar populations in the inner-most regions form and evolve before
further out regions (e.g. van den Bosch 1998; Prantzos & Boissier
2000; Pérez et al. 2013). The more evolved stellar populations at the
centre of galaxies have produced more massive stars, which in-turn
produce more metals, sooner than the outskirts of the galaxy.
For low redshift systems, this customary explanation of inside-out

growth proves a good metric for explaining metallicity gradients. At
higher redshifts, however, the narrative becomes more complicated
as some contention exists between theory and observations. Several
recent observational works have found that most galaxies at 𝑧 ∼
0.6 − 3 display a wide variety of gradients, not just negative (e.g.
Cresci et al. 2010; Queyrel et al. 2012; Swinbank et al. 2012; Wuyts
et al. 2016). This is in direct contrast to predictions from simulations
arguing that gradients of galaxies are negative, and even strengthen,
at higher redshift (Pilkington et al. 2012; Hemler et al. 2021; Yates
et al. 2021, though this is dependent on the strength of implemented
feedback models, see Gibson et al. 2013). This contention is still an
active area of research and with the next generation of instruments
(JWST, ELT, etc), the ability to make spatially resolved high-redshift
measurements will substantially increase, allowing for dramatically
improved constraints for theoretical models.
Regardless of redshift, metallicity gradients, both in observational

studies (e.g. Magrini et al. 2007; Jones et al. 2010; Yuan et al. 2011;
Swinbank et al. 2012; Sánchez et al. 2014; Grasha et al. 2022) and
simulations (e.g. Tissera et al. 2019; Collacchioni et al. 2020; Hemler
et al. 2021), are usually characterized in terms of a single value with a
linear least-squares fit. It is customary, particularly at low redshift, to
define a specific region (typically within [0.5,2.0]𝑅𝑒, where 𝑅𝑒 is the
effective radius of the galaxy, but other conventions exist) to define a
metallicity gradient. At higher redshift, however, this practice is less
common as these profiles seem well-fit over the extent of the system,
though this could be a feature of decreased spatial resolution. Despite
this convention of measuring gradients linearly throughout a disc, it
has been noted that outside of these regions the metallicity gradient
flattens significantly (Martin&Roy 1995; Twarog et al. 1997; Carney
et al. 2005; Yong et al. 2005, 2006; Bresolin et al. 2009; Vlajić et al.
2009, 2011; Sánchez et al. 2014; Grasha et al. 2022, Q.-H. Chen et
al. in prep). While these outer flat regions have been seen to exist,
most studies up to this point have done little to examine them.
Characterization of the inner regions of the galaxy typically relies

upon emission fromH ii regions (e.g. Shaver et al. 1983; Vilchez et al.
1988; Esteban et al. 2009; Grasha et al. 2022) and planetary nebulae
(e.g. Maciel & Koppen 1994; Maciel et al. 2003) from a number
of different ions, including, but not limited to, [O ii], [O iii], [S ii],
and [N ii] (e.g. Shaver et al. 1983; Pérez-Montero & Contini 2009;
Peimbert et al. 2017). Measurements of metallicity from emission
lines are often broken into two different categories: direct method and
strong line method (advantages and disadvantages covered in depth

in Kewley et al. 2019). The direct method (outlined fully in Pérez-
Montero 2017) uses the fluxes of auroral lines to determine electron
temperatures. Uncertainty in the metallicity measurements is domi-
nated primarily by uncertainty in the electron temperature.Moreover,
auroral emission lines are intrinsically weak in high metallicity sys-
tems (e.g. Hoyos & Díaz 2006). In these scenarios where auroral
lines are unavailable, the strong line method is the only method of
measuring these metallicities. Even though strong line diagnostics
are easier to obtain, the direct method is generally preferred due
to systematic biases associated with them (e.g. Pérez-Montero &
Díaz 2005; Kewley & Ellison 2008; Stasińska 2010). Additionally,
the emission lines used in strong-line methods predominantly trace
high-density, star-forming regions of a galaxy, which is the typical
window where gradients are defined.
The highest density star-forming regions are only part of the full

picture of galactic evolution, however. For example, the baryon cycle
describes interactions between the star-forming ISM gas, gas within
the circumgalactic medium (CGM), and diffuse gas in the intergalac-
tic medium (IGM). In this cycle, IGM gas cools onto the CGM and
then onto the ISM. Once accreted onto the ISM, the gas provides fuel
for star-formation within the disc. These stars, in turn, enrich the gas
and launch it back into the ISM and CGM via feedback. Depending
on the strength of the feedback, some of this gas escapes into the IGM
(e.g. Heckman et al. 2000) while more is then effectively ‘recycled’
as it cools back into the ISM (e.g. Shapiro & Field 1976). Once back
in the ISM, the cycle continues as the enriched gas mixes with new
gas accreted onto the disc from the IGM.
Baryons in the lower-density gas accreting from the CGM and

IGM further into the outskirts of the galaxy are difficult to detect us-
ing emission line diagnostics (e.g. Wĳers et al. 2019; Augustin et al.
2019). Therefore, in order to obtain spatially extended metallicity
profiles, other methods of measuring metal contents must be em-
ployed. One method is via absorption line spectroscopy from bright
background sources, such as quasars (e.g. Werk et al. 2012, 2014).
For this method to work, background sources (often quasars) need to
be coincident with the line of sight of a galaxy which means that such
systems are rare. Due to their rarity, absorption spectra can stacked
into profiles ofmultiple absorptionmeasurements (Norris et al. 1983;
Ellison et al. 2000). Absorption spectra that travel through these low-
density (log 𝑁H i > 20.3 cm−2) neutral H i regions are called damped
Lyman-𝛼 systems (DLAs) (see Wolfe et al. 2005). From the DLAs,
the metal lines can be used to determine the metallicity of the cloud.
Some useful features of these absorption features are that they are
independent of redshift, the metallicity of surrounding gas, and exci-
tation state (Péroux & Howk 2020, all of which are important factors
in emission line diagnostics). Though absorption features measure
the neutral gas metallicities, compared to ionized gasmetallicities es-
timated via emission lines, studies have shown that the two methods
have relatively good agreement (Christensen et al. 2014; Rahmani
et al. 2016).
These extended metallicity profiles have the potential to help con-

strain the aforementioned gradient tension at high redshift. The ob-
served flat gradients at higher redshifts (if they are indeed real and
not an artifact of uncertain diagnostics and poor resolution) could
be driven by either bulk gas flows within the disc, or by episodic
bursty feedback events. Large radial flows smoothly transport ma-
terial throughout the galaxy, resulting in a flattening of the overall
gradient. Bursty feedback, on the other hand, is driven by quick bursts
of high star formation followed by high gas outflow rates achieving
the same effect (see Ma et al. 2017). A differentiating factor between
the two models would be where their extended profiles flatten out,
which we call the break radius of the system. Compared to bulk
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flows, bursty feedback would very quickly radially transport material
throughout the entire disc. This quick homogenisation of the disc
would, catastrophically and rapidly, erase the metallicity gradient
in the immediate aftermath of strong burst events. Bulk gas flows,
on the other hand, would act more gently and allow for a persistent
gradient – albeit with a shallower slope – to be present for longer
periods of time. Moreover, as we explore in this paper, the addition of
a significant radial gas transport mechanism from turbulence would
likely result in the break radius moving to smaller radii which would
not necessarily be the case for bursty feedback. Therefore, spatially
distributed metal contents of galaxies, specifically where they flat-
ten out (i.e., the break radius), in non-bursty feedback models (like
that in IllustrisTNG) are critical in providing a potentially observa-
tional constraint on the extent to which gradient flattening depends
on turbulence, but not burstiness in galaxy feedback models.
In this paper, we study the radial gas-phase metallicity profiles

and gradients from the Illustris and IllustrisTNG cosmological sim-
ulations. Specifically, we characterize the relationship between the
radius that captures the transition of the gradients from steep to flat
in terms of traditional measures of galactic size. We examine this
relationship across a large range of galaxy masses as well as study
its redshift evolution.
The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we outline the

Illustris and IllustrisTNG simulation suites, our method for select-
ing galaxies, the techniques employed in examining the profiles and
gradients of the selected galaxies, and define relevant time-scales. In
Section 3, we present our findings on the mass and redshift evolution
of the break radius, as well as compare the enrichment time-scales of
the gas to dynamic radial evolution of the systems. In Section 4, we
offer insight into the effects that our simulation resolution and physics
play in our results, discuss how this work relates to the baryon cycle,
and speculate on how the trends could be measured observationally.
In Section 5, we present a summary and state our conclusions.

2 METHODS

In this paper, we analyse gas-phase metallicity profiles of Illustris
and IllustrisTNG galaxies in order to determine the radius at which
their gradients transition from steep to shallow. In this section, we
overview the Illustris and IllustrisTNG simulation suites, the selec-
tion method of our galaxies, how we generate metallicity profiles and
gradients, our fitting methodology of the profiles, and define the rel-
evant time-scales for metallicity evolution within the systems. Many
of the methods employed in this paper follow closely with Hemler
et al. (2021, henceforth H21). All measurements have physical units
(the exception to this being the box sizes of simulations, which are
in comoving units). As alluded to later in this section, several of the
methods are not indicative of a mock observational analysis of Illus-
tris, nor IllustrisTNG, galaxies and thus we do not present the results
as such. Instead, this work aims to provide a theoretical baseline for
determining the metallicity break radii of galaxies.

