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ABSTRACT
Using adaptive optics with the Multi-Unit Spectroscopic Explorer (MUSE) on the Very Large Telescope (VLT), the Middle
Ages Galaxy Properties with Integral Field Spectroscopy (MAGPI) survey allows us to study the spatially resolved Universe at
a crucial time of ∼4 Gyr ago (𝑧 ∼ 0.3) when simulations predict the greatest diversity in evolutionary pathways for galaxies. We
investigate the radial trends in the star formation (SF) activity and luminosity-weighted stellar ages as a function of offset from
the star-forming main sequence (SFMS) for a total of 294 galaxies. Using both H𝛼 emission and the 4000 Å break (i.e., D4000)
as star formation rate (SFR) tracers, we find overall flat radial profiles for galaxies lying on and above the SFMS, suggestive of
physical processes that enhance/regulate SF throughout the entire galaxy disc. However, for galaxies lying below the SFMS, we
find positive gradients in SF suggestive of inside-out quenching. Placing our results in context with results from other redshift
regimes suggests an evolution in radial trends at 𝑧 ∼ 0.3 for SF galaxies above the SFMS, from uniformly enhanced SF at 𝑧 ∼ 1
and 𝑧 ∼ 0.3 to centrally enhanced SF at 𝑧 ∼ 0 (when averaged over a wide range of mass). We also capture higher local SFRs for
galaxies below the SFMS compared to that of 𝑧 ∼ 0, which can be explained by a larger population of quenched satellites in the
local Universe and/or different treatments of limitations set by the D4000-sSFR relation.

Key words: galaxies: evolution – galaxies: general – galaxies: star formation – galaxies: statistics.

1 INTRODUCTION

Galaxies are some of the most complex structures in the Universe.
The formation and evolutionary pathways galaxies take throughout
their lifetimes are multifold. Despite the diversity of such pathways,
populations of galaxies as a whole have been observed to follow tight
scaling relations across cosmic time, such as the correlation between
star formation rates (SFRs) and stellar masses (M★), otherwise known
as the star-forming main sequence (SFMS; e.g., Elbaz et al. 2007;

★ E-mail: jaeyeon.mun@anu.edu.au

Noeske et al. 2007; Whitaker et al. 2012; Lee et al. 2015; Renzini &
Peng 2015). The existence of such a tight relation (∼0.2 – 0.35 dex in
scatter) observed up to redshifts as high as 𝑧 ∼ 6 (e.g., Speagle et al.
2014; Thorne et al. 2021; Popesso et al. 2023) suggests that galaxies
are able to maintain their star formation in a quasi-steady manner
across cosmic time (e.g., Bouché et al. 2010). Galaxies not on the
SFMS are considered to be outliers, where galaxies above the main
sequence are undergoing starbursts and galaxies below are either in
the process of or have already quenched their star formation. While
the SFMS has been in place across cosmic time, the normalisation of
the relation has evolved together with the cosmic star formation rate
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density (Madau & Dickinson 2014; Thorne et al. 2021; Popesso et al.
2023; D’Silva et al. 2023). This suggests that there may be differences
in the star-forming conditions between the early Universe and today,
such that galaxies hosted much more gas-rich and star-forming discs
in the past (e.g., Schiminovich et al. 2005; Daddi et al. 2010; Tacconi
et al. 2010; Decarli et al. 2016, 2019). Scaling relations between
various galaxy properties, along with multi-wavelength studies of
galaxies at different redshift regimes, provide us with the big picture
of galaxy evolution across cosmic time. However, in order to under-
stand the processes governing these global relationships, we need
to spatially resolve galaxies and their environments to uncover their
underlying physics.

Various mechanisms are known to regulate the star formation ac-
tivity of galaxies, which include those pertaining to internal struc-
tures such as bars (e.g., Ellison et al. 2011; Cheung et al. 2013; Vera
et al. 2016; Kim et al. 2017; Fraser-McKelvie et al. 2020; Lin et al.
2020), spiral arms (e.g., Yu et al. 2021), and bulges (i.e., ‘morpho-
logical quenching’; Martig et al. 2009; Méndez-Abreu et al. 2019;
Gensior et al. 2020), active galactic nuclei (AGN; e.g., Bower et al.
2006; Croton et al. 2006; Lagos et al. 2008; see Fabian 2012 for
a review), and environmental processes such as interactions with
neighbouring galaxies (Heckman 1990; Moore et al. 1996; Patton
et al. 2013; Davies et al. 2015; Moreno et al. 2021), some of which
can lead to mergers (e.g. Hopkins et al. 2013; Hani et al. 2020; Elli-
son et al. 2022), gas stripping due to the surrounding medium (Gunn
& Gott 1972; Nulsen 1982; Koopmann & Kenney 2004a,b; Boselli
& Gavazzi 2006), and starvation/strangulation (Larson et al. 1980;
Bekki et al. 2002). By nature, bars and AGN are expected to have
a more noticeable impact on the galaxy centre, either potentially
leading to funnelling of gas towards the centre and consequently a
nuclear starburst (Shlosman et al. 1989; Emsellem et al. 2015), or
the outflow of gas followed by earlier onset of quenching (Di Mat-
teo et al. 2005; Feruglio et al. 2010). AGN can also suppress star
formation on a global scale by injecting kinetic energy into the gas
distributed throughout the halo, which leads to both a decrease in
cold gas inflow and increase in stability of the gas against fragmen-
tation (Dekel & Birnboim 2006; Dekel et al. 2009). On the other
hand, environmental processes add more complexities to the overall
picture, where ram pressure stripping acts to preferentially strip gas
from galaxy outskirts, quenching the galaxy outside-in (Gunn & Gott
1972; Steinhauser et al. 2016), whereas starvation/strangulation can
quench galaxies on a global scale by cutting off cold gas accretion
entirely (Larson et al. 1980; Bekki et al. 2002; Boselli & Gavazzi
2006). As such, the distribution of the gas, stars, and metals are ex-
pected to exhibit variations from the centre towards the outskirts of
galaxies (Kewley et al. 2010; Lian et al. 2019; Sánchez 2020). This
is further complicated by the evolution of environments and build-up
of the densest environments at late times (Knobel et al. 2009).

Distinguishing the different physical mechanisms at play requires
a wealth of observational information, among which spatially re-
solved photometry and/or spectroscopy covering a broad range of
wavelengths prove to be crucial. Integral field spectroscopy (IFS)
has been particularly useful in this sense, where large integral field
unit (IFU) galaxy surveys have used spatially resolved spectroscopy
to measure radial variations in galaxy properties. In particular, many
studies have analysed radial trends in SFR surface density (ΣSFR)
and specific star formation rates (sSFR = SFR/M★) as a function of
morphology, environment, stellar mass, and offset with respect to
the SFMS (González Delgado et al. 2016; Nelson et al. 2016; Elli-
son et al. 2018; Medling et al. 2018; Wang et al. 2019; Bluck et al.
2020b). Such analyses have demonstrated the power of combining
global and local information, where comparing radial trends in local

star formation as a function of location with respect to the global
SFMS has been particularly insightful.

Studies based on the local Universe (𝑧 ∼ 0) suggests that galax-
ies above and below the SFMS show enhanced and quenched star
formation activity, respectively, in the galaxy centre (Ellison et al.
2018; Wang et al. 2019). Multiple scenarios have been proposed to
explain this; for example, a central starburst may precede inside-out
quenching in galaxies (Ellison et al. 2018) due to processes such as
galaxy mergers and AGN feedback. On the other hand, it may not
necessarily be physical processes, but moreso radial variations in SF
efficiencies manifesting in positive/negative gradients in SF (Wang
et al. 2019). Some studies have attempted to distinguish between
internal and external mechanisms – Bluck et al. (2020b) find that
central and high-mass satellite galaxies quench inside-out primarily
due to AGN feedback, whereas low-mass satellites quench outside-in
due to environmental mechanisms such as ram pressure stripping and
galaxy-galaxy interactions. Putting radial trends in SF in context with
environments ranging from low-mass galaxy groups to clusters have
also shown that galaxies show stronger trends of outside-in quenching
with increasing environmental density (Schaefer et al. 2017, 2019;
Wang et al. 2022). However, features of outside-in quenching (i.e.,
a negative gradient in SF) can also be interpreted as central reju-
venation due to increased gas accretion rates from galaxy-galaxy
interactions, such that both processes might be occurring in concert
(e.g., Schaefer et al. 2017). The combination of analysing multiple
parameters, such as ΣSFRs and sSFRs, has proved helpful towards
favouring one scenario over the other (e.g. Medling et al. 2018).

At higher redshifts (𝑧 ∼ 1 − 2), high spatial resolution imaging
taken with the Hubble Space Telescope (HST)/Wide Field Camera
3 (WFC3) grism from the 3D-HST (Skelton et al. 2014) survey has
made similar analyses possible. Stacked images of both H𝛼 and stel-
lar continuum emission show that galaxies above the SFMS are en-
hanced everywhere throughout the disc, galaxies on the SFMS have
on average flat profiles, whereas those below are quenched every-
where (Nelson et al. 2016). However, centrally suppressed sSFRs are
observed in the centre of their most massive (10.5 < log10(M★/M⊙)
< 11) galaxies, which suggests signs of inside-out quenching. Similar
results are found from the SINS/zC-SINF (Förster Schreiber et al.
2018) survey with evidence that the most massive (log10(M★/M⊙)
≳ 11) galaxies are undergoing inside-out quenching, whereas lower
mass galaxies show flat sSFR profiles (Tacchella et al. 2015, 2018).

Together, the results at 𝑧 = 0 and 𝑧 = 2 suggest an evolution in
radial trends over the last ∼ 10 Gyr for galaxies above and below the
SFMS. Understanding which changes (e.g. environment, accretion
rates, gas fractions, etc.) have contributed to this evolution requires
investigating galaxies at the epoch where the cosmic SFRD is wind-
ing down. However, studies tracing this evolution have been limited.
Observationally, they require large areas and deep high-resolution
imaging or imaging spectroscopy. The Multi-Unit Spectroscopic Ex-
plorer (MUSE) instrument on the Very Large Telescope (VLT) how-
ever is opening up this space with surveys that tile over larger regions
of the sky. The natural seeing MUSE-WIDE survey (Herenz et al.
2017) has made it possible to measure the radial variations in star
formation and gas-phase metallicities at 0.1 < 𝑧 < 0.42, but has
been limited in sample statistics (Jafariyazani et al. 2019; Yao et al.
2022). The Middle Ages Galaxy Properties with Integral Field Spec-
troscopy (MAGPI1; Foster et al. 2021) survey has been designed to
resolve these issues, by achieving comparable spatial resolution to

1 Based on observations obtained at the VLT of the European Southern
Observatory (ESO), Paranal, Chile (ESO program ID 1104.B-0526)
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that achieved with local IFS surveys in both stars and ionised gas
for ∼400 galaxies at 𝑧 ∼ 0.3, with the use of adaptive optics (AO)
capabilities on MUSE.