2.1 Simulation Details

For our analysis, we work in both the Illustris (Vogelsberger et al.
2013, 2014a,b; Genel et al. 2014; Torrey et al. 2014) and Illus-
trisTNG (Marinacci et al. 2018; Naiman et al. 2018; Nelson et al.
2018; Pillepich et al. 2018b; Springel et al. 2018, hereafter TNG)
cosmological simulation suites, though the bulk of the analysis is in
TNG. Both Illustris and TNG run on moving-mesh hydrodynamical
code arepo (Springel 2010). TNG offers an update in the physical

TNG50-1 TNG50-2 Illustris-1

𝑚baryons [105𝑀� ] 0.85 6.8 12.6
𝑚DM [105𝑀� ] 4.5 36.3 62.6
𝜖∗ [pc] 288 576 710
𝜖gas [pc] 72 147 710
𝜖DM [pc] 288 576 1420

Table 1.Mass resolution and maximum physical spatial softening for Illustris
TNG50-1, -2, and Illustris-1 for baryons and dark matter. Values for Illustris
from Vogelsberger et al. 2014a Table 1. Values for TNG from Pillepich et al.
2019 Table B1, see those works for more details.

models as well as alleviates some deficiencies in the original Illus-
tris simulations. We employ both the Illustris and TNG simulations
in this work as similar, but appreciably different, physical models
to identify the physics responsible for setting the location of the
metallicity break radius.
The Illustris framework, on which both suites are built, models

several important astrophysical processes; namely, star-formation,
stellar evolution, chemical enrichment, primordial and metal-line gas
cooling, stellar feedback-driven galactic outflows, and supermassive
black hole formation, growth, and feedback. Owing to the limited
spatial resolution of large-box cosmological simulations (see Table 1
for mass resolutions and spacial softening lengths), both Illustris and
TNG follow the Springel & Hernquist (2003) effective equation of
state to model the dense, star-forming ISM. In these regions (set
with a threshold density 𝑛H > 0.13 cm−3) star-particles are formed
following the Chabrier (2003) initial mass function (IMF) while
adopting their metallicity from the ISM from which they form. As
time progresses and stars move off the main sequence, both the mass
andmetals of the star are injected back into the surrounding ISM. The
stellar lifetime models (adopted from Portinari et al. 1998) depend
on the mass and metallicity of the star. The majority of mass and
metals are returned via lower mass stars on the asymptotic giant
branch (AGB) ejecting primarily from winds and through massive
stars undergoing Type II supernovae (SNe). Both suites explicitly
track the evolution of nine chemical elements (H, He, C, N, O, Ne,
Mg, Si, and Fe), but TNGadds a tenth “othermetals” item to represent
additional metals not explicitly tracked.
The differences between Illustris’ and TNG’s physical models and

methods are well documented (see Weinberger et al. 2017; Pillepich
et al. 2018a, for a complete reference). We therefore offer only an
overview of the differences for this analysis. For our purposes, the
important differing physical implementations are galactic winds and
stellar evolution. These processes are vital in setting and evolving
the metallicity of a system. The galactic winds in TNG are isotropic,
being emitted with no preferred direction, whereas Illustris imple-
ments a bipolar model with a wind preferentially along the rotation
axis. Additionally, the wind speeds in TNG are set with an explicit
redshift dependency. This redshift scaling increases star-formation
suppression by winds in low redshift systems compared to Illustris.
An additional wind velocity floor is added in TNG having the effect
of making stellar feedback more important at high redshifts. In terms
of the stellar evolution, one large change is that the minimum mass
for a core-collapse supernova is modified from 6𝑀� in Illustris to
8𝑀� in TNG. With both assuming a Chabrier IMF, this change in
threshold leads to an approximately 30% decrease in Type II SNe in
TNG. This increase in SNe for TNG has a direct effect on the metal-
licity as AGB stars form the vast majority of s-process elements,
whereas core-collapse SNe produce r-process elements. Thus, any
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Figure 1. Maps and metallicity profiles for an individual intermediate-mass star-forming galaxy from our IllustrisTNG sample. This individual galaxy is
presented as a demonstration of our methods, which are applied to stacked median profiles (opposed to the individual galaxy shown; see Section 2.5). Each
of the following four maps extends 30 kpc in either direction from the center of the galaxy. Top Left: Map of the galaxy gas mass, Top Centre: map of stellar
mass, Top Right: map of star formation, and Middle Right: map of gas-phase metallicity. The two circles overplotted on each of the aforementioned four maps
correspond to the stellar half-mass radius, 𝑅SHM, (white) and the identified break radius, 𝑅break, (green). Bottom Right: The metallicity gradient, numerically
computed from our galaxy profile fitting methodology (see Section 2.6). The gray shaded region represents the threshold value that we designate as the value
at which the profile ‘breaks’ (computed using Eqn. 3), shown in the profile by the green dashed line. Bottom Left: The one-dimensional metallicity profile as a
function of galactocentric radius, where the red dots represent the median metallicity at any radius and the black line is a Savitzky-Golay smoothed spline-fit
(see Section 2.6, we note that this is an individual profile and is treated slightly differently than stacked profiles – see Appendix A) to the median profile. The
green vertical line is the break radius.

change in the amount of SNe in the model has a direct impact on the
chemical abundances of the ISM.

Illustris

The original Illustris suite is comprised of three cosmological sim-
ulations with a box size of (106.5 Mpc)3. The three different runs
of Illustris vary in the number of resolution elements. To distinguish
each resolution variation a number is added to the end of the sim-

ulation name, with the higher numbers corresponding to the lower
resolution runs. Illustris-1, the highest resolution run, has 3 × 18203
resolution elements, while the other two runs (Illustris-2 and -3) have
3×9103 and 3×4553, respectively. For the purposes of this paper, we
will be using Illustris-1 as a measure of the influence of the adopted
physics compared to the TNG simulation.

MNRAS 000, 1–17 (2022)
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IllustrisTNG

TNG (The Next Generation) is the follow-up to the original Illustris
suite.Whereas the Illustris runs comprise one box size, TNG includes
runs of three different box sizes, each with its resolution variations.
The names of these simulations roughly correlate to their box sizes
in Mpc – TNG50 (51.7 Mpc)3, TNG100 (110.7 Mpc)3, and TNG300
(302.6 Mpc)3. The same naming convention from Illustris for the
resolution variations is used in TNG. TNG50-1, the highest reso-
lution run, has 2 × 21603 resolution elements and TNG50-2 10803
elements. The larger boxes, TNG100 and TNG300, have 2 × 18203
and 2 × 25003 resolution elements in their highest resolution runs,
respectively. In this work, we analyse data from the smallest box-
size simulations, TNG50, in particular the two highest-resolution,
TNG50-1 and TNG50-2 (For details about TNG50, see Pillepich
et al. 2019; Nelson et al. 2019a,b). We utilize the two simulations
with the same box size as a study of the resolution effects on the
results.

2.2 Galaxy Selection

Gravitationally-bound substructures are identified in both Illustris
and TNG using the subfind algorithm (Springel et al. 2001; Dolag
et al. 2009), which relies on the Friends-of-Friends (FoF) method
(Davis et al. 1985) to find parent groups. For this analysis, we impose
stellar mass limits of 8.5 < log(𝑀∗/𝑀�) < 10.9 on our galaxies.We
break up our galaxies into mass bins of width 0.5 dex with step size of
0.1 dex in order to continuously examine the relation with respect to
mass (see Table 2). We impose the lower mass limit to allow enough
resolution elements to define a gradient. To this end, we find that
& 104 resolution elements are needed to sufficiently determine the
gradient of the galaxies. Additionally, we set a minimum gas mass
threshold of galaxies to log(𝑀gas/𝑀�) > 8.5.
Following Donnari et al. (2019), Pillepich et al. (2019), Nelson

et al. (2021), and H21, we define a specific star formation main se-
quence (sSFMS) with integrated specific star formation rates (sSFR).
The sSFMS is characterized with a median sSFR relation for galax-
ies log(𝑀∗/𝑀�) ≤ 10.2 in mass bins of width 0.2 dex. Above this
mass threshold, we extrapolate a linear-least squares fit through these
lower mass medians. We then define a galaxy as star-forming if its
sSFR is above those on the sSFMS or less than 0.5 dex below it at
its given mass. The non-star-forming galaxies are excluded from our
sample. This allows a more fair comparison for observations since
metal abundances are most easily measured from star-forming H ii
regions in the inner portions of galaxies (Kewley et al. 2019). Though
we propose the use of absorption features later in this work, they are
not sufficient on their own to generate extended metallicity profiles.
Additionally, we restrict our sample to only central galaxies, exclud-
ing satellite galaxies. Based on these prescriptions, for TNG50-1, we
have a sample of 2,751 galaxies at 𝑧 = 0 and 1,627 galaxies at 𝑧 = 3.
Maps of the gas mass, stellar mass, star formation, and gas-phase
metallicity of a galaxy from our sample are shown in Figure 1.

2.3 Characteristic Radii

In our analysis, we define several characteristic radii with respect
to the centre of each galaxy. The centre of a galaxy is defined by
the location of the potential minimum. The first characteristic radius
follows from H21 (referred to as 𝑅in in that work): the 3D radius
encapsulating the inner-most 10% of the star-formation rate of each
galaxy, for which we adopt the name 𝑅SFR,10. We utilize 𝑅SFR,10
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Figure 2. Example stacked median metallicity profile of the galaxies in the
stellar mass 8.6 ≤ log(𝑀∗/𝑀�) < 9.1 mass bin at redshift 𝑧 = 0 as a
function of galactic radius. The colored lines represent individual median
profiles that are constituents of this mass bin, while the black line represents
the stacked median profile, the median of all the individual median profiles.
The shaded regions represent 1𝜎 and 2𝜎 deviations from the median. These
profiles extend out to 40.0 kpc; see Table 2 for the extent of each mass bin’s
profile.

to begin our examination of the profiles as some, particularly high-
mass, galaxies have significantly hollowed out inner regions due to
AGN feedback (Nelson et al. 2021). These inner regions dominated
by AGN feedback are relatively devoid of gas, therefore the metal-
licity profiles in these regions cannot be robustly measured and are
omitted from our analysis. Another characteristic radius that we uti-
lize is the stellar half-mass radius, henceforth 𝑅SHM, defined as the
radius enclosing 50% of the stellar mass in the galaxy. In TNG, the
stellar half-mass radii have been calculated and made available by
Genel et al. (2018); details on how the half-mass radius is calculated
can be found within that work. A number of different observational
studies have shown that metallicity gradients, when normalized by
the effective radius of the galaxy, are fairly similar (e.g. Sánchez
et al. 2012, 2014; Sánchez-Menguiano et al. 2016). In simulations,
however, it has been suggested that gradients scale with a different
quantity, 𝑅SFR (H21, discussed further in Section 2.6). As we detail
later in Section 3.2, we find that galaxy break radii scale in a similar
fashion with 𝑅SHM.
Since part of this analysis involves stacking individual metallicity

profiles (see Section 2.5), we set standardized endpoints for galaxies
within a certain mass bin, designated 𝑟max (see Table 2). This choice
is primarily for convenience in stacking, but after varying 𝑟max we
find that, as long as the profiles extend past the gradient transition
region, the selection does not significantly impact our results1. The

1 The only galaxies that do not adhere to this convention are the Illustris-1
𝑧 = 0 galaxies. When using this prescription on those galaxies the transition
region was not captured, therefore all of those galaxies are simulated out to
100 kpc
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𝑀min
∗ 𝑀max

∗ 𝑟max 𝑁

log[ 𝑀∗
𝑀� ] log[ 𝑀∗

𝑀� ] (kpc) TNG50-1

8.5 9.0 40.0 1156
8.6 9.1 40.0 1108
8.7 9.2 40.0 1072
8.8 9.3 40.0 987
8.9 9.4 40.0 902
9.0 9.5 65.0 806
9.1 9.6 65.0 703
9.2 9.7 65.0 600
9.3 9.8 65.0 552
9.4 9.9 65.0 482
9.5 10.0 100.0 423
9.6 10.1 100.0 384
9.7 10.2 100.0 347
9.8 10.3 100.0 300
9.9 10.4 100.0 289
10.0 10.5 150.0 263
10.1 10.6 150.0 233
10.2 10.7 150.0 205
10.3 10.8 150.0 176
10.4 10.9 150.0 131

Table 2. Each of the mass bins, their radial extent 𝑟max, and the total number
of galaxies, 𝑁 , in each bin for the TNG50-1 sample at 𝑧 = 0. The overlap
in the bins corresponding to multiple 𝑟max values is a feature of the selection
method of the sample. We select all profiles within the mass range, obtain the
data, increase the mass limits and obtain the data with our new constraints.
Note that the number of galaxies in each bin in TNG50-2 is very similar to the
number in TNG50-1, since they are the same box size. However, the number
of galaxies in each bin is approximately an order of magnitude larger owing
to Illustris’ larger box size.

chosen values are drawn primarily from the TNG50-1 𝑧 = 0 galaxies,
as redshift increases the necessary length for galaxies to capture this
gradient transition decreases, but we adopt the 𝑧 = 0 convention for
higher redshifts for simplicity.

2.4 Galaxy Orientation

Following from H21 and Ma et al. (2017), a key component of this
analysis is orienting all of the galaxies to the face-on orientation.
In order to rotate the galaxies, we first find the inclination angle of
the galaxy. This angle is defined with respect to a vector normal to
the angular momentum vector of the galaxy. The angular momentum
vector is computed from the sum of all the angular momenta of the
star-forming gas (density greater than TNG star-formation density
threshold) within the disk. The inclination angle is used to rotate
the galaxy into the face-on orientation for analysis. This face-on
orientation allows us to look at metallicity, and thus the metallicity
gradient, as having a strictly radial dependency (see Figure 1 for face-
on galaxy orientation as well as a purely radial metallicity profile and
gradient). A number of studies have shown that galaxies have been
seen to have vertical gradients as well (e.g. Marsakov & Borkova
2005, 2006; Soubiran et al. 2008; Pilkington et al. 2012). By aligning
the galaxies to the face-on orientation, we lose this information,
therefore for the purposes of this analysis we will examine only the
radial component of metallicity gradients.

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

7.25

7.50

7.75

8.00

8.25

8.50

8.75

lo
g(

O
/H

)
+

12
(d

ex
) Stacked median profile

9.0 ≤ log(M∗/M�) < 9.5

N = 650 z = 2

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Radius (kpc)

7.8

8.0

8.2

8.4

8.6

8.8

lo
g(

O
/H

)
+

12
(d

ex
) Individual median profile

log(M∗/M�) = 9.26

z = 2

Figure 3. Our method of fitting gas-phase metallicity profiles as a func-
tion of galactocentric radius. Top: A stacked median profile (the 9.0 ≤
log(𝑀∗/𝑀�) < 9.5mass bin at 𝑧 = 2). The blue points represent the profile
generated by stacking and taking the median of the individual profiles within
a given mass bin. The black line is our spline fit to the data and the dashed
line is the break (both defined in section 2.6). Bottom: Our method applied
to an individual galaxy from the same mass bin. Similar to the top panel, the
red points represent the median profile, the black line is our spline fit (note
that the fitting methodology is slightly different for individual profiles: see
Appendix A), and the dashed orange line is the identified break. Note that
this work primarily focuses on the analysis of stacked galaxy profiles and that
this individual galaxy is shown just for demonstration purposes. We examine
individual galaxy profiles in Appendix A.

2.5 Median Metallicity Profiles and Gradients

Using shells of radius 0.1 kpc and setting the upper radial bound,
𝑟max (see Table 2 and Section 2.3), we generate a median metallicity
profile as a function of galactic radius for each galaxy in our sample.
To ensure that each shell has a statistically robust number of particles,
we set a minimum number within a given region to 6 particles. The
gas-phase metallicity value at each of these radial bins is defined by
its oxygen-to-hydrogen ratio, a quantity that is readily available to us
in both Illustris and TNG. We follow the convention of defining the
relative abundance ratio, 𝜖 , of species 𝑋 and hydrogen to be

𝜖 (𝑁𝑋 , 𝑁𝐻 ) = 12 + log(𝑁𝑋/𝑁𝐻 ), (1)
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where the number of element 𝑋 and Hydrogen nuclei are defined by
𝑁𝑋 and 𝑁𝐻 , respectively.
As a tool to study general population trends of the break radius, we

create stackedmedian profiles. Stacking galaxy information by taking
a median or mean is a fairly common practice for understanding
bulk properties of galaxies observationally (e.g. Andrews & Martini
2013; Zahid et al. 2017) and theoretically (e.g. H21). We first create
individual median metallicity profiles for each individual galaxy, as
described above. Once the individual median profiles are obtained,
we further combine all the individual profiles in a given mass bin to
create a stacked profile. Stacked profiles are constructed by taking
the median of all the individual median profiles in their shells of
0.1 kpc (we note that this is slightly different than stacking done in
observational studies; see Appendix B). This gives us one profile that
roughly characterizes all of the galaxies for eachmass bin.Henceforth
this will be referred to as the stacked median profile. See Figure 2 for
a schematic of the stacking process.
One of the benefits of these stacked profiles is that they, more or

less, represent the population of galaxies within their mass range;
however, individual galaxies do deviate from the stacked construc-
tion. Since individual profiles can show significant deviation in dif-
ferent locations based on a number of different factors, the stacked
profiles should not be taken as representative of individual galaxies
in Illustris or TNG. We characterize individual galaxy profiles in
Appendix A.