In this paper, we study the radial trends in the star formation ac-
tivity of MAGPI galaxies at 𝑧 ∼ 0.3 to address two key questions: (1)
Do we observe an evolution in star formation activity with redshift
at z ∼ 0.3?; and (2) What regulates and/or quenches star formation
at 𝑧 ∼ 0.3? We use both the global and resolved SFMS (rSFMS;
i.e., resolved counterpart of the global SFMS measured on kilo-
parsec scales, showing a tight correlation between SFR and stellar
mass surface densities; e.g., Sánchez et al. 2013; Wuyts et al. 2013;
Cano-Díaz et al. 2016) to measure the radial variation in local SF.
Specifically, we measure radial trends in ΔΣSFR, the logarithmic off-
set from the rSFMS, as a function of varying offsets from the global
SFMS. We also complement our results with luminosity-weighted
stellar age (AgeL) profiles. We also ensure that our sample is not
biased towards star-forming galaxies with strong emission lines by
using D4000 to indirectly measure SFRs for passive spaxels/galaxies.
In this paper, we introduce the MAGPI survey in more depth in Sec-
tion 2, followed by a description of our methodology behind the
SFRs and stellar masses, along with global and local star formation
metrics in Section 3. We show our resulting ΔΣSFR and luminosity-
weighted age profiles in Section 4. We then discuss the potential
physical mechanisms governing MAGPI galaxies, along with the im-
plications of our results in context with similar studies at different
redshift regimes in Section 5. Finally, we summarise our results and
discuss planned future work in Section 6. Throughout this paper, we
assume a Chabrier (2003) initial mass function (IMF) and adopt a
flat ΛCDM cosmology with H0 = 70 km s-1 Mpc-1, Ωm = 0.3, and
ΩΛ = 0.7.

2 THE MAGPI SURVEY

MAGPI is a VLT/MUSE Large Program (Program ID: 1104.B-0536)
aimed at studying the spatially resolved spectroscopy of stars and
ionized gas in galaxies at 0.25 < 𝑧 < 0.35, translating to lookback
times of 3 - 4 Gyrs. A main motivation of the MAGPI survey is
to trace the morpho-kinematic evolution of galaxies between 𝑧 ∼ 1
and 𝑧 ∼ 2. With the aid of Ground Layer Adaptive Optics (GLAO)
on MUSE, MAGPI is able to probe both stellar and gas kinematics
at a comparable relative spatial resolution to those probed by IFS
surveys at lower redshifts, such as MaNGA (Bundy et al. 2015) and
SAMI (Croom et al. 2012). The survey targets a total of 60 primary
galaxies (M★ > 7 × 1010M⊙) and their neighbouring galaxies (‘sec-
ondary’ galaxies; about∼400) within the MUSE field-of-view (FOV)
at 𝑧 ∼ 0.3 (∼270 kpc) in a broad range of environments, spanning 12
≲ log(Mhalo/M⊙) ≲ 15 (Foster et al. 2021).

56 of the 60 primary galaxies were sampled from the G12, G15,
and G23 fields of the Galaxy and Mass Assembly survey (GAMA;
Driver et al. 2011, 2022), with the remaining 4 from MUSE archival
fields of Abell 370 (𝑧 = 0.375; Program ID: 096.A-0710, PI: Bauer)
and Abell 2744 (𝑧 = 0.308; Program IDs: 095.A-0181 and 096.A-
0496, PI: Richard). The sample selection based on the GAMA survey
is also supported by the availability of ancillary imaging data ranging
from the ultraviolet (UV) to near-infrared (NIR) from the Hyper
Suprime Cam Subaru Strategic Program (HSC SSP; Aihara et al.
2019), Kilo-Degree Survey (KiDS; Kuĳken et al. 2019), and the
VISTA Kilo degree Infrared Galaxy (VIKING; Wright et al. 2019).
Centred on a primary target, each of the MAGPI fields covers roughly
a 1 × 1 arcmin FOV with 0.2 arcsecond per pixel spatial sampling.
Each field is observed in six observing blocks of 2× 1320 s exposures,

totaling to 4.4 hours in the wide-field mode (WFM) with GLAO
(total of 246 hours on-source). The nominal mode is used such that
wavelength coverage ranges from 4700 to 9300 Å, where spectra are
sampled in 1.25 Å pixel-1. The use of GLAO results in a laser gap at
5780 - 6050 Å due to the GALACSI system sodium laser notch filter
(Hartke et al. 2020).

Data reduction on the MUSE data are done using pymusepipe2, a
Python wrapper for the MUSE reduction pipeline (Weilbacher et al.
2020). pymusepipe takes care of the major data processing which in-
cludes wavelength calibration and measurement of the instrumental
line-spread function. cubefix (Cantalupo et al. 2019) and the Zurich
Atmosphere Purge (ZAP; Soto et al. 2016) are used for illumination
correction and sky subtraction, respectively. The post-processed data
cubes are then run through ProFound3 (Robotham et al. 2018) for
source detection, which additionally produces segmentation maps
and measures structural parameters such as effective radii and posi-
tion angles. The ‘dilated’ segmentation maps are used to set the size
of data cubes for individual galaxies (i.e., ‘minicubes’) with mpdaf4,
such that the data cubes fully encompass both the full light distri-
bution from the galaxies and sufficient coverage of the background.
Dilated segmentation maps are created by expanding the segmen-
tation maps to reach a particular source magnitude limit below the
estimated sky level. Further details are provided in Foster et al. (2021)
and Mendel et al (in prep).

At the time of writing, observations are still ongoing and a total of
48 fields (∼86 per cent completion rate) have been observed, among
which 35 of them have been fully reduced with relevant data products.
The 4 archival fields of Abell 370 and Abell 2744 are not included
in this analysis. While the main redshift range of interest for MAGPI
is centred around 𝑧 ∼ 0.3, for the purposes of sampling as many star-
forming galaxies as possible, the redshift range is extended such that
the galaxies selected for this study are located at 0.25 ≤ 𝑧 ≤ 0.424,
where the upper bound for redshift is set by the MUSE detection
limit for the H𝛼 line.

3 METHODS

3.1 Emission line fits

Emission lines are fit using the Galaxy IFU Spectroscopy Tool (gist;
Bittner et al. 2019) code, which is a Python wrapper for pPXF (Cap-
pellari & Emsellem 2004; Cappellari 2017) and GandALF (Sarzi
et al. 2006; Falcón-Barroso et al. 2006), for which the former is spe-
cialized for stellar continuum fitting and the latter for emission line
fitting. For stellar continuum measurements, we used the luminosity-
weighted spectral templates from the C3K library (Charlie Conroy,
private communication) that are based on the Modules for Experi-
ments in Stellar Astrophysics (mesa) Isochrones and Stellar Tracks
(mist; Choi et al. 2016). Prior to fitting, we convolve these tem-
plates to match the wavelength-dependent MUSE spectral resolution
derived from sky lines (e.g., Bacon et al. 2017). We have adopted
a multiplicative Legendre polynomial of order 12 when fitting the
stellar continuum. We adopted a S/N threshold of 10 when Voronoi
binning (Cappellari & Copin 2003) the stellar continuum; for galax-
ies with low continuum S/N, we use a single integrated bin. When
choosing which spaxels to include in the continuum binning process,
we take into account two criteria:

2 https://github.com/emsellem/pymusepipe
3 https://github.com/asgr/ProFound
4 https://github.com/musevlt/mpdaf
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(i) Reside inside the dilated ProFound mask
(ii) Have integrated S/N ≥ 2 for 6050 Å < 𝜆obs < 7750 Å; corre-

sponding roughly to the peak MUSE sensitivity range

For emission line fitting, we have used a customized version of py-
GandALF where errors on fluxes, velocities, and widths for the
emission lines are estimated based on a Monte Carlo approach. We
also implemented a grid search of initial fitting parameters to improve
fitting in the low S/N galaxy outskirts. Velocities of the emission lines
are restricted to be within ±600 km/s relative to the stellar continuum
velocity of the nearest Voronoi bin and the widths are restricted to
be in the range from 1 - 300 km/s. These data products will be made
publicly available in the future (Battisti et al. in prep).

3.2 Stellar masses

We derive resolved stellar mass maps directly from the MAGPI data
itself, which provides uniform coverage across all of the target fields
(i.e., GAMA G12, G15, and G23). This is done in two steps. We first
derive stellar mass-to-light ratios (M/L) based on spectral energy
distribution (SED) fitting to pixel-matched imaging from HSC where
available5, which provides broadband coverage over the grizy bands
following the method described by Taylor et al. (2011) and Medling
et al. (2018); and summarised briefly below. Next, we construct a
relationship between 𝑔 − 𝑟 colour and M/L ratio in the 𝑟-band that
can be applied consistently across the full dataset.

Prior to SED fitting, we match the available imaging in both World
Coordinate System (WCS) and pixel scale to the MUSE data cubes.
We use the Bruzual & Charlot (2003) template library to create
composite stellar populations (CSPs), where we make assumptions
of exponentially declining star formation histories (SFHs) and a
single-screen dust attenuation law using Calzetti et al. (2000). A
fully Bayesian approach is adopted such that probability-weighted
averages are taken as the most likely values of stellar mass per pixel,
in contrast to adopting the best-fit value derived via maximum like-
lihood (see Section 3.4 in Taylor et al. 2011). We assume uniform
priors on a total of 4 parameters - age, e-folding time, metallicity,
and dust obscuration.

The resulting M/L maps are then used to construct a relationship
between 𝑔 − 𝑟 colour and M/Lr. We do this non-parametrically by
taking the median M/L in bins of 𝑔 − 𝑟 colour 0.03 mag wide. We
adopt the standard deviation of M/L within these bins as indicative
of the uncertainty in mapping a single optical colour to M/L, which
is of order 0.15 dex regardless of colour. We include this uncertainty
in quadrature in our final mass estimates. The colour-M/L relation-
ship derived in this way is applied to rest-frame 𝑔 − 𝑟 colour maps
computed directly from the MAGPI data themselves using the mea-
sured redshifts, and is applied to spaxels that fall within the dilated
segmentation maps produced by ProFound. Uncertainties on the
MUSE-based rest-frame colours are computed using the uncertain-
ties on the spectral data. The stellar mass maps are derived based on
the colour-M/L relationship, where we also make uncertainty cuts
on a pixel-by-pixel basis. To choose a reasonable cut, we reference
the corresponding S/N resulting from reliable SED fitting of HSC
imaging (i.e., S/N ≥ 10), which translates roughly into a maximum
uncertainty of 0.5 dex. We also measure a total stellar mass by sum-
ming the stellar masses per pixel for the pixels that satisfy both the

5 The deepest imaging available for MAGPI come from HSC (∼2.1 mag
deeper than KiDS in the overlapping gri bands on average, in terms of 5𝜎
detection limits measured in apertures of 2 arcsec diameters), however HSC
imaging is not available in 12/56 of the MAGPI fields.

uncertainty and dilated mask cuts. We calculate stellar mass surface
densities (Σ★) using:

Σ★(M⊙ kpc−2) =
M★(M⊙)
(0.2 × DA)2

, (1)

where the MUSE WFM pixel scale is 0.2 arcsec/pixel and DA refers
to the angular diameter distance in kpc/arcsec based on our spectro-
scopic redshifts and the adopted cosmology.

3.3 Star formation rates

The main goal of this study is to understand the different physi-
cal mechanisms governing the star formation activity of galaxies in
different global star-forming states. It is crucial, therefore, to have
a complete sample of measured SFRs such that the sample is not
biased towards star-forming galaxies. As such, we use two kinds of
SFR indicators for this work - we use the H𝛼 line for spaxels/galaxies
with high S/N in their emission lines (see Section 3.3.1) and D4000
for all other spaxels/galaxies (see Section 3.3.2). Details regarding
the methodology for measuring each SFR indicator are given in the
following sections.

3.3.1 Star-forming spaxels/galaxies

For galaxies with well-detected emission lines, we use the H𝛼 line to
estimate SFRs. H𝛼 emission traces hydrogen ionized by a variety of
sources including star formation, active galactic nuclei (AGN), and
shocks. Ionized hydrogen traced by stars roughly translates to star
formation timescales of ∼10 Myr (e.g., Kennicutt & Evans 2012),
i.e., the typical lifetimes of the young and massive O- and B-type
stars. As such, H𝛼 emission is a recent star formation tracer. In or-
der to ensure that the H𝛼 emission is devoid of contamination from
other ionization sources (AGN in particular), we use the Baldwin,
Phillips & Terlevich (BPT; Baldwin et al. 1981) emission line diag-
nostic diagram to identify purely star-forming spaxels within galax-
ies. For the BPT diagram, shown in Figure 1, we use the line ratios
[OIII]𝜆5007/H𝛽 and [NII]𝜆6584/H𝛼, and require all 4 emission lines
to have S/N ≥ 3 for a spaxel to be used in the analysis. However, we
observe spaxels with good detection (i.e., S/N ≥ 3) in H𝛼 but weak
(i.e., S/N < 3) signal in [NII]𝜆6584, which suggests that we may
be missing out on additional SF. To recover as many star-forming
spaxels as possible, we take 3 times the error as an upper limit of the
[NII]𝜆6584 flux (e.g., Rosario et al. 2016) for spaxels with S/N < 3
in [NII]𝜆6584. We then plot the spaxels with upper limits on the BPT
diagram, where we include those that fall in the SF region, whereas
those that fall in the composite or AGN regions are excluded entirely
from the analysis due to concerns of noise contamination (e.g., this
method often results in spaxels in the outskirts being classified as
AGN). This results in a total of 16,511 spaxels, where 12,882 (3,055
being upper limits) of them are classified as star-forming. We use the
H𝛼 emission line to measure SFRs for the 12,882 spaxels classified
as star-forming.

We correct H𝛼 flux maps for dust extinction with the Balmer
decrement, i.e., the H𝛼/H𝛽 flux ratio. We first correct for foreground
extinction due to the Milky Way using the 𝐸 (𝐵 − 𝑉) values from
Schlafly & Finkbeiner (2011). To correct for intrinsic extinction, we
adopt the Galactic extinction curve from Fitzpatrick et al. (2019)
with 𝑅𝑉 = 3.1 and assume an intrinsic H𝛼/H𝛽 value of 2.86, which
corresponds to Case B recombination under the conditions of tem-
perature T = 104 K and electron density ne = 102 cm-3 (Osterbrock
1989; Osterbrock & Ferland 2006).

The dust-corrected H𝛼 fluxes are then converted to luminosities
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Figure 1. BPT diagram for a total of 16,511 spaxels that satisfy either one of
the following conditions: (1) S/N ≥ 3 in all 4 emission lines - [OIII]𝜆5007,
H𝛽, [NII]𝜆6584, and H𝛼, or (2) S/N ≥ 3 in all except for [NII] and falls
in the SF region. 3,055 (∼24 per cent) of the spaxels fall under the second
category. Blue denotes the star-forming spaxels, green the composite, and
red the AGN. The theoretical and empirical lines from Kewley et al. (2001)
(solid) and Kauffmann et al. (2003) (dashed), respectively, are used to classify
spaxels into different regions on the BPT diagram.

with luminosity distances from measured spectroscopic redshifts.
We use the SFR conversion recipe from Kennicutt (1998), which is
given below:

SFRH𝛼 (M⊙ yr−1) = LH𝛼

1.26 × 1041 erg s−1 × 1.53
, (2)

where LH𝛼 denotes the H𝛼 luminosity. The factor of 1.53 (see Table
1 in Driver et al. 2013) converts the recipe from a Salpeter (1955) to
a Chabrier (2003) IMF.

We measure local SFR surface densities, ΣSFR, for each of the
spaxels classified as SF with the following equation:

ΣSFR,H𝛼 (M⊙ yr−1 kpc−2) =
SFRH𝛼 (M⊙ yr−1)

(0.2 × DA)2
, (3)

where the MUSE WFM pixel scale is 0.2 arcsec/pixel and DA refers
to the angular diameter distance in kpc/arcsec. In addition to the
spaxel SFR surface densities, we also compute total SFRs for each
galaxy by summing up all star-forming spaxels with measured SFRs.
Uncertainties on both SFR and ΣSFR are measured via error propa-
gation on the measured uncertainties in H𝛼 and H𝛽 fluxes.

3.3.2 Passive spaxels/galaxies

For galaxies with either weak emission lines or lack of star formation
as classified by the BPT diagram, we use D4000 to measure SFRs.
Previous studies (Brinchmann et al. 2004; Bluck et al. 2020a,b; Thorp
et al. 2022) have derived an empirical relation between D4000 and
sSFR, that can be used in galaxies with regions either (1) classified
as either composite or AGN by the BPT diagram, or (2) with weak
S/N in their emission lines. We follow a similar methodology with
the MAGPI data, where we exclude spaxels classified as AGN in the
definition of the relation but use the relation to measure D4000-based
SFRs for all spaxels with no H𝛼-based SFRs, including AGN spax-

els6. We measure D4000 on a spaxel-by-spaxel basis using the GIST
stellar continuum fits, and adopt the broad D4000 definition provided
by Hamilton (1985) for consistency with low-redshift results (e.g.,
Bluck et al. 2020a,b).

With the gist-derived D4000 values and the reduced spectra, we
measure the resolved D4000-sSFR relation by stacking the spectra
in a range of D4000 bins to improve the S/N of weak emission lines
as shown in Figure 2. This is in contrast to previous methods which
used individual spaxels for the calibration, such that with stacking we
are able to calibrate the relation down to lower sSFRs/higher D4000.
We use the following criteria to choose the spaxels/spectra going into
the stack:

(i) have a measured D4000 with S/N ≥ 5,
(ii) have a measured M★ with uncertainties ≤ 0.5 dex,
(iii) not classified as AGN by the BPT classification scheme.

With regards to the first criterion, we have tested with different S/N
cuts on D4000 up to S/N ≥ 20 to find that the resulting D4000-sSFR
relation does not change significantly. Prior to stacking spectra on a
spaxel-by-spaxel basis, we subtract the best-fit continuum measured
with gist and de-redshift each spectrum based on their spectroscopic
redshifts and velocity field maps. To ensure that all the spectra are
matched to an identical range of wavelengths, the de-redshifted spec-
tra are then interpolated (nearest neighbour) to a common grid of
rest-frame wavelengths, the range of which is determined from the
longest wavelength on the blue side and the shortest wavelength on
the red side of all spectra. The spectra are then normalised by stellar
mass, such that the unique stellar masses measured for each spaxel
are carried through when calculating sSFRs directly from the stacked
fluxes. Finally, the spectra are median combined in D4000 bins of
fixed width 𝛿D4000 = 0.05, ranging in values from 0.9 to 1.45. The
selected bin width results in each bin having >200 spectra with the
maximum number of spectra in a bin being ≃2100. We also tested
with different bin widths and did not see significant changes in the
stacked D4000-sSFR relation. Beyond D4000 > 1.45, the S/N drops
dramatically such that we use a wider bin width. We stack spectra for
D4000 > 1.45 in 3 bins of 1.45 < D4000 < 1.5, 1.5 < D4000 ≤ 1.7,
and 1.7 < D4000 ≤ 1.9. Despite using a wider bin width resulting
in ≳6000 spectra per bin for the latter two bins, we are unable to
obtain robust fits for H𝛼 and H𝛽 except for the first bin of 1.45 <

D4000 < 1.5, resulting in a D4000 limit of ≃1.475. Previous studies
such as Bluck et al. (2020a) and Thorp et al. (2022) have also found
that robust SFR measurements for spaxels/galaxies of D4000 > 1.45
were not feasible. Both studies attribute the reason to a steep decline
in sSFR at D4000 > 1.4, such that the sSFR varies by ≈1 dex over
a 𝛿D4000 of 0.1. However, see Brinchmann et al. (2004) and Wang
et al. (2019) for a continuous derivation at D4000 > 1.45.

After median stacking the spectra in bins of D4000, we fit Gaussian
profiles to both the H𝛼 and H𝛽 lines for each stacked spectrum using
the code lmfit7 (Newville et al. 2014). We fit single Gaussian profiles
to 4 emission lines: H𝛼, [NII]𝜆𝜆6549,6584, and H𝛽. When fitting
the emission lines, we take on the following constraints on the fitting
parameters: (1) a single line width is fit to all the lines based on
the brightest line (i.e., H𝛼 for the [NII] doublet), (2) the ratio of
[NII]𝜆6584/[NII]𝜆6549 is fixed to 3.071:1 (Storey & Zeippen 2000),

6 At low S/N, there may be some potential contamination from AGN in the
stacking analysis described in this section. However, it is also possible that
‘retired’ (i.e., no longer actively forming stars) regions are falsely classified
as AGN (e.g., Stasińska et al. 2006, 2008; Cid Fernandes et al. 2010, 2011)
due to hot post-asymptotic giant branch (AGB) stars and white dwarfs.
7 https://lmfit.github.io/lmfit-py/
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Figure 2. Empirical D4000-sSFR relation measured from stacking spectra
in bins of D4000. The measured sSFRs for each D4000 bin are shown by
the grey scatter points, overlaid on a one-dimensional smoothing spline fit
to the data points shown as a black solid line. The blue contours represent
the distribution of sSFRs calculated directly from extinction-corrected gist-
derived H𝛼 fluxes, plotted for comparison to the stacked points. The stacked
points show to be systematically lower than the individual sSFRs, which is
due to including weak S/N spectra in the stack, whereas we implemented a
S/N ≥ 3 criterion for 4 emission lines for the latter (see Section 3.3.1).

and (3) corresponding wavelengths for the emission lines of interest
are allowed to vary within ± 5 Å of the rest-frame wavelengths in
vacuum. While the constraint placed on the wavelengths are not strict,
the median offsets of the fits are ≃ 0.8 Å and ≃ 0.3 Å for the H𝛼 and
H𝛽 lines respectively, suggesting that the constraint of 5 Å is not an
issue. We first fit the lines using the Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm,
then use the Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) method to refine
our best-fit and uncertainty estimates. The median and 1𝜎 values of
the posterior probability distributions of the fitted parameters are then
used to measure integrated fluxes and their errors. The integrated H𝛼

fluxes for each bin are then dust-corrected for both foreground and
intrinsic extinction via the same method outlined in Section 3.3.1,
using the integrated H𝛽 fluxes to measure the Balmer decrement.
Foreground extinction is corrected for by using the median 𝐸 (𝐵−𝑉)
of the stack. We then use the median spectroscopic redshift of each
bin to convert the extinction-corrected H𝛼 fluxes to luminosities, and
then to sSFRs.