2.6 Fitting Methodology

The next step with these stacked median profiles is to characterize
them with a fit. Typically, it is customary to employ a linear fit (linear
in logarithmic metallicity space) within a specific region of a galaxy
to calculate the metallicity gradient (observationally: Magrini et al.
2007; Jones et al. 2010; Yuan et al. 2011; Swinbank et al. 2012; and
in simulations: Tissera et al. 2019; H21; Sharda et al. 2021a, 2021b;
Yates et al. 2021). However, the observations suggest that galaxies,
beyond this region of a linear fit, flatten significantly (Martin & Roy
1995; Twarog et al. 1997; Carney et al. 2005; Yong et al. 2005, 2006;
Bresolin et al. 2009; Vlajić et al. 2009, 2011; Sánchez et al. 2014;
Grasha et al. 2022, Q.-H. Chen et al., in prep, etc.). Our goal in fitting
these profiles is to, for the first time, characterize where this transition
from a steep inner gradient to a weaker outer gradient occurs, which
we designate the break radius (𝑅break). The fitting method for our
profiles, therefore, consists of a non-linear fitting routine described
below.
We employ a Savitzky-Golay (Savitzky & Golay 1964; Press et al.

2007) smoothing to our median profiles. The Savitzky-Golay Scipy
cookbook2 method has three key parameters that could potentially
influence the identified break radii in the galaxies. The parameters
input to this method are the order of the spline, the window size, and
the smoothing factor. Our nominal choices for these parameters for
stacked profiles were to start smoothing over 9 points, corresponding
to 0.9 kpc, with a seventh-order polynomial and smoothing factor of
0.1. Individual profiles (see Appendix A) deviate slightly from this
in smoothing factor, which is increased to 0.25 as individual profiles
have more noise-dominated features than the stacked profiles. The
starting window size of 0.9 kpc was chosen as it is larger, but not
significantly so, than the the Illustris and TNG smoothing lengths
(see Table 1). These spline fits closely follow the median metallicity
profiles in the presence of noise, allowing for cleaner calculations

2 https://scipy.github.io/old-wiki/pages/Cookbook/SavitzkyGolay

of the derivatives (gradients). An example of this method applied to
stacked profiles can be seen in the top panel of Figure 3. The bottom-
left panel of Figure 1 and the bottom panel of Figure 3 are examples
of the individual galaxies methodology (we again note, this analysis
primarily focuses on results from stacked profiles, but individual
profiles are discussed briefly in Appendix A). As can be seen from
these examples, the characteristic shape of a steep inner profile and
shallow outer gradient holds for stacked profiles in a similar fashion
to individual profiles.
From our fitted and smoothed profiles, we can compute the numer-

ical gradient.We define 𝑅break of these stackedmedian profiles as the
radius at which their gradients transition from steep to flat. From the
work of H21, the inner gradient (defined by a linear regression over a
central region of the star-forming gas in a similar sample of galaxies)
was found to be well characterized by the following relation:

𝛼 = − 𝐶

𝑅SFR
. (2)

In this relation, 𝛼 represents the gradient in dex/kpc, 𝑅SFR is the
radius enclosing 50% of the star formation within a galaxy and 𝐶
was a free parameter equal to 0.28 across mass and redshift. We
define 𝑅break as the location where the inner gradient (as identified
in H21) has decreased by a factor of 3.5. We choose this factor of
3.5 as we expect the flat outer gradients to be roughly an order of
magnitude shallower than the inner gradients, thus define the break
as where the gradient is roughly half-way between the two, in log-
space. Changing this factor shifts the quantitative locations of the
break radius, but does not significantly impact the qualitative trends
observed in our analysis. We can therefore define the value of the
gradient at which the transition occurs as

𝛼break = −𝐶break
𝑅SFR

(3)

We adopt a value of 𝐶break = 0.28/3.5 = 0.08. The ratio of the
different characteristic lengths is computed for each stacked galaxy,
using the median of the individual galaxies for each mass bin.
As shown in Eqn. 2, inner gradients in TNG scale with 𝑅SFR,

despite this, we utilize 𝑅SHM as a proxy for galaxy size for a subtle
reason. In H21, the gas samples are restricted to regions denser than
the aforementioned star-forming density in TNG. We do not employ
this same cutoff and therefore chose a characteristic size not directly
related to the star-formation of the galaxy.
Variation in these profiles exists on both small and large scales.

On the smallest scales the variation can arise from numerical effects
or small structure deviations within the galaxy. Though some of this
variation is physical, this work’s aim is to characterize the overall
trend of metals in galaxies, not the detailed fine structure within the
galaxies. Therefore, in order to avoid sensitivity to these small-scale
variations, we allow the Savitzky-Golay window size parameter to
vary as we fit the profile. The window size of the smoothing sets
how many data points for the kernel to smooth over and is initially
set at 0.9 kpc, corresponding to 9 data points. For each break radius
determination, the window size is adjusted by ±0.2 and ±0.4 kpc
(i.e. ± 2 and 4 data points) to produce additional fits for the profile.
From these four smoothed fits, as well as our original, we obtain
five break radii for the same system and quantify how much they
differ. If these five fits generate break radii that vary significantly
(nominally > 0.5 kpc), then we assert that we are dominated by small
scale noise of the system and reiterate the process by increasing the
nominal window size by 0.2 kpc (2 data points) until convergence
is attained. Once agreement is found, we determine that we are no
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longer dominated by the small-scale structure and the mean of the
five breaks is assigned the true 𝑅break of the system. If the window
size starts to smooth over a significant portion of the galaxy (i.e. ≥10
kpc) and the identified break radii have not converged, we state that
the system does not have a break radius. We note that this maximum
smoothing constraint does not impact the stacked median profiles,
but does play a role in individual profiles (see Appendix A).

2.7 Relevant Time-scales

In order to investigate the cause of the break in the metallicity profile,
we define the timescales for mixing and enrichment as a function
of radius within our galaxy population. We first create enrichment
time-scale profiles for each stacked profile to measure how quickly
star-formation is creating and ejectingmetals into the ISM.We define
the enrichment time-scale, 𝜏𝑍 , as the fraction of current metallicity
over the rate of change of the metallicity,

𝜏𝑍 = 𝑍

(
d𝑍
d𝑡

)−1
, (4)

where 𝑍 is the gas-phase metallicity of the system. To compute the
rate of change of this metallicity dZ/dt within the system, we use
a closed-box model approximation (we briefly mention how this
assumption could impact results in Section 4.1.3). dZ/dt is defined
by the gas mass of the system 𝑀gas, an assumed yield value 𝑦, and
the star formation rate d𝑀∗/d𝑡:

d𝑍
d𝑡

∼ 1
𝑀gas

𝑦
d𝑀∗
d𝑡

. (5)

The adopted yield value, 𝑦 = 0.05, in our closed box model comes
from Torrey et al. (2019). In that work, the authors derive the global
yield value for metals in TNG at 𝑧 ≈ 0 and state that it may slightly
differ at higher redshifts. We make the simplifying assumption that
this effective yield is constant with redshift throughout our analysis.
We additionally assume that the yield is the same in the original
Illustris simulation, as well.
We define dZ/dt in shells with radius 0.1 kpc, similar to how

we define metallicity profiles, in order to investigate how quickly
enrichment occurs as a function of radius. To achieve this in a stacked
profile, we take the median gas mass and themean star-formation rate
within each shell.
Additionally, we define the radial gas mixing time-scale, 𝜏GM, to

represent the bulk exchange of material within a particular region of
the galaxy. Radial motion time-scale estimates for metallicity profiles
have been used in the literature previously in Roy & Kunth (1995)
and Martin & Roy (1995). In those works, an estimate is made with
a random walk statistical argument. Given that we can track gas
motions more precisely in simulations, we encode this information
as the ratio of the radius, 𝑅, to the median radial velocity of the gas,
𝑉rad (𝑅), in the profile at that radius,

𝜏GM =
𝑅

𝑉rad (𝑅)
(6)

Both the enrichment and gas mixing time-scales vary with radius
and thus can be evaluated anywhere within the galaxy. We evaluate
both time-scales at 𝑅break. Enrichment of the gas in these systems,
particularly through star formation, establishes the metallicity gra-
dient; however, the radial exchange of materials redistributes the
enriched gas, thus flattening the gradient. Thus, these time-scales

provide two useful proxies for these competing processes that drive
both the formation and destruction of metallicity gradients.

3 RESULTS

3.1 Break Radii of Stacked Systems

Figure 4 shows a sample of TNG50-1 𝑧 = 0 stacked median profiles
for a range of galaxy stellar mass bins. We separate our galaxies into
twenty different mass bins and generate a stacked median profiles
for each bin (see Section 2.5 for full details). For each mass bin, we
show the Savitzky-Golay smoothed spline fit as outlined in Section
2.6. We find that all of the stacked gas-phase metallicity profiles
follow a trend of a steep inner gradient followed by a shallow outer
gradient in TNG. The vertical line marks the location of the identified
break radius: the location where the gradient reaches the value set by
Eqn. 3. Overall, our method accurately captures the radius at which
the profiles transition from steep to shallow. We find that the location
of the break at 𝑧 = 0 increases nearly monotonically spanning from
∼ 5 kpc at lower masses out past ∼ 30 kpc in the highest mass bins.
We note that these stacked profiles are a construction used to

analyse the bulk trends of galaxies within a certain mass range. For
example, most individual galaxies within our sample have this same
trend of a weakening negative gradient with radius, but variations –
on large and small scales – do exist. Additionally, it has been seen in
observationalworks that, at large radii, galaxies are also characterized
by a region of near-constant metallicity (Martin & Roy 1995; Twarog
et al. 1997; Carney et al. 2005; Yong et al. 2005, 2006; Bresolin
et al. 2009; Vlajić et al. 2009, 2011; Sánchez et al. 2014). We find
that individual galaxies are well described by this flattening at large
radii. Figure 2 demonstrates a typical comparison between individual
metallicity profiles and the resulting stackedmetallicity profile for the
8.6 ≤ log(𝑀∗/𝑀�) < 9.1 mass bin at 𝑧 = 0. The stacked profiles
do not necessarily capture the flat outer metallicity profile that is
frequently seen in individual galaxies as well as individual profiles;
however the characteristic radius at which flattening occurs is similar
for the stacked and individual profiles (see Appendix A). The lack
of clarity capturing the flat outer metallicity profile is an expected
feature of stacking the profiles, given that some galaxieswithin amass
bin exhibit a flattened gradient at lower radii than others. Beyond the
flattened gradient the metallicity typically decreases again (Hemler
et al., in prep), which explains the feature seen at the largest radii
in the stacked profiles (see top panel of Figure 3). Combining these
unique profiles means that such individualized features are smoothed
out in the stacked profiles.