The resulting resolved D4000-sSFR relation for 0.25 ≤ 𝑧 ≤ 0.424
is shown in Figure 2. The blue contours represent the distribution
of spaxels with measurements of both H𝛼-derived SFRs and D4000
(7,788 spaxels), whereas the grey circles along with the black solid
line indicate the stacked D4000-sSFR relation. The black line is
given by a one-dimensional smoothing spline fit to the data points.
To convert D4000 to SFRs, each spaxel with a measured D4000 is
first matched to the closest value in D4000 on the D4000-sSFR re-
lation. Then, a sample of possible sSFR values are generated based
on the input D4000 and its error via Monte Carlo, where the median
of the distribution is taken as the output sSFR. The median absolute
deviation (MAD) standard deviation of the sSFR distribution and
the standard deviation of the scatter in the recovery of SFRs with
D4000 (see Figure A1) are added in quadrature to obtain uncertain-
ties on the sSFRs. The latter uncertainty is measured from comparing
ΣSFR,D4000 andΣSFR,H𝛼 for the same spaxels, where the standard de-
viation of Δ log(ΣSFR) [≡ log(ΣSFR,D4000) - log(ΣSFR,H𝛼)] is added
in quadrature to reflect how well ΣSFR,H𝛼 measurements are recov-
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Figure 3. The resolved SFMS relation measured between ΣSFR and Σ★ for
0.25 ≤ 𝑧 ≤ 0.424. The blue solid line represents the resolved SFMS measured
with ltsfit, with the blue dashed lines representing the root-mean-square
error of the fit. The hexagonal bins are colour-coded byΔΣSFR, the logarithmic
offset from the resolved SFMS.

ered with D4000. Additional discussion along with tests performed
on the reliability of D4000 as a SFR indicator are presented in Ap-
pendix A. The chosen sSFR is then converted to a ΣSFR using the
following equation:

ΣSFR,D4000 (M⊙ yr−1 kpc−2) = sSFR × Σ★, (4)

where the units ofΣ★ are in M⊙ kpc-2. SFRs are measured in the same
manner, except in units of M⊙ yr-1. Total SFRs are then measured
by summing up all the spaxels with measured D4000-derived SFRs
that lie in the dilated masks, similarly done with the H𝛼 SFRs.

3.4 Global and local star formation metrics

To compare different subsamples of galaxies in our analysis, we
consider the known dependencies of SFRs on other properties (e.g.,
González Delgado et al. 2016), most notably stellar mass. Similar in
definition to the commonly measured sSFR, we choose to use ΔΣSFR
and ΔSFR parameters (e.g., Ellison et al. 2018; Bluck et al. 2020a,b).
The parameters are defined as the following:

ΔΣSFR = log10 (ΣSFR,spax) − log10 (ΣSFR,MS) (5)

ΔSFR = log10 (SFRgal) − log10 (SFRMS) (6)

where both parameters describe the logarithmic offsets from the
resolved and global SFMS, respectively. The parameters are defined
such that any galaxy/spaxel above the main sequence has positive
Δ-parameter indicating higher levels of star formation activity than
a galaxy/spaxel on the main sequence, and vice versa. While ΔSFR
measures how star-forming a galaxy is overall for its stellar mass,
ΔΣSFR is defined in a similar way except that it measures the level of
star formation activity on a local scale equivalent to that of a MUSE
spaxel.

Given the definitions of the Δ-parameters, we measure both the
global and resolved star-forming main sequences. We assume that
the dependence of SFR on stellar mass can be well described by a
single power-law such that the SFMS is a linear relation in log-log
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Figure 4. The global SFMS relation measured between SFR and M★ for 0.25
≤ 𝑧 ≤ 0.424. The blue lines are defined analogously to those shown in Figure
3. Error bars on the measurements are shown in grey. Blue and red points
indicate galaxies with H𝛼- and D4000-based SFRs, respectively.

space. We use the code ltsfit8 (Cappellari et al. 2013) to measure a
best linear fit to the SFMS.

To define the resolved SFMS, we only use the spaxels with H𝛼-
based ΣSFR (total of 12,198 spaxels) measurements to ensure that the
resolved SFMS best represents a population of star-forming spaxels.
We show the resulting fit along with all the spaxels with measured
ΣSFR and Σ★ (including D4000-derived ΣSFR brings the total up to
13,504 spaxels) in Figure 3, where each hexagonal bin is colour-
coded by ΔΣSFR as defined by Equation 5. The best-fit equation is
given below:

log10 (ΣSFR) [M⊙ yr−1 kpc−2] = 0.918 × log10 (Σ★) − 9.196, (7)

with the root-mean-square error on the fit being ∼0.338 dex, shown
by the blue dashed line in Figure 3. The errors on the slope and
intercept are 0.005 and 0.006, respectively. The global SFMS is
defined similarly such that we only use galaxies with SFRH𝛼 (total
of 211 galaxies) for the fit. We show the resulting global SFMS fit,
along with the distribution of a total of 302 galaxies with measured
SFR (including D4000-based) and M★ in Figure 4. The equation for
the global SFMS is given below:

log10 (SFR) [M⊙ yr−1] = 0.748 × log10 (M★) − 7.726, (8)

with the root-mean-square error on the fit being ∼0.551 dex, and the
slope and intercept errors being 0.038 and 0.055, respectively.

We define global SF states as a function of logarithmic offset from
the SFMS using the following definitions to classify galaxies in our
sample:

(i) Above the SFMS: ΔSFR > 0.5 dex,
(ii) SFMS: -0.5 dex < ΔSFR < 0.5 dex,
(iii) Just below the SFMS: -1.1 dex < ΔSFR < -0.5 dex,
(iv) Far below the SFMS: ΔSFR < -1.1 dex.

These classifications are comparable to those used for the MANGA
sample, allowing a fair comparison with results based on the local
Universe (Bluck et al. 2020a,b). The distribution of ΔSFR values for
our sample are shown in Figure 5, colour-coded by the different SF

8 https://pypi.org/project/ltsfit/
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Figure 5. Histogram showing the distribution of ΔSFR values of a total of
302 MAGPI galaxies, colour-coded by different global SF states according to
ΔSFR. Sample size per global SF state is listed below the legend, following
the same colour code.

states as defined above. These classifications result in a total of 301
galaxies. Finally, 8 galaxies are removed from the sample that have a
global measurement of SFR and stellar mass but individually do not
have spaxels that meet our S/N criteria in both the stellar mass and
SFR maps simultaneously. This results in our final sample of 294,
such that we have 27 galaxies in the ΔSFR > 0.5 bin, 131 galaxies in
the main sequence bin, 42 galaxies in the -1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 bin,
and 94 galaxies in the least star-forming bin.

3.5 Derivation of radial profiles

Following the definitions of ΔΣSFR and ΔSFR, we construct radial
profiles of star formation activity as a function of global SF state
to probe the physical mechanisms at play within MAGPI galaxies.
We apply the same methodology towards measuring radial profiles
in AgeL as well, where stellar ages are derived based on stellar
continuum fits using the C3K spectral templates (Section 3.1). We
use the structural parameters derived with ProFound, which include
effective radii (i.e., 𝑅e), position angles, and axial ratios, to define
radial bins of elliptical annuli. These parameters were measured
using 𝑖-band MUSE images reconstructed with the SDSS 𝑖-band filter
transmission curve. The structural parameters given by ProFound
are PSF-convolved measurements, as ProFound does not take either
the size or shape of the PSF into account in source detection.

Fixing the locations of peak flux in the white light image as the
galaxy centre, we calculate galactocentric distances for each spaxel
in units of 𝑅e for each galaxy. We choose to use fixed discrete bins
of width 0.5 𝑅e from 0 to 3.0 𝑅e to bin values of ΔΣSFR from all
galaxies with measured ΔΣSFR maps. The radial extent out to which
we probe is set by the number of galaxies and spaxels contributing
to each radial bin, such that only bins with at least 10 galaxies
(Ngal ≥ 10) and 50 spaxels (Nspax ≥ 50) were included. The cuts are
chosen to exclude bins with low number statistics in either the number
of galaxies or spaxels. Details on the total number of galaxies and
spaxels contributing to each bin for bothΔΣSFR and AgeL profiles are
given in Appendix B. We confirm that our results are not significantly
affected by the choice of fixed versus smoothed binning approaches
or bin width, consistent with Bluck et al. (2020b). To measure a
population-averaged radial profile, we take the median of all spaxels
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Figure 6. Population-averaged (i.e., median) radialΔΣSFR profiles for 4 global
SF states as defined by different bins ofΔSFR, i.e., different ranges of locations
with respect to the global SFMS. A grey dashed line at ΔΣSFR = 0 is shown to
indicate the value at which a spaxel is as star-forming as a spaxel of the same
Σ∗ located on the resolved SFMS. Shaded regions for each profile denote the
bootstrap errors based on the median.
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Figure 7. Radial profiles of the luminosity-weighted stellar ages for each of
the defined global SF states, with the colour-coding identical to that of Figure
6. As done with the ΔΣSFR profiles, the uncertainties on the median stellar
age per radial bin are measured with bootstrap.

belonging to all galaxies within each global SF state for each radial
bin. We then measure the standard error on the median ΔΣSFR with
bootstrap.

Due to our relatively small sample we do not apply an inclination
cut. Using a larger sample, Bluck et al. (2020b) have shown that their
radial profiles are robust against restrictions to face-on galaxies or
adopting Euclidean distance formula rather than elliptical aperture
bins consistent with Ellison et al. (2018).

4 RESULTS

In this section, we explore radial trends in both star formation rates
and stellar ages as a function of global SF state, to understand what
potential processes govern our sample of MAGPI galaxies at 𝑧 ∼

0.3. We compare the radial trends in a qualitative and quantitative
manner, where for the latter we measure radial slopes with Monte
Carlo derived uncertainties by making linear fits to the profiles. The
slopes and errors are shown in Table 1. We show the ΔΣSFR profiles
in Section 4.1 and put them in context with the AgeL profiles in
Section 4.2.

4.1 𝚫𝚺SFR profiles

The ΔΣSFR radial profiles are shown in Figure 6, colour-coded in the
same manner as shown in Figure 5. For the ΔSFR > 0.5 bin (pink),
galaxies exhibit enhanced star formation activity with respect to the
resolved SFMS (i.e., positive ΔΣSFR), where the overall trend is flat
(slope = -0.05 ± 0.01 dex 𝑅e-1) across all radial distances probed.
The flatness of the profile suggests that the physical processes at
play do not enhance specific regions in galaxies above the SFMS at
𝑧 ∼ 0.3. For all galaxies in this bin, all spaxels have H𝛼-measured
ΣSFR - indicating that the star formation probed in these galaxies is
recent.

For galaxies on the main sequence (i.e., −0.5 < Δ SFR < 0.5;
blue), the profile shows a slightly positive gradient with a measured
slope of 0.11 ± <0.01 dex 𝑅e-1. We find 3 galaxies with notably
high spaxel contribution fractions to be responsible for the small
enhancement at the outskirts (𝑅 ≳ 2 𝑅e). Two of these galaxies
are among the more highly star-forming galaxies in this bin (ΔSFR
≃ 0.42 and 0.49 dex), and all 3 of them exhibit on average higher
ΣSFR with increasing galactocentric radii. While it is not trivial to
interpret this as a sign of inside-out quenching and/or preferential
enhancement of SF in the outskirts, we are able to confirm that the
uptick in the outskirts is statistically robust. Removing these three
galaxies results in a flatter profile but drops the last radial bin out
to 3 𝑅e below our criteria of a minimum of 10 galaxies. It is also
noteworthy that this uptick has not been observed in previous studies,
such as those based on the local Universe (Ellison et al. 2018; Bluck
et al. 2020b), showcasing the strength of MAGPI in probing the far
outskirts of galaxies. The inner flat (slope = 0.06 ± 0.01 dex 𝑅e-1

for 𝑅 ≤ 1.5𝑅𝑒; refer to Table 2) profile suggests that if there are any
competing physical mechanisms at play, they balance each other such
that the level of star formation activity stays fairly uniform from the
galaxy centre towards the outskirts. Despite the galaxies in this bin
lying on or near the SFMS, the majority of the average radial profile
overall sits below ΔΣSFR = 0 (grey dashed line). This suggests that
what is observed in theΔΣSFR does not necessarily align with what is
suggested by a galaxy’s ΔSFR, such that it is important to investigate
galaxy-wide star formation activity on both local and global scales.
Similar results have been observed with local (e.g., MaNGA; Ellison
et al. 2018) galaxies, in particular, satellite galaxies on the main
sequence exhibit a flat ΔΣSFR profile at ΔΣSFR ∼ −0.1 at all radial
distances probed up to 1.5 𝑅e (Bluck et al. 2020b).

We observe a positive (slope = 0.17± 0.02 dex 𝑅e-1) radial gradient
in ΔΣSFR out to 2 𝑅e within the -1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 bin (green). The
entire profile is located at ΔΣSFR ∼ −0.65, which together with the
positive gradient, is suggestive of inside-out quenching. Moreover,
the contribution of H𝛼-detected spaxels begins to decrease to ∼ 40
per cent for galaxies in this bin and to< 10 per cent in theΔSFR< -1.1
bin (red), further supporting the onset of quenching (Appendix A).
In contrast to what is measured for the ΔSFR > 0.5 (pink) and -0.5
< ΔSFR < 0.5 (blue) bins, we are only able to robustly measure the
profile out to 2 𝑅e. For ∼34 per cent of spaxels in this bin, we only
measure an upper limit on ΔΣSFR because they have D4000 > 1.475.
As we do not include these upper limits into consideration for the
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Table 1. Table of measured slopes of ΔΣSFR and AgeL profiles shown in
Figures 6 and 7.

Global SF state ΔΣSFR AgeL
(dex) (dex 𝑅e

-1) (Gyr 𝑅e
-1)

ΔSFR > 0.5 -0.05 ± 0.01 -0.01 ± 0.01
-0.5 < ΔSFR < 0.5 0.11 ± <0.01 -0.18 ± <0.01
-1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 0.17 ± 0.02 -0.04 ± 0.02

ΔSFR < -1.1 0.11 ± 0.01 -0.02 ± 0.01

profile measurement, the profile shown in Figure 6 is an upper limit
(Appendix A).

In our lowestΔSFR bin (red), we observe an overall positive gradi-
ent with a slope of 0.11± 0.01 dex 𝑅e-1, again suggestive of inside-out
quenching. These results are similar to that of the -1.1 < ΔSFR <

-0.5 bin (green), with the exception that galaxies in this bin exhibit
lower values of ΔΣSFR across all radial bins probed. Moreover, the
contribution of H𝛼-detected spaxels is far lower in this bin, reaching
an average of ∼10 per cent per radial bin. As such, galaxies in this
bin are also subject to the same limitations imposed by the measured
D4000-sSFR relation, where the fraction of spaxels with upper limits
are high towards the galaxy centre (∼97 per cent in the 0 – 0.5 𝑅e
bin, compared to ∼84 percent in the 2 – 2.5 𝑅e bin). This is expected
given that older stellar populations (and as such larger D4000) likely
reside in galaxy centres. Given that quite a few galaxies have mea-
sured D4000 values higher than that limit, we are potentially biasing
our sample of ‘quenched’ galaxies to those with some residual star
formation. We explore this further in Section 5 and Appendix A.

4.2 Luminosity-weighted stellar ages

We show the luminosity-weighted stellar age (AgeL) profiles, fol-
lowing the same methodology of stellar continuum fitting with gist
as described in Section 3.1, in Figure 7. Starting with the highest
star-forming bin (i.e., ΔSFR > 0.5; pink), we observe an overall uni-
form distribution of stellar ages with a slope of -0.01 ± 0.01 Gyr
𝑅e-1. Galaxies in this bin consist of the youngest stellar ages out of
all global SF states, which is in line with what we observe with the
ΔΣSFR profile.

On the other hand, we observe a negative gradient (slope = -0.18
± < 0.01 Gyr 𝑅e-1) in the stellar ages for the main sequence (i.e., -0.5
< ΔSFR < 0.5; blue) population, consistent with inside-out growth
(Muñoz-Mateos et al. 2007; van Dokkum et al. 2010). This is in
contrast to the slightly positive gradient we observe out to 2.5 𝑅e in
ΔΣSFR (slope = 0.11 ± < 0.01 dex 𝑅e-1), where we may be capturing
lower levels of recent SF and older stellar populations in the centre.

For the -1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 bin (green), we observe a flat profile
with a slope of -0.04 ± 0.02 Gyr 𝑅e-1. This is in contrast to the
positive gradient observed in ΔΣSFR, where the galaxy centre is less
star-forming than the outskirts. Given that the ΔΣSFR profile arises
from a combination of H𝛼 and D4000, any residual SF probed by
H𝛼 is not being captured in the AgeL profile likely due to timescale
differences (≲10 Myr for H𝛼 vs. ≲1 Gyr for the stellar continuum).

A flat profile is observed in the ΔSFR < -1.1 (red) bin as well
(slope = -0.02 ± 0.01 Gyr 𝑅e-1), where the oldest ages out of all 4
global SF states are observed. We observe similar trends with the
-1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 bin, where in addition to a flat AgeL profile,
we observe a positive gradient in ΔΣSFR despite the significantly
decreased fraction of H𝛼 spaxels in this bin. The difference in radial
trends may also stem from the use of Voronoi binning for stellar
continuum fitting. As Voronoi binning is not applied to the emission

line fluxes or D4000 measurements, the spatial variation we are
able to probe is not as fine with the ages. Nevertheless, the overall
increase in range of stellar ages with decreasing ΔSFR is in line with
the expectation of galaxies hosting older stellar populations with
decreased SFRs.

5 DISCUSSION

We have investigated the ΔΣSFR and luminosity-weighted stellar
ages of galaxies across different regions of the SFMS within the
MAGPI sample. In this section, we first address the probability of a
potential redshift evolution of galaxy properties among local (𝑧 ∼ 0),
intermediate (𝑧 ∼ 0.3; this study), and high (𝑧 ∼ 2) redshift regimes.
We then focus on understanding the potential physical mechanisms
at play while also connecting our results to those of other similar
IFS-based studies. We also put our results in context with what has
been found with cosmological simulations.

5.1 Do we observe an evolution in star formation activity with
redshift at 𝑧 ∼ 0.3?

Galaxy evolution studies indicate that mass-averaged galaxy popula-
tions have evolved significantly from 𝑧 ∼ 2 to the present day (e.g.,
Förster Schreiber & Wuyts 2020; and references therein). These
changes are likely driven by the evolution of accretion, environment,
and the build up of passive galaxies through quenching. Here we
explore our ΔΣSFR profiles in the context of this evolution.

Starting with 𝑧 ∼ 0, we overplot the radial profiles from MaNGA
data (solid and dashed lines; Bluck et al. 2020b) on top of our re-
sults in Figure 8 to examine any differences in ΔΣSFR. We measure
slopes for the MaNGA and MAGPI profiles, the latter for which we
re-measure the slopes only up to 1.5 𝑅e for direct comparison to
MaNGA. The slopes are given in Table 2. Given that the majority
of our MAGPI sample (∼76 per cent) belong to groups identified
using the algorithm introduced by Robotham et al. (2011), we plot
MaNGA radial profiles for satellites only for fairer comparison. Aside
from the main sequence (i.e., -0.5 < ΔSFR < 0.5; blue) profile, all
star-forming bins show distinctive profiles in overall shape and/or
normalisation of ΔΣSFR values.

Notably, the ΔSFR > 0.5 bin (pink) as measured with MaNGA
shows a strong negative gradient (slope = -0.34 ± 0.02 dex 𝑅e-1)
in star formation, whereas the profile measured with MAGPI is flat
across the same radial distances probed (slope = -0.02 ± 0.02 dex
𝑅e-1 for 𝑅 ≤ 1.5𝑅e). The negative gradient has been observed in star-
forming galaxies in other MaNGA-based studies (Ellison et al. 2018;
Wang et al. 2019), which seems to suggest that this is a common
trend in the local Universe. In particular, Wang et al. (2019) find this
central enhancement to become more distinct with increasing stellar
mass. A similar trend is seen with SAMI galaxies (Medling et al.
2018), showing centrally concentrated SF in galaxies located > 1𝜎
above the main sequence (however, we note that this study used ΣSFR
and not sSFR, where the latter is a much more comparable parameter
to ΔΣSFR). In contrast, Bluck et al. (2020b) find a flattening with
increasing stellar mass for the above MS profile with log M★ =

10.5 − 11 galaxies being consistent with a flat profile. While we do
not split our sample in stellar mass bins due to low number statistics,
we note that the majority of MAGPI galaxies above the MS are in
the mass ranges of log M★ = 9 − 9.5 or lower (Figure 4), therefore
implying evolution within this sample.

At 𝑧 ∼ 1, Nelson et al. (2016) find overall flat H𝛼 surface brightness
profiles when normalised by the SFMS, such that SF is enhanced

MNRAS 000, 1–17 (2023)



10 Marcie Mun et al.

everywhere in galaxies above the SFMS. However, they also find
increasingly centrally depressed profiles in sSFR and H𝛼 equivalent
width with increasing stellar mass. For a more direct comparison, we
re-measure the radial profiles in sSFR (≡ ΣSFR/Σ★) in 3 different
star-forming bins, across 4 bins of stellar mass, as done in Nelson
et al. (2016). We show the definitions of the star-forming bins below,
where the upper bound on the ‘above the SFMS’ bin and the lower
bound on the ‘below the SFMS’ bin has been modified to include the
rest of the MAGPI sample.