3.2 Mass and Redshift Evolution

The left panel of Figure 5 shows the location of the identified break
radius as a function of mass for galaxy populations at several red-
shifts. At 𝑧 = 0 (blue line) we find that the break radius increases
monotonically with increasing mass, which is consistent with the
trend identified in Figure 4. The correlation between break radius
and galaxy stellar mass holds going out to redshift 𝑧 = 1, but the
steepness of the trend is significantly reduced; at 𝑧 > 2 there is
virtually no mass dependence on the location of the break radius.
Several works, both theoretical and observational, have noted that

galaxy metallicity gradients appear to have weak mass dependence
when normalized by some characteristic size of the galaxy (e.g.
Sánchez et al. 2012, 2014; Sánchez-Menguiano et al. 2016; H21).
Referred to as the ‘common abundance gradient’, this relationship
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Figure 4. Five stacked median metallicity profiles at 𝑧 = 0 from the TNG50-1 star-forming galaxy population. Note that these stacked profiles are not all the
same physical length, see Table 2 for how far each profile extends. Each profile demonstrates a steep gradient in the smallest galactocentric radii that flattens out
at larger radii. Within the area of this transition between the two we define a break radius, 𝑅break (Eqn. 3). 𝑅break for each profile is marked by the vertical line
of the same color and linestyle of its corresponding profile.
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Figure 5. Left: The break radius as a function of mass and redshift for our sample of star-forming central galaxies in the TNG50-1 simulation (points plotted
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infers that the metallicity gradient is independent of the size of the
galaxy. It follows that the location where the profile flattens may,
too, be independent of galaxy size. We find that the characteristic
radius that strongly correlates with the break radius is the stellar-
half mass radius, 𝑅SHM. 𝑅SHM is the 3D radius enclosing half of
the stellar mass of the galaxy as in Genel et al. (2018). The central
panel of Figure 5 demonstrates the mass and redshift evolution of
𝑅SHM in TNG50-1. The stellar half mass radius increases nearly
uniformly with galaxy stellar mass at low redshifts, yet at higher
redshifts, this trend weakens significantly and turns over at the high
mass end at 𝑧 > 2. The reasons for the redshift evolution of galaxy
size and eventual turnover at high redshift are beyond the scope of
the paper; however, these trends closely follow those of mass and
redshift identified for the break radius in Section 3.2.
The right panel of Figure 5 shows the break radius normalized by

the stellar half mass radius. At redshift 𝑧 = 0 there is a remaining
trend such that the normalized break radius continues to increase as
a function of mass by a factor of ∼2 across our sampled mass range.
However, in the higher redshift bins, we find that the normalized
break radius flattens as a function of galaxy stellar mass (i.e. break
radius only weakly correlates with galaxy mass). More specifically,
by redshifts 𝑧 = 0.5 − 1.0 the normalized break radius is nearly flat
over the mass range 8.5 < log(𝑀∗/𝑀�) < 10.0, with a notable
increase for the most massive galaxies. For 𝑧 > 1, the normalized
break radii are flat within amargin of±25% across the fullmass range
examined. Critically, we note that the overall trend of the normalized
break radius with mass is significantly weaker than was the case for
the unnormalized break radius. Whereas the break radius evolved by
a factor of ∼ 8 at 𝑧 = 0, the normalized break radius evolves only by
a factor of ∼2.
In summary, we find that 𝑅break increases linearly with mass at

low redshifts and that this linear relationship flattens with increased
redshift. When normalized by galaxy size, 𝑅SHM, the trends are
significantly weaker.

3.3 Time-scales at the Break Radius

In order to understand the balance of physical processes giving rise to
the break radius, we compare the enrichment and radial mixing time-
scales of the gas within the system. As stars form within a galaxy,
they synthesize heavy elements which are eventually injected back
into the ISMby stellar winds and SNe explosions. This process drives
up the local metallicity of the system and – in the absence of mixing
– steepens the gradient. Working in opposition to this, radial gas
flows circulate the existingmaterial throughout the galaxy. Assuming
roughly isotropic flows, metal-enriched gas is sent both towards the
centre of the galaxy and out to the edges, effectively flattening the
gradient. The interplay of these processes dictates where the metals
are and how they move through the galaxy.
For this analysis, we define two time-scales on which these two

processes occur, the enrichment time-scale 𝜏𝑍 and the radial gas-
mixing time-scale 𝜏GM (see Section 2.7). The top panel of Figure 6
shows these timescales as a function of radius for the 𝑧 = 0.5, 9.5 ≤
log(𝑀∗/𝑀�) < 10.0 stacked profile. At small radii, 𝜏𝑍 < 𝜏GM,
indicating that enrichment is far more efficient than the redistribution
of themetals. Traveling further out in the galaxy, the enrichment time-
scale increases quickly, whereas the gas mixing time-scale increases
much more slowly as a function of radius. This rapid increase in the
enrichment time-scale can be attributed to the star-formation in the
disk decreasing with radius within the disk.
We take particular interest in the ratio of these time-scales at the

break radius (dotted gray line in Figure 6; see Section 2.6). Figure 7
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Figure 6. Top: Comparison of the gas mixing (blue) and enrichment (orange)
time-scales (both defined in Section 2.7) as a function of radius for the
9.5 ≤ log(𝑀∗/𝑀�) < 10.0mass bin at 𝑧 = 0.5. The gaps in the enrichment
time-scale profile correspond to radii containing negligible star-formation,
and therefore an infinite enrichment time-scale. Bottom: The corresponding
gas-phase metallicity stacked profile for the same mass bin. From this profile,
the break radius is computed (dotted gray line on both panels). We examine
the ratio of the two time-scales at this location in Figure 7.

demonstrates this ratio as a function of mass and redshift. We find
that at the break radius, the ratio of these two time-scales is around
log(𝜏Z/𝜏GM) = −1.0, with scatter of approximately ±0.3, for all
mass and redshift bins.
The consistent ratio of enrichment to mixing time-scales at 𝑅break

hints that the location of the break in the metallicity profile may
naturally arise from a competition between the mixing of the met-
als (which works to destroy gradients) and the enrichment via star-
formation (which acts to build up gradients). When one of these
processes dominates over the other (i.e. is approximately an order of
magnitude larger), the gradient follows accordingly. Following from
the definition of 𝜏Z (and d𝑍/d𝑡), in regions interior to break radius,
as the star formation rate increases, the enrichment time-scale drops,
and we find that enrichment easily dominates over mixing. In regions
exterior to the break radius, the star formation rate drops and the en-
richment time-scale becomes significantly subdominant compared
against the mixing time-scale.
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Figure 7. Ratio of enrichment time-scale 𝜏𝑍 to radial gas mixing time-scales
𝜏GM (both defined in Section 2.7) at the break radius for stacked median
profiles in the TNG50-1 varying with mass and redshift. The dashed line
represents 𝜏𝑍 = 0.1𝜏GM.

4 DISCUSSION

4.1 Dependence of Resolution and Adopted Physics

To investigate the role of resolution of the TNG50 simulation, as
well as the physics in the model, upon our results, we repeated our
analysis on TNG50-2, a lower resolution run of TNG50, and Illustris-
1, the highest resolution run of Illustris, the predecessor to TNG. The
details of each of these runs are enumerated in Section 2.1. Notably,
TNG50-1 and TNG50-2 are very similar runs, both with box sizes of
(51.7 Mpc)3, however, the number of resolution elements in TNG50-
1 (2 × 21603) is decreased to 10803 in TNG50-2. Based on our
sample selections, at 𝑧 = 0 TNG50-2 has 2,083 galaxies while at
𝑧 = 3 it has 1,340 galaxies both of which are similar to the number
of galaxies within the TNG50-1 simulation, as they are the same box
size. Furthermore, the breakdown of galaxies within each mass bin is
also similar to that of TNG50-1. We utilize this lower resolution run
of TNG50 to determine whether resolution effects have any role in
our findings. Similarly, Illustris-1 and TNG50-2 have a very similar
resolution (see Table 1, Vogelsberger et al. 2014a, and Pillepich et al.
2019 for more details), thus making them a relatively even-handed
comparison. However, the implemented galaxy formation physics
models are sufficiently different from Illustris to TNG to allow us to
probe the impact of the adopted galaxy formation model on the break
radii properties.We impose the same stellar mass and gas mass limits
as the TNG50-1 sample, as well as bin these galaxies in the same
manner. Likewise, we impose the star-forming galaxy requirement
as outlined in Section 2.2.