(i) Above the SFMS: ΔSFR > 0.4 dex,
(ii) SFMS: -0.4 dex < ΔSFR ≤ 0.4 dex,
(iii) Below the SFMS: ΔSFR ≤ -0.4 dex,

Similarly done with theΔΣSFR profiles, we impose galaxy and spaxel
cuts such that only radial bins with at least 5 galaxies (Ngal ≥ 5)
and 25 spaxels (Nspax ≥ 25) are included. The cuts imposed are
less stringent here (see Section 3.5) due to reduced sample statistics
coming from binning the profiles into multiple stellar mass regimes.
The profiles, along with those from Nelson et al. (2016) (bottom
panel of Figure 14 in their study), are shown in Figure 9. We have
normalised all profiles by the measured sSFR value of the SFMS
profile at 𝑟 ≈ 1 kpc, to facilitate easier comparison. Starting with
galaxies in the lowest mass bin, we observe overall flat profiles for
galaxies above (blue; slope = 0.03 ± <0.01 dex kpc-1) the SFMS,
in line with what is observed with the 3D-HST results (Nelson et al.
2016). However, with increasing stellar mass, we do not observe the
same trend of increasingly centrally depressed profiles; we measure
similar slopes of 0.02 ± <0.01 and 0.01 ± <0.01 dex kpc-1 for the
9.5 < log M★ < 10 and 10 < log M★ < 10.5 bins, respectively. For
the highest mass bin, we are unable to measure a statistically robust
profile with the imposed galaxy and spaxel cuts. Similar trends are
found for a handful of galaxies at 𝑧 ∼ 2 (Tacchella et al. 2015,
2018), where flat profiles9 are observed on average for above MS
galaxies but arising from a large variety for individual systems that
appears to be mass dependent. Together, these results suggest that
SF profiles of low to intermediate mass galaxies above the MS are
flat out to ∼ 2 − 3𝑅e from cosmic noon until at least ∼ 4 Gyrs ago
perhaps indicative of efficient gas accretion and transport throughout
galaxies. While at 𝑧 ∼ 0, galaxies above the MS may more regularly
have centrally enhanced SF due to central starbursts partly driven by
mergers.

On the other hand, there is a strong agreement in the range of
ΔΣSFR values probed by the main sequence galaxies (blue) at 𝑧 ∼ 0.3
and 𝑧 ∼ 0. The two profiles are both flat within 𝑅 ≤ 1.5 𝑅e, where the
MaNGA and MAGPI profiles measure slopes of 0.00± 0.01 and 0.06
± 0.01 dex 𝑅e-1, respectively. While there is a statistically significant
difference in the slopes based on the measured uncertainties, we
note that the difference mainly stems from the profiles diverging
from one another beyond 𝑅 ∼ 1 𝑅e. This suggests that galaxies on
the SFMS across the epochs probed are regulating their SF activity
in a similar manner in the inner regions of galaxies. However, the
uptick observed in the outskirts of the MAGPI sample may hint at
external mechanisms, highlighting the importance of mapping SF
activity out to large galactocentric radii. The positive slope in the
MAGPI sample at large galactic radii is driven by a small number of

9 We note that profiles from Tacchella et al. (2015, 2018) are also measured
in terms of sSFRs, different from the offset from the rSFMS used in this
work and with work from MaNGA. While we do not perform the same sSFR
comparison with their sample as we’ve done with Nelson et al. (2016), they
are still comparable in that both measurements are normalised by stellar mass.
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Figure 8. Overlay of ΔΣSFR radial profiles of satellite galaxies from Bluck
et al. (2020b) on profiles shown in Figure 6. The colour-coding is identical
between the two profiles. The binning method used in Bluck et al. (2020b) is
of the smoothed binning approach, where bins are chosen to overlap in range
with neighbouring bins.

galaxies (Section 4.1) but is consistent with average sSFR profiles of
massive galaxies at 𝑧 ∼ 1 (Nelson et al. 2016) and individual profiles
measured of massive galaxies at 𝑧 ∼ 2 (Tacchella et al. 2018) which
have also been measured to ∼ 3𝑅e. In particular, when converted
to sSFRs, the MS (black) profiles measure flat slopes across all
stellar mass bins (averaging ≈0.03 ± <0.01 dex kpc-1), which is
in agreement with the profiles from Nelson et al. (2016) (slopes
averaging <0.1 dex kpc-1).

The two lowest ΔSFR bins (i.e., green and red profiles) show
larger differences in ΔΣSFR between 𝑧 = 0 and 𝑧 = 0.3. In general,
we observe higher levels of star formation activity in our MAGPI
sample for the same ΔSFR bins.10 The offset in ΔΣSFR could be
due to differences in populations probed at the two epochs; recent
results from the EAGLE simulation (Wang et al. 2023) show that
galaxies with centrally concentrated SF below the SFMS are more
common at 𝑧 = 0 than at 𝑧 ≈ 0.3. Centrally concentrated SF suggests
relatively quenched outskirts of these galaxies due to environmental
mechanisms, such that these findings suggest that there are more
quenched satellites in the local Universe than at the MAGPI redshift
regime. In terms of the measured slopes, there is good agreement
between the MaNGA and MAGPI profiles within 𝑅 ≤ 1.5 𝑅e for the
-1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 bin (green), with measurements of 0.12 ± 0.01
and 0.08 ± 0.03 dex 𝑅e-1, respectively. The MaNGA profile shows a
stronger hint of inside-out quenching (i.e., steeper positive gradient),
but we note that the MAGPI profile does measure a steeper gradient
(slope = 0.17 ± 0.02 dex 𝑅e-1) out to 𝑅 ∼ 2 𝑅e. On the other hand,
the MaNGA profile for theΔSFR < -1.1 bin (red) is overall flat (slope
= -0.02 ± <0.01 dex 𝑅e-1), whereas the MAGPI profile measures a
slightly steeper negative gradient (slope = -0.09 ± 0.02 dex 𝑅e-1) for
𝑅 ≤ 1.5 𝑅e. Similar to the -1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 bin, the MAGPI
profile shows a stronger hint of potential inside-out quenching with a
measured slope of 0.11 ± 0.01 dex 𝑅e-1 when measured out to 3 𝑅e.

10 Barring differences in the loci of the SFMS, which can rise from differ-
ences in methodology (Bluck et al. (2020b) uses the definition from Renzini
& Peng (2015), which does not require a pre-selection of SF galaxies as done
in this study) and/or evolution of the SFMS over time, the bins are considered
to be identical in ranges of ΔSFR.
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Figure 9. sSFR profiles of MAGPI galaxies (solid lines with shaded regions) categorized into 3 groups with respect to the SFMS, as adopted with 3D-HST data
in Nelson et al. (2016), where blue denotes galaxies above the MS, black denotes galaxies on the MS, and red the galaxies below the MS. The sSFR profiles
from Nelson et al. (2016), representative of galaxies at 𝑧 ∼ 1, are also shown as dashed lines with the same colours. All profiles have been normalised by the
sSFR value of the respective MS (black) profile at 𝑟 ∼ 1 kpc.

However, the caveat here is that the flatness of the ΔSFR < -1.1
profile from MaNGA largely rises from assigning a constant value to
all D4000 > 1.45 measurements. When a similar treatment is done
on the -1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 and ΔSFR < -1.1 bins for the MAGPI
sample, the profiles become much flatter and reside around ΔΣSFR ∼
-1.5. Given the considerable fraction of upper limits that exist in
both bins, in particular for the ΔSFR < -1.1 bin (see Figure A5), the
contrast in ΔΣSFR between 𝑧 = 0 and 𝑧 = 0.3 does not necessarily
indicate an evolution in SF.

At 𝑧 ∼ 1 − 2, a central (within ∼ 1𝑅e) depression is seen in
sSFR profiles of galaxies below the SFMS particularly for the most
massive galaxies (Nelson et al. 2016; Tacchella et al. 2018; see also
the red dashed lines in the panels with log M★ > 10 in Figure 9). We
observe mixed results with the sSFR profiles for MAGPI galaxies
below the MS (red), in that the profiles in the 9 < log M★ < 9.5 and
10 < log M★ < 10.5 bins show positive gradients (slopes of 0.10 ±
0.02 and 0.08 ± 0.01 dex kpc-1, respectively), whereas the profiles
in the 9.5 < log M★ < 10 and 10.5 < log M★ < 11 bins show flatter
profiles (slopes of -0.02 ± 0.01 and 0.01 ± <0.01 dex kpc-1). The
lack of a trend with increasing stellar mass may come from a lack of
robust statistics per radial bin, as apparent by the larger uncertainties
and shorter radial distances probed. We also note that given the
distribution of MAGPI galaxies below the SFMS in SFR-M★ space
(see Figure 4), stellar mass bin widths of 0.5 dex in the range of
9 < log M★ < 11 naturally limit the number of available galaxies
for analysis. However, when considered over the entire stellar mass
range, galaxies at 𝑧 ∼ 1 do show flat MS-normalised H𝛼 profiles,
which is in line with the MAGPI and MaNGA results seen with the
ΔΣSFR profiles.

5.2 What regulates and/or quenches star formation at 𝑧 ∼ 0.3?

We observe enhanced star formation at all radial distances probed
with respect to the resolved SFMS in the most star-forming bin (i.e.,
ΔSFR > 0.5). Given that all galaxies contributing to the profile have
H𝛼-measured ΣSFR, this suggests that MAGPI galaxies in this bin
have sufficient cold gas reservoirs to fuel star formation as traced at
this epoch. The overall flatness (slope = -0.05 ± 0.01 dex 𝑅e-1) of the
profile suggests that the physical processes at play for these galaxies
do not lead to a preferred radial trend in star formation enhancement.

Previous studies (Mihos & Hernquist 1996; Moreno et al. 2015)
have proposed that gravitational torques can transport the newly ac-
creted gas from these interactions towards the centre, eventually
leading to a starburst. This can be caused partly by galaxy-galaxy

and/or tidal interactions, triggering inflow of cold gas external to
the galaxy. To test this hypothesis, we search for nearby neighbours
in both redshift and on-sky separations. Following the findings of
Patton et al. (2013), we first search for nearby galaxies with line-
of-sight velocities of Δ𝑣 < 1000 km s-1 and projected distances of
≲150 kpc − the maximum projected separation out to which Patton
et al. (2013) found statistically significant SF enhancements. This
simple test indicates that ∼78 per cent (21/27) of galaxies in the
ΔSFR > 0.5 bin have at least one nearby neighbour, some having
as many as 11 potential neighbours. We also confirm these results
with a preliminary group finding analysis, where we find ∼85 per
cent (23/27) of galaxies belong to groups ranging between 2 to 12
members. If galaxy-galaxy interactions are the dominant process at
play, the median profile for this bin would show a negative gradient
due to the central starburst. Given the flatness of the profile, this
suggests that interactions with nearby neighbours cannot be the sole
physical process at work for star-forming galaxies residing above the
SFMS.

In contrast, a generally negative trend in star formation activity
with increasing galactocentric radii for galaxies above the SFMS has
been observed in the local Universe (i.e., 𝑧 ∼ 0). In particular, the
central enhancement of star formation activity in MaNGA galaxies
can be associated with metal-poor gas accretion (Ellison et al. 2018).
This suggests that major and minor mergers, along with interactions
with dwarf satellites, are some of the likely causes of the inflow
of pristine gas towards the centre. The central enhancement is con-
firmed by Wang et al. (2019), where they find shorter gas depletion
times centrally compared to the outskirts. Assuming a simple gas
regulator model, these results suggest that spatial variation in SFRs
in galaxies may simply be due to variation in SF efficiencies, such
that any changes in gas accretion rates are immediately reflected upon
the measured SFRs. On the other hand, Nelson et al. (2016) do not
find evidence for strong radial trends in star formation as probed by
EW(H𝛼) at 𝑧 ∼ 1. They instead find that star formation is enhanced
throughout the galaxy disc for galaxies located above the main se-
quence, which is suggestive of physical processes not exclusive to
major mergers and galaxy interactions. We find our results to be more
consistent with those of Nelson et al. (2016), which suggests that ra-
dial trends already start to evolve at the MAGPI redshift regime. This
could also be explained by the fact that gas accretion rates are overall
higher at higher redshifts (e.g., van de Voort et al. 2011).

Galaxies on the main sequence (i.e., -0.5 < ΔSFR < 0.5) show a
positive gradient in ΔΣSFR with a slope of 0.11 ± <0.01 dex 𝑅e-1.
Generally small bootstrap uncertainties of the median profile suggest
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Table 2. Table of measured slopes of ΔΣSFR radial profiles for MaNGA and MAGPI

Global SF state MaNGA slopes MAGPI slopes (𝑅 ≤ 1.5 𝑅e) MAGPI slopes (𝑅 ≤ 3.0 𝑅e)
(dex) (dex 𝑅e

-1) (dex 𝑅e
-1) (dex 𝑅e

-1)

ΔSFR > 0.5 -0.34 ± 0.02 -0.02 ± 0.02 -0.05 ± 0.01
-0.5 < ΔSFR < 0.5 0.00 ± 0.01 0.06 ± 0.01 0.11 ± <0.01
-1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 0.12 ± 0.01 0.08 ± 0.03 0.17 ± 0.02

ΔSFR < -1.1 -0.02 ± <0.01 -0.09 ± 0.02 0.11 ± 0.01

that local variation in ΣSFR is minimal and that values are generally
distributed around ΔΣSFR = 0. Relatively small uncertainties in the
luminosity-weighted age profile also suggest that the increase in age
with decreasing radius towards the centre is likely real. These results
are consistent with an inside-out growth scenario, where galaxies
start building up their stellar mass in the centre.

A model based on high-redshift (𝑧 ∼ 2 - 4) simulations suggests
that galaxies on the SFMS undergo multiple cycles of gas inflow
and depletion in the centre, which results in oscillations about the
SFMS and as such scatter about the main sequence (Tacchella et al.
2016). It is not until galaxies reach a critical virial mass of ∼1011.5

M⊙ , where galaxies then begin a full quenching process triggered by
shock heating of the halo. On the other hand, analysis based on the
EAGLE simulations (Matthee & Schaye 2019) at 𝑧 ∼ 0.1 suggests
that the scatter of the SFMS is mostly modulated by long timescale
(∼10 Gyr) variations that depend on the halo’s assembly history.
Fluctuations due to self-regulation processes such as cooling, SF,
and outflows run on shorter timescales and are only important for
less massive galaxies. Both scenarios apply to our sample, in that any
competing physical mechanisms at play likely cancel one another out
and that any long timescale processes will not be reflected in H𝛼-
based measurements, given that H𝛼 traces timescales as short as ∼10
Myr. With the former, this implies a balance between gas accretion
and depletion due to star formation and/or galactic winds, which
is unsurprising for galaxies located on the SFMS. Furthermore, our
nearby neighbour search suggests that 65 per cent (85/131) of galaxies
in thisΔSFR bin have neighbours within projected separations of 150
kpc or lower, giving further support for external cold gas accretion.
Results from the group finding analysis give similar numbers, where
some groups consist of as many as 20 members.

Similar conclusions were reached in another study at a similar
redshift range of 0.1 < 𝑧 < 0.42 with the MUSE-Wide survey, which
show evidence for inside-out growth in star-forming galaxies based
on observing a positive gradient in dust-corrected H𝛼-based sSFRs
(Jafariyazani et al. 2019). Furthermore, observations of extended H𝛼

emission compared to the stellar continuum, along with increasingly
centrally depressed H𝛼 equivalent widths with stellar mass, at 𝑧 ∼
1 suggests that inside-out assembly of galaxy discs are ubiquitous
across a broad range of redshifts (Nelson et al. 2016; Matharu et al.
2022).

While galaxies in the higher star-forming bins show evidence of
star formation fueled by consistent cold gas accretion, galaxies in the -
1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 bin begin to show signs of quenching across all ra-
dial bins probed. The positive gradient in ΔΣSFR suggests inside-out
quenching, with relatively higher SF measured in the outskirts. This
trend suggests that it is moreso internal rather than external mech-
anisms dominating the SF activity in these galaxies. As mentioned
previously in Section 2, the MAGPI sample selected for this study do
not include galaxies in the most dense environments, i.e., galaxy clus-
ters. Majority of our galaxies (∼76 per cent) belong to groups, where
environmental mechanisms such as ram pressure stripping (Gunn &

Gott 1972; Koopmann & Kenney 2004a,b; Boselli & Gavazzi 2006),
viscous stripping (Nulsen 1982), and starvation/strangulation (Lar-
son et al. 1980; Bekki et al. 2002), are not expected to be as strong
as they are in cluster environments. Gas stripping mechanisms in
particular are expected to be more efficient in the galaxy outskirts,
where the gas is less tightly confined to the galaxy’s gravitational
potential. The aftermath of such mechanisms would manifest itself
in a negative gradient in SF, characteristic of quenching starting from
outside-in. For this ΔSFR bin in particular, ∼69 per cent (29/42) of
them belong to groups, some with as many as 20 members. Given that
we do not observe a negative gradient, we attribute the overall low
levels of SF and the positive gradient in ΔΣSFR, to ‘pre-processing’
(Fujita 2004) – where galaxies are subject to interactions with other
galaxies and the group potential itself, leading to SF quenching.

Clear features of environmental mechanisms at play are observed
in the local Universe. For MaNGA, notable differences inΔΣSFR pro-
files between the centrals and satellites for green valley (i.e., galaxies
in the -1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 bin) galaxies have been observed (Bluck
et al. 2020b). While both centrals and satellites exhibit quiescent
cores, satellites do not have star-forming outskirts as centrals do.
Nevertheless, satellites in the MaNGA sample do exhibit positive
ΔΣSFR gradients (slope = 0.12 ± 0.01 dex 𝑅e-1; Table 2) overall.
Evidence for outside-in quenching is only captured in low-mass (i.e.,
M★ < 1010 M⊙) satellites for the MaNGA sample. These results
imply that environmental processes play a more dominant role for
low-mass satellites, which may explain for the lack of a clear outside-
in quenching feature in the MAGPI sample. Due to current sample
statistics in both galaxies and spaxels, we are unable to perform a
similar analysis for the current MAGPI sample.

We also mentioned previously that the entireΔΣSFR profile for this
bin is considered an upper limit, given the limitation of the D4000-
sSFR relation. In Appendix A, we show that the majority of spaxels
with upper limits are distributed aroundΔΣSFR ≃ -1.5, with the largest
fraction being in the 0.5 – 1.0 𝑅e bin. In terms of the ratio of detections
vs. non-detections, the contribution from both are comparable such
that the entire profile will likely be shifted to lower ΔΣSFR with
proper consideration of upper limits. We do not expect to see a
different trend other than the previously observed positive gradient
(i.e., inside-out quenching). We also address the effects of combining
H𝛼- and D4000-based ΣSFR measurements on the ΔΣSFR profile
in Appendix A. Our comparison of H𝛼- and D4000-only profiles
show that while D4000 alone does systematically underestimate the
level of SF, there is in general a good agreement between the two
measurements (Figures A2 and A3).

Finally, we discuss the implications of the galaxies in the least
star-forming bin, i.e., ΔSFR < -1.1 (red). The measured slope of 0.11
± 0.01 dex 𝑅e-1 of the ΔΣSFR profile suggests that the central region
is relatively quenched in comparison to the outskirts. The profile
suggests physical processes that are preferentially at work within the
galaxy centre, which may include AGN feedback and/or expedited
use of star-forming gas. While we have removed any spaxels classified
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as optical AGN, it is possible that we may have missed out on weaker
AGN emission due to lack of sufficient S/N (i.e., S/N ≥ 3) in one
or more emission lines, or AGN identifiable by multi-wavelength
tracers. The lack of a current optical AGN signature also does not
preclude previous activity of an AGN that is currently not active
(Padovani et al. 2017).

In local galaxies, ΔΣSFR profiles in the most and least star-forming
bins mirror one another in that there is a clear central enhancement in
the former and suppression in the latter (Ellison et al. 2018). This has
been interpreted as an indication of inside-out mass growth triggered
by gas inflow preferentially towards the central regions, followed by
eventual quenching propagating from inside-out. A variety of sce-
narios could explain this phenomenon, which include gas depletion
and AGN feedback. On the other hand, Wang et al. (2019) associate
central enhancement/suppression in galaxies above/below the SFMS
with different response rates to changes in gas accretion rates from
the halo; positive/negative SF gradients are thus not necessarily hint-
ing towards different physical processes at play. However with the
same parent dataset, Bluck et al. (2020b) observe a much flatter pro-
file for galaxies of the same bin (i.e., their ΔSFR < -1.1 bin), where
the lack of a clear trend seem to come from their choice of extending
the D4000-sSFR relation to higher D4000 (i.e., D4000 > 1.45) by
assigning the same artificial value of sSFR = 10-12 yr-1 (see Bluck
et al. 2020a, Figure 4). We can see this effect at work within our
own sample. When we include only the spaxels with D4000 ≤ 1.475
where the relation can be defined, we see the central depression.
However, when we include spaxels with a measured D4000 beyond
this limit as upper limits defined by a floor in sSFR at high D4000, we
obtain a flat profile consistent with Bluck et al. (2020b). As shown
in Appendix A, we observe a higher fraction of upper limits towards
the galaxy centre (i.e., 0 – 1.5 𝑅e). This suggests that with improved
measurements on the upper limits, theΔΣSFR profile is likely to show
a steeper positive gradient consistent with inside-out quenching.