4.1.1 Resolution Effects

Figure 8 shows the break radius versus mass, size-mass relation, and
normalized break radius versus mass for the TNG50-2 simulation.
The results from Figure 8 can be compared against those presented
in Figure 5 which shows the same results for TNG50-1 (explicitly
shown in the inset plot in the left panel of Figure 8).We find excellent
agreement in qualitative trends between physical-space break radius,
in fact the majority of the break radii agree within ∼ 25%. We see

that at 𝑧 = 0 the location of the break radius is directly correlated
with mass, just as with TNG50-1, though the locations of the break
radii vary the most at this lowest redshift. We additionally see this
relationship weaken with redshift and even invert at higher 𝑧. The
detailed locations of the break radii appear slightly larger (see inset
in left panel) at lower masses, but (for all but 𝑧 = 0 and 3) at higher
mass the locations appear to match quite closely. The 𝑧 = 0 break
radii locations stray the furthest from the TNG50-1 sample
The galaxy sizes (from Genel et al. 2018) agree as well, in terms

of qualitative trends, across the two simulations (central panels of
Figures 5 and 8). The actual sizes of the galaxies are very slightly
larger in TNG50-2, however. We again normalize our break radii by
𝑅SHM, our chosen proxy for galaxy size (left panels of Figures 5 and
8). As can be seen in the inset plot in the right panel of Figure 8,
we find excellent agreement between the two samples, the locations
all agree within 35% (in fact, most agree within ∼10%, particularly
at higher redshifts). We do note that there is more dispersion in the
number of scale-lengths each break is at across redshift in this lower
resolution run than in the higher resolution run. This dispersion arises
in the difference in the detailed locations of the breaks, outlined in
the previous paragraph. In general, we conclude that the location of
the break radius does not appear to be a feature of the resolution of
the TNG50-1 run, as we obtain similar results in TNG50-2.
The results of the time-scale analysis for TNG50-2 can be seen in

Figure 9. The agreement between TNG50-1 (Figure 7) and TNG50-
2 is remarkable. The ratio of the time-scales at the break radius for
the TNG50-2 sample deviate . 20% (the higher redshifts are even
closer than this) from the TNG50-1 sample for nearly all mass bins.
In both resolution runs we see that the ratio of the time-scales, at low
redshift, is inversely correlated with mass (though high-mass 𝑧 = 0
stray from this trend in both). This correlation weakens with redshift,
not unlike that of the location of the break radius, until flattening out
at 𝑧 & 2. The value at which the correlation flattens out to in TNG50-
2 is around -1.00, the same value as in TNG50-1. This suggests that
our conclusion that the break radius is the location where the bulk
radial gas flows dominate the gas enrichment is not a feature of the
resolution of the TNG50-1 simulation run.

4.1.2 Adopted Physics

As a measure of the impact of the adopted physics of TNG, we use
the original Illustris simulation suite as a comparison. Of the varied
physics in Illustris and TNG (fully outlined in Section 2.1, Wein-
berger et al. 2017; Pillepich et al. 2018a), the most important for our
analyses are the changes to chemical enrichment as well as galac-
tic winds. Additionally, Illustris has an increased box size (106.5
Mpc)3 compared to TNG50 (51.7 Mpc)3. Based on our prescrip-
tions, at 𝑧 = 0 Illustris-1 has 29,730 of galaxies and at 𝑧 = 3 it has
13,891 galaxies. The vast increase in galaxies compared to the TNG
simulations is a feature of Illustris’ larger volume.
When defining 𝑟max (Section 2.3) we stated that the choice did not

impact results as long as the transition region was captured within
the region we examined. This statement is important regarding the
Illustris-1 𝑧 = 0 sample. When following our prescription for 𝑟max
set by Table 2, we do not fully capture this transition region. For this
reason, we extend all Illustris-1 𝑧 = 0 galaxies out to 100 kpc.
We find that the break radii in the Illustris sample follow a weak

positive relationship with mass (left panel of Figure 10), across red-
shift. Additionally, the Illustris stacked profiles follow a much clearer
redshift evolution and weaker mass dependence compared to the
TNG samples. We find the break radius decreases in all the mass
bins across all redshifts. Comparing this to the TNG50-2 sample
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Figure 8. Left: The break radius as a function of mass and redshift for our sample of star-forming central galaxies in the TNG50-2 simulation (points plotted
at geometric centres of bins). Each point represents the location at which the stacked metallicity gradient reaches the value set by Eqn. 3. The inset represents
a comparison of the location between the identified breaks in TNG50-2 versus TNG50-1, where the dashed black line shows complete agreement between the
two simulations. Centre: The median mass-size relation for galaxies as a function of mass and redshift (stellar half mass radii were calculated in Genel et al.
2018). Right: The location of the break radius in each stacked profile, normalized by the stellar half mass radius. Similar to the left panel, the inset on this panel
represents the normalized break radii in TNG50-2 divided by the normalized break radii in TNG50-1.

8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5 11.0
log(Stellar Mass [M�])

−1.4

−1.2

−1.0

−0.8

−0.6

−0.4

−0.2

0.0

lo
g
(τ

Z
/τ

G
M

)

z = 0

z = 0.5

z = 1

z = 2

z = 3

8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5 11.0

1.0

1.2

1.4

50
−

2/
50
−

1

Figure 9. Ratio of enrichment time-scale to radial gas mixing time-scales
(both defined in Section 2.7) at the break radius for stacked median profiles
in TNG50-2 varying with mass and redshift. The dashed line represents
where the gas-mixing time-scale is an order of magnitude larger than the
enrichment time-scale. The inset plot is a direct comparison to the results
from the TNG50-1 time-scale analysis (see Figure 7). The black dashed line
on this plot shows where the two would agree completely.

(see inset on left panel of Figure 10), we find that at higher redshift
(𝑧 &1), the location of the break radius is a factor of nearly 1.5 times
larger across all mass bins. The lower redshifts show even more de-
viation from this, with 𝑧 = 0 varying from a factor of 5 times larger
in the lowest mass bin, to half as large in the highest mass bins.
When normalizing the break radii by the characteristic size of the

galaxy, 𝑅SHM, the residual mass and redshift trends are extremely
weak (see the right panel of Figure 10). We do note, however, that the
number of scalelengths for which this break is identified is less than
in TNG. This is reflected in the inset for the right panel of Figure 10,
nearly all profiles’ normalized break radii are smaller by > 20%. The
middle panels in Figures 5, 8, and 10 show the evolution of the galaxy
mass-size relation in each simulation. It can be seen that the stellar
half mass radius for the sample of Illustris galaxies is at least a factor
of ∼ 2 larger than its TNG counterparts at all masses and redshifts.
Additionally, comparing the overall trend of the stellar half mass
radii across simulations yields a similar result as with the break radii
themselves: Illustris shows a much flatter relationship with a clear
redshift evolution. We, therefore, attribute some of this difference
in galaxy size between the two simulations to cause the change in
normalization. This difference in galaxy size is one likely explanation
for the deviation from the TNG50-2 sample. We conclude that the
adopted physics do play a role insofar as setting the size of galaxies,
which would, in turn, impact the location of the break radius.

The results from the Illustris-1 time-scale analysis can be seen in
Figure 11. For each redshift, there is marginal correlation between
mass and the ratio of the time-scales. As a function of redshift, we
find that the value of the flat correlation decreases with increasing
redshift. The highest redshifts, 𝑧 = 2 and 3, correspond to the same
time-scale ratio of the two TNG simulations, -1.00. While the lower
redshifts take a higher value for this time-scale, the values agree with
lowmass expectations from the TNG time-scales. Additionally, these
values of the time-scale ratios are all between ∼ −0.50 to − 1.00 dex
suggesting that the location of the break radius is where the radial
mixing significantly dominates over the enrichment.

Despite the qualitative agreement, the time-scale ratios, particu-
larly at low redshift, deviate roughly by a factor of two from the
TNG50-1 sample (see inset panel of Figure 11). More specifcally,
the Illustris sample shows this ratio to be less than in TNG50-1. This
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Figure 10. Left: The break radius as a function of mass and redshift for our sample of star-forming central galaxies in the Illustris-1 simulation (points plotted
at geometric centres of bins). Each point represents the location at which the stacked metallicity gradient reaches the value set by Eqn. 3. The inset represents
a comparison of the location between the identified breaks in Illustris-1 versus TNG50-2, where the dashed black line shows complete agreement between the
two simulations. Centre: The median mass-size relation for galaxies as a function of mass and redshift. Right: The location of the break radius in each stacked
profile, normalized by the stellar half mass radius. Similar to the left panel, the inset on this panel represents the normalized break radii in Illustris-1 divided by
the normalized break radii in TNG50-1.
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Figure 11. Ratio of enrichment time-scale to radial gas mixing time-scales
(both defined in Section 2.7) at the break radius for stacked median profiles
in the Illustris-1 varying with mass and redshift. The dashed line represents
where the gas-mixing time-scale is an order of magnitude larger than the
enrichment time-scale. The inset plot is a direct comparison to the results
from the TNG50-2 time-scale analysis (see Figure 9). The black dashed line
on this plot shows where the two would agree completely.

suggests that, while the location of the break radius is indeed set by
the competition of mixing and enrichment, the exact relationship (i.e.
an order of magnitude difference in time-scales) changes somewhat
across physical models.
We, therefore, conclude that though a difference in physicalmodels

results in different locations of 𝑅break and that the detailed interplay of

processes is not perfectly consistent between models, the location of
the break is determined by the opposition of mixing and enrichment
within the disc.

4.1.3 Other Simulation Models

This analysis centres entirely on the Illustris and TNG simulation
suites; however, in principle, this analysis could be performed in any
cosmological simulation presently available. Both the Illustris and
TNG models include a prescription for the star-forming regions of
the ISM based on the Springel & Hernquist (2003, henceforth SH03)
equation of state. In this equation of state, a threshold density is set
(the star-forming density 𝑛H > 0.13 cm−3) above which the gas fol-
lows a set prescription for its pressure and temperature evolution. In
this way, all of the subgrid physics, the physics too small to resolve,
is treated as the same. Pressure support has the effect of keeping the
gas from condensing and preventing further star-formation. In the
effective equation of state model, no distinctions are made (nor can
be made) about the source of the pressure keeping the gas from con-
densing. Therefore, different implementations of the ISM pressures
could have a significant impact.
This exact treatment of the dense ISM is not implemented in all

cosmological simulations and thus future analyses performed with
different implementations could produce differing results. For ex-
ample, the EAGLE (Evolution and Assembly of GaLaxies and their
Environments, Schaye et al. 2015; Crain et al. 2015) simulation suite
follows the Schaye & Dalla Vecchia (2008) equation of state for the
ISM. This equation of state is fairly similar to the implementation
in Illustris and TNG. Above a certain density, all gas falls onto a set
curve on a density-temperature profile. Since this equation of state
resembles the SH03 equation of state, we would only expect mod-
est changes in the location of the break radius and our time-scale
analysis. We liken this to the analysis done here in Section 4.1.2
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comparing TNG and Illustris. The locations of the break radius were
not at the same physical location of the stacked galaxy profiles (even
when comparing TNG50-1 to TNG50-2) nor were the exact trends
that they each follow. Yet we find that when the break radius is nor-
malized, we see both simulations’ relationships flatten out (albeit at
a different value, though we attribute this to the size of the galaxies;
see Section 4.1.2).
FIRE (Feedback In Realistic Environments, Hopkins et al. 2014),

on the other hand, attempts to more explicitly model the multi-phase
ISM. The key to their approach is to (i) allow for gas to cool and
condense into very dense gas clumps, (ii) restrict star-formation to
be carried out within those dense gas clumps, and then (iii) imple-
ment stellar feedback locally around those young stellar populations.
In contrast to the SH03 ISM treatment employed within Illustris and
TNG, turbulence plays a significant role in the pressure support of
the disk. This turbulence can act not only to support the gas disk
against collapse, but can also radially redistribute metals and poten-
tially wash out metallicity gradients. The extent to which, e.g., bulk
flows of gas versus turbulence help set the location of the break radius
in simulated galaxies could provide an interesting – potentially ob-
servable – discriminator between models which significant turbulent
ISM pressure support.
Additionally, the FIRE model implements much burstier stellar

feedback. In these events, large bursts very quickly redistribute large
amounts of gas throughout the disc, catastrophically destroying gra-
dients. However, since these events are so short-lived, the flattened
gradient does not persist as the system re-equilibrates (Ma et al.
2017). This leads to a large diversity of gradients at high redshift
ranging from flat to steep, which qualitatively agrees with observa-
tional studies (e.g. Cresci et al. 2010; Queyrel et al. 2012; Swinbank
et al. 2012; Wuyts et al. 2016). Moreover, based on analytic argu-
ments made in this paper, 𝑅break should still be set by competition of
enrichment and gas mixing within the disc, which would likely not
significantly vary after the quick burst of outflowing material. Thus,
in a bursty feedbackmodel, it is not clear that during the (re-)build-up
of the gradient within the disc that the break radius should change
significantly.
In comparison, non-bursty feedback models with discs dominated

by bulk gas motions (i.e., Illustris and TNG) have no mechanism to
rapidly destroy gradients. Thus, as shown in H21, these models show
much steeper gradients at higher redshift compared to observations.
We therefore speculate that any change in the gradient would nec-
essarily be set by a change in gas-mixing (e.g., mergers, change in
winds, etc), which should have a direct effect on the location of the
break radius. We predict that the time variation of the location of the
break radius (or the lack thereof) within a galaxy could also provide
another constraint on simulated galaxy feedback models.

4.2 Implications for the baryon cycle

The baryon cycle is a central component in understanding galaxy evo-
lution. This process describes interactions between the ISM, CGM,
and IGM, wherein gas accretes from the IGM and CGM onto the
ISM and is expelled from the ISM via feedback. Depending on the
strength of the feedback, some of gas escapes into the IGM (e.g.
Heckman et al. 2000) while some only makes it to the CGM and is
‘recycled’ by cooling back into the ISM (e.g. Shapiro & Field 1976).
Once back in the ISM, this process continues as the enriched gas
mixes with new gas accreted onto the disc from the IGM.
It is through this cycle that we present the ISM in two differ-

ent parts: an inner star-formation dominated thin disc and an outer
mixing dominated disc. Star-formation in the inner disc leads to the

production of metals. Since star-formation occurs mostly in the cen-
tres of galaxies and less in the outskirts thismetal production steepens
the metallicity gradient. On the other hand, the outer disc is subject
to these ejected gases cooling and accreting onto it, as well as gas
cooling from the IGM. This region is therefore mixing dominated.
Additionally, since gas of all different stages of enrichment (recycled
metal-rich gas from the inner ISM, metal-poor from the IGM) is
being mixed into one place constantly, the gas is continuously being
diluted, effectively flattening the gradient in this region. The region
where these competing effects meet is where the gradient transitions
from steep to shallow – i.e., the break radius. Therefore, the break
radius can be seen as one possible metric defining where the star-
formation-dominated disc ends and the accreting, mixing-dominated
outer disc starts.
This follows from our time-scale analysis (Sections 3.3, 4.1.1, and

4.1.2), where we found, across nearly all mass, redshift, and in all
examined simulations, that the location of the break radius is where
the time-scale for gas enrichment is ∼ 1/10 the time-scale for radial
mixing. Although we take a closed-box model approximation for our
radial mixing time-scale, we would expect this statement to hold
more generally as well. In a more realistic system, gas is inflowing
from the IGM and outflowing out of the CGM through winds and
feedback. These flows in and out of the galaxy would likely change
the physical location of metals as well as contribute to the steepness
of the gradient. Barring any huge ejection or accretion events (i.e.
mergers), the picture of break radius evolution should largely remain.
The enrichment from star-formation steepens the gradient in the inner
portion of the disc, while the mixing flattens it. Thus, the location
where enrichment begins to dominate over mixing, regardless of
model assumptions, should present a gradient transition region.
We discuss the formation model of the mixing dominated disc

further in the companion paper by Hemler et al. (in preparation).

4.3 How could break radii be observed?

4.3.1 Observational Challenges

The convention for observationally determiningmetallicity gradients
within a galaxy usually involves a linear-least squares regression
though a limited region of a galaxy (e.g. Magrini et al. 2007; Jones
et al. 2010; Yuan et al. 2011; Swinbank et al. 2012; Sánchez et al.
2014). This region, most typically [0.5, 2.0]𝑅eff , falls almost entirely
within the dense, star-forming regions of the ISM, by construction.
It is common for metallicity gradient surveys seek out H ii regions
(e.g. Shaver et al. 1983; Vilchez et al. 1988; Esteban et al. 2009;
Grasha et al. 2022) within the disc of the galaxy to measure nebular
emission lines. Therefore, observational studies with a focus on these
regions only contain information on the star-forming inner disc of
the galaxy. Yet, as was shown in the previous sections (4.1.1 and
4.1.2) as well as section 3.3, the break radius is where star-formation
becomes the sub-dominant process within the disc. Thus, emission-
line diagnostics could not provide enough spatial extent to robustly
define a break radius for observed systems.
If we make a simplifying assumption that the stellar half mass

radius is approximately equal to the effective radius3, based on the
right panels of Figures 5, 8, and 10, these observational studies would
not encapsulate the break radius in any of the simulations we analyse.
This, of course, is an exaggeration as the stacked profiles we present

3 This assumption is not valid across all redshifts (Suess et al. 2019), but for
the sake of simplicity we consider it to be the case.
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are just bulk trends and individual galaxies vary possibly having their
break radius within 2𝑅eff – affording the ability to locate the break
radiuswithin these surveys. In fact, several observational studies have
already noted the region where the metallicity flattens to a constant
value (Martin & Roy 1995; Twarog et al. 1997; Carney et al. 2005;
Yong et al. 2005, 2006; Bresolin et al. 2009; Vlajić et al. 2009, 2011;
Sánchez et al. 2014; Grasha et al. 2022, etc.). Nevertheless, careful
comparisons against observations are very difficult to make using
emission diagnostics alone.

4.3.2 Absorption Diagnostics

An observational study designed to determine 𝑅break would need to
obtain metallicities from nearly the full extent of the galactic disc.
One way to generate these profiles could be to combine emission
diagnostics from the inner dense ISM with absorption measures in
the extended, diffuse gas surrounding the disc. Absorption features
can be observed in galaxies located at small angular separations from
distant background quasars (e.g. Werk et al. 2012, 2014) in DLAs
(Damped Lyman-𝛼 systems). However, such systems are relatively
rare. Even in systems with such background sources, the informa-
tion is not very spatially extended, meaning that we are limited to
only the regions directly in the line of sight. Stacking similar mass
galaxies that absorption lines from background sources is one way to
overcome this limitation (e.g. Norris et al. 1983; Ellison et al. 2000).
With stacked profiles, an analogous set of analyses to those pre-

sented in this work could be performed on observational data. This,
particularly with data from a number of different redshifts and stel-
lar masses, would offer constraints on the current galaxy evolution
models. For example, our new classification of inner star-forming
discs and outer mixing dominated discs, mentioned in the previous
section, could be verified. Understanding whether observed galaxies
follow this outlined prescription allows for yet another constraint to
hold galaxies in cosmological simulations against.

5 CONCLUSIONS

We select star-forming, central galaxies from the Illustris and TNG
simulation suites with stellar mass limits of 8.5 < log(𝑀∗/𝑀�) <

10.9 broken into twenty mass bins. We align these galaxies to a face-
on orientation and create 1Dgas-phasemedianmetallicity profiles for
each galaxy. Individual galaxy profiles within each mass bin are then
combined into a single stacked median profile. From these stacked
median profiles, we define the region where the gradient transitions
from steep to shallow as the break radius. In order to understand
where this break in the metallicity comes from we evaluate two
relevant time-scales at the break radius: the enrichment time-scale
and the radial gas mixing time-scale.
Our key results from this analysis are as follows:

• We find that the majority of individual galaxy profiles exhibit a
steep inner gradient followed by a shallow outer gradient. When the
individual profiles are stacked, we see that this is the characteristic
behavior of galaxies in our sample (see Figure 2).

• Defining the region where this transition occurs as the break
radius, 𝑅break, we find that at 𝑧 = 0, 𝑅break is positively correlated
with the stellar mass of galaxies (Figure 4). This correlation weakens
as a function of redshift, ultimately becoming negative at 𝑧 = 3 (left
panel of Figure 5).

• The galaxy mass-size relation for the radius enclosing half of
the stellar mass in the galaxy (𝑅SHM) follows a similar trend as

𝑅break. When the location of the break radius in the stacked profiles
is normalized by 𝑅SHM, the mass and redshift dependencies flatten
(right panel of Figure 5).

• In order to understand the interplay of physics flattening metal-
licity gradients, we define two relevant time-scales: a radial gas mix-
ing time-scale (𝜏GM) and a gas enrichment time-scale (𝜏𝑍 ). The ratio
of these time-scales at the break radius yields a roughly constant
value (with some weak residual trends) with both mass and red-
shift. This suggests that the flattening of the metallicity occurs when
mixing becomes appreciably dominant compared to gas enrichment
(Figure 7).

• In TNG50-2, a lower resolution run of TNG50, we find good
agreement between both the location of the break radius across mass
and redshift as well as the ratio of time-scales, suggesting that our
results are not features of the resolution of TNG50-1 (see Sections
4.1.1 and Figures 8 and 9).

• In Illustris-1, a different, but similar, physical model to TNG,
we find the locations of break radii, normalized by galaxy size, are a
factor of two smaller than TNGgalaxies, though this can be explained
by Illustris galaxies being approximately a factor of two larger. Ad-
ditionally, we find that the ratio of time-scales generally agrees with
our TNG50-1 analysis, though there is some deviation (see Section
4.1.2 and Figures 10 and 11).

The general agreement between TNG50-1, TNG50-2, and Illus-
tris suggest that the location of the break radius is indeed set by the
competition between enrichment and mixing. Observing these ex-
tended profiles, which would require the combination of absorption
and emission diagnostics (see Section 4.3), could provide a potential
discriminator for models of ISM pressure support in the future.
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APPENDIX A: INDIVIDUAL GALAXIES

Though our analysis centers on the identification of break radii for
stacked profiles as a means of potential comparisons with observa-
tions, individual galaxies can undergo this same analysis. We noted
in Section 3.1 that stacked and individual profiles do have their dif-
ferences. In this appendix, we take a cursory glance at population
trends for individual galaxies and compare how they hold up against
our stacked profile analysis. For simplicity, we examine only the
TNG50-1 sample in this work.
In Figures 1 and 3, we demonstrated fitting an individual profile.

The fitting methodology is nearly identical to that outlined in Section
2.6, however minor changes were implemented to optimize the fit-
ting of individual profiles. The first of such changes is that instead of
using the value of 𝑅SFR for the stacked profiles, we compute the gra-
dient threshold, 𝛼break (see Equation 3), using the individual galaxy’s
characteristic sizes. This avoids the ambiguity of overlapping mass
ranges created when binning the profiles. Additionally, since indi-
vidual profiles are not as well behaved as stacked profiles (e.g. noise
due to environment, etc.), we slightly modify our Savitzky-Golay
smoothing to avoid overfitting to sharp features. We therefore adjust
the smoothing parameter from 0.1 to 0.25 for individual profiles. Fi-
nally, as was the case for stacked systems, our method of computing
the break radius is iterative in selecting a window size (see Section
2.6), if this process starts to smooth over a significant portion of the
galaxy – 10 kpc – and has not identified a clear break radius, we
choose to stop the process and assign no break radius. No stacked
profile failed to identify a break radius, but we find that some individ-
ual systems did not have an identified break. At the highest redshift
(𝑧 = 1, 2, and 3), less than one percent of the total galaxies in our
sample have no break radius identified. At 𝑧 = 0.5, 2.8% of galaxies
do not identify a break radius while at 𝑧 = 0, 8.6% of galaxies are
impacted.
We find that for nearly all mass bins across all redshifts, the break

radius for the stacked profiles generally falls in between the median
and third quartile of individual profile’s break radii (see Figure A1).
𝑅break being systematically larger in stacked profiles is an expected
behavior of stacking gas-phase metallicity profiles. As was briefly
discussed in section 3.1, individual profiles all flatten out at different
radii, thus by stacking them we expect that the median profile will be
pushed further out by profiles with very flat gradients.
We caution that while this method for finding the break radius of

individual galaxies works reasonably well for most galaxies within
our sample, there is variability. We have inspected a number of
samples by eye and find reasonable agreement with expectations.

APPENDIX B: DIFFERENCES IN STACKING
TECHNIQUES WITH OBSERVATIONS

As mentioned in Section 2.5, when generating stacked median pro-
files we first create median profiles for each individual galaxy then
take a median-of-medians approach to get our result. This approach
does differ from the traditional methods of stacking in observa-
tional studies, wherein the metallicity profile (whether a median

or weighted-mean) is calculated using all of the individual points
(e.g., Leccardi & Molendi 2008; Carton et al. 2015). While these
two methods are indeed different, upon generating stacked profiles
both ways in TNG50-1 at 𝑧 = 0, we find that the location of the break
radius using either method agrees within ∼ 20% (see Figure B1).

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.

MNRAS 000, 1–17 (2022)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0004-637X/791/2/130
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa88ae
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/173544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1086/306354


18 Garcia et al.

8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5 11.0
log(Stellar Mass[M�])

0

25

50

75

100

125
R

b
re

ak
(k

p
c)

z = 0

8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5 11.0
log(Stellar Mass[M�])

0

25

50

75

100

125

R
b

re
ak

(k
p

c)

z = 0.5

8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5 11.0
log(Stellar Mass[M�])

0

20

40

60

R
b

re
ak

(k
p

c)

z = 1

8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5 11.0
log(Stellar Mass[M�])

0

10

20

30

40

R
b

re
ak

(k
p

c)

z = 2

8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5 11.0
log(Stellar Mass[M�])

0

10

20

30

40

R
b

re
ak

(k
p

c)

z = 3

Figure A1. Box-plots of individual galaxies’ 𝑅break at all analyzed redshifts for the TNG50-1 star-forming galaxies. Each box is plotted in the geometric center
of the mass bin it represents. The box represents the first and third quartiles, with the median plotted across it. The bars extending off the box are within 1.5×
the two quartiles and the open dots represent all data outside that. The black diamonds represent the stacked profile’s identified break radius (see section 3.1).
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Figure B1. A comparison of the identified break radii using observational stacking techniques (wherein stacked median profiles are generated using all of the
data from all of the galaxies; shown here in blue) against the technique of stacking individual median profiles (see Section 2.5; shown here in orange) for each
stellar mass bin in TNG50-1 and 𝑧 = 0. The inset shows the ratio of the observational approach over ours for each mass bin.
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