6 SUMMARY

In this study, we have investigated the radial trends in ΔΣSFR and
AgeL as a function of location with respect to the SFMS (i.e.,
ΔSFR) to constrain the physical processes enhancing, regulating,
and quenching MAGPI galaxies. We use D4000 in addition to the
H𝛼 emission line to ensure that we capture low levels of SF, such
that our sample is as complete as possible in the ranges of global SF
states probed. We also place our results in context with galaxies at
low- (𝑧 ∼ 0) and high-redshift (𝑧 ∼ 1 and 𝑧 ∼ 2) to investigate the
possibility of an evolution in radial trends in SF activity across these
redshift regimes. We summarise our key results below:

(i) Star-forming galaxies above the SFMS (i.e.,ΔSFR > 0.5) at the
MAGPI redshift regime show uniformly enhanced SF throughout all
radial distances probed, suggesting a mixture of physical processes
(e.g., galaxy-galaxy interactions) at play along with a sufficient cold
gas reservoir to fuel SF.

(ii) Galaxies along the SFMS (i.e., -0.5 < ΔSFR < 0.5) show a
slightly positive gradient in ΔΣSFR, where the uptick towards the
outskirts is associated with a few highly star-forming galaxies. Oth-
erwise, the inner regime of the profile is flat as expected from MS
galaxies maintaining their SF via both a balance between gas ac-
cretion and depletion (Tacchella et al. 2016) and long timescale
variations due to differences in halo assembly histories (Matthee &
Schaye 2019). The negative gradient in luminosity-weighted stellar
ages (i.e., AgeL) also suggests inside-out growth (Muñoz-Mateos

et al. 2007; van Dokkum et al. 2010), in agreement with other stud-
ies (Nelson et al. 2016; Jafariyazani et al. 2019; Matharu et al. 2022)
as well.

(iii) Galaxies just below the SFMS (i.e., -1.1< ΔSFR< -0.5) show
a positive gradient in SF, suggestive of inside-out quenching. Our
results suggest that galaxies likely have undergone pre-processing
from interactions with other galaxies and the group gravitational
potential. We also compare H𝛼 and D4000-only profiles to find that
D4000-measured ΔΣSFR profiles are systematically lower but do not
completely dominate in spaxel contribution in any specific radial
bin. We attribute the lack of outside-in quenching feature to the
majority of our sample galaxies being in the central regions of group
environments.

(iv) Quenched galaxies (i.e., ΔSFR < -1.1) in the MAGPI sample
show a positive gradient in ΔΣSFR as well, where the central dip
in SF suggests the aftermath of AGN feedback or expedited use of
star-forming gas due to a nuclear starburst. We also consider the
possibility of simply lower SF efficiencies leading to lower levels of
SF in the centre (Wang et al. 2019). Given that the majority of galaxies
in this bin have ΔΣSFR measured from D4000, we acknowledge
that we are missing a large fraction of the quenched population due
to limitations in the measured D4000-sSFR relation (see Section
5.2, but also Bluck et al. 2020a; Thorp et al. 2022). With proper
consideration of upper limits, we expect to see stronger hints of
inside-out quenching for quenched MAGPI galaxies.

(v) We capture a potential evolution in the radial trends in SF for
star-forming galaxies from 𝑧 ∼ 2 to 𝑧 ∼ 0. The flat ΔΣSFR observed
in star-forming MAGPI galaxies is in contrast to the results observed
in the local Universe (Ellison et al. 2018; Bluck et al. 2020b), where
galaxies clearly show centrally enhanced SF and thus a negative
gradient in SF. Agreements with observations at 𝑧 ∼ 1 − 2 (Nelson
et al. 2016; Tacchella et al. 2015, 2018) suggest that this may be an
indicator of an evolution in the radial trends in SF over the last 4
Gyrs.

In future work, we plan to place constraints on the physical mech-
anisms governing MAGPI galaxies by exploring matched samples
within a suite of cosmological simulations (Harborne et al. in prep)
and to complete a more statistical environmental analysis using en-
vironmental metrics probed out to 5 Mpc (Barsanti et al. in prep).
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APPENDIX A: USING D4000 AS A SFR INDICATOR

A1 Reliability of D4000 derived SFRs

We investigate the reliability of D4000 as a SFR indicator to en-
sure that the use of D4000 is not introducing significant bias in the
analysis. In Figure A1, we show a plot comparing the ΣSFR,H𝛼 and
ΣSFR,D4000 for all spaxels with reliably measured ΣSFR,H𝛼 in our
sample. With the exception of some scatter as shown by the black
hexagonal bins, the general trend is that both measurements agree
well with one another with a bias of approximately -0.116 dex. We
also present the scatter in standard deviation and the MAD stan-
dard deviation in the bottom panel, where both measurements are
generally in good agreement as well. We use the standard devia-
tion of the scatter to take into consideration the uncertainty rising
from the recovery of H𝛼-based SFRs from D4000, by adding this
value in quadrature when measuring errors on D4000-based SFRs,
as explained in Section 3.3.2.

An important caveat to the ΔΣSFR profile in the -1.1 < ΔSFR <

-0.5 (green) bin is that we use a combination of H𝛼- and D4000-
based measurements. While the two have been shown to be well
calibrated to each other (see Figure A1), it is possible that combining
the different indicators may affect the radial profile. In total, ∼45
per cent of spaxels from galaxies in this bin consist of H𝛼-measured
SFRs. In contrast, the ΔSFR > 0.5 (pink) bin and the -0.5 < ΔSFR <

0.5 (blue) bin are dominated by spaxels with SFRs measured by H𝛼,
100 per cent and 99 per cent, respectively. While the ΔSFR < -1.1
bin (red) is dominated by spaxels with SFRs measured by D4000,
∼92 per cent. In Figure A2, we split the -1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 bin into
H𝛼- (N = 27) and D4000-measured (N = 15) galaxies to investigate
the implications of the resulting median ΔΣSFR profiles. The D4000-
based profile is systematically lower than that of H𝛼, as expected.
However, both profiles span the full radial range of the -1.1 < ΔSFR
< -0.5 bin, suggesting that neither SFR indicator is biased towards
either the centre or the outskirts.

We re-calculate the ΔΣSFR median profiles for 11 galaxies with
measurements in both SFR tracers, as shown in Figure A3. There is in
general good agreement in the range of ΔΣSFR measured by the two
tracers for the same galaxies, although H𝛼-basedΣSFR measurements
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Figure A1. Comparison diagram of ΣSFR,D4000 and ΣSFR,H𝛼 for star-forming
spaxels. The hexagonal bins are colour-coded by the number of spaxels. The
grey dashed line indicates the 1:1 line. The bottom panel shows the distribution
of Δ log(ΣSFR) = log(ΣSFR,D4000) - log(ΣSFR,H𝛼). The bias of Δ log(ΣSFR)
is -0.116 dex, whereas we present the degree of scatter in standard deviation
and MAD standard deviation, which are 0.304 and 0.263 dex, respectively, as
shown in the same panel.

do indicate slightly higher SF activity. Moreover, while the D4000
profile does show a slightly decreasing trend with radial distance,
the number of spaxels with measured ΣSFR also tapers off towards
the outskirts, such that the profiles do agree within the range of
uncertainties.

A2 Radial distribution of SFR indicators

We explore whether D4000 measurements are preferentially located
in certain radial regimes of our sample galaxies for the lower star-
forming bins of -1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 and ΔSFR < -1.1, where the
contribution of D4000 measurements notably increase. We investi-
gate the fraction of D4000-measured ΣSFR (i.e., fD4000) as a function
of galactocentric radii (𝑅/𝑅e) and show the resulting histograms in
Figure A4, where the top panel is for the -1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 (green)
bin and the bottom for theΔSFR< -1.1 (red) bin. For the -1.1< ΔSFR
< -0.5 bin, we find that fD4000 is uniform across all radial bins, sug-
gesting that D4000 measurements are not introducing any biases in
the ΔΣSFR profile. For the ΔSFR < -1.1 bin, fD4000 is notably higher
across all radial bins, with relatively higher fractions observed in the
1.5 – 2.5 𝑅e regimes. However, the fractional contribution of D4000
measurements is still comparable among all radial bins, such that we
reach the same conclusion that the use of D4000 as an SFR indicator
is not biasing our measurements to particular spatial regimes within
our galaxy sample.
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Figure A2. Median ΔΣSFR radial profiles of galaxies in the -1.1 < ΔSFR
< -0.5 bin, where the blue points and line show the profile measured solely
from H𝛼-derived ΣSFR (i.e., H𝛼-detected and identified as SF by the BPT
diagram; total of 27 galaxies) and the red points and line show the profile
from D4000-derived ΣSFR (i.e., either non-H𝛼-detected or H𝛼-detected but
not classified as SF; total of 15 galaxies). Shaded regions indicate the range
of bootstrap errors of the median profiles. The comparison of the two profiles
show that the use of D4000 alone systematically underestimates the level
of star formation activity, in comparison to H𝛼, which likely arises from
different timescales probed by the two SFR indicators.
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Figure A3. Median ΔΣSFR radial profiles of 11 H𝛼-detected galaxies (i.e.,
subsample from the total of 27 galaxies shown in Figure A2) with measured
D4000 in the -1.1< ΔSFR< -0.5 bin. Using the same colour scheme as Figure
A2, the blue shaded region shows the median profile measured from H𝛼, and
the red shaded region shows the profile measured from D4000. Overall, there
is generally good agreement in the range of ΔΣSFR values probed by both
SFR indicators near the galaxy centre. The profiles show to diverge from
one another towards the outskirts, where D4000-based measurements decline
and H𝛼-based increase with increasing galactocentric radius. However, the
profiles do overlap with one another throughout all radii probed, suggesting
that the range of ΔΣSFR values are generally in good agreement.

A3 Upper limits on D4000-based SFRs

In the main body of the paper, we do not include spaxels that have
D4000 > 1.475 as the D4000-sSFR relation is not defined beyond
this limit (Section 3.3.2). In this section, we assign upper limits to
spaxels with D4000 measurements beyond the defined D4000-sSFR
relation. More specifically, we assign spaxels in this regime with the
sSFR value associated with the D4000 limit, which is log10(sSFR)
≃ -11.3 yr-1. We do this for all galaxies in our sample defined in
Section 3.4. We then plot the distribution of these upper limits with
that of the detections (both H𝛼 and D4000-based ΔΣSFR) and the
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Figure A4. Contribution of D4000 spaxels per radial bin for the -1.1 < ΔSFR
< -0.5 bin (top) and ΔSFR < -1.1 bin (bottom).

median profiles for the two ΔSFR bins with significant contribution
of D4000 measurements: -1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 (left panel of Figure
A5) and ΔSFR < -1.1 (right panel of Figure A5).

For both ΔSFR bins, it is expected that the majority of the upper
limits are commonly distributed around a low ΔΣSFR value (∼ -1.5).
In terms of distribution along the radial axes, the probabilty density
distributions of detections and non-detections are strikingly similar
for the -1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 bin (green), such that the peak of both
distributions lie in the 0.5 – 1.0 𝑅e bin. It seems fair to assume that
with reliable measurements in place for these upper limits, the entire
profile would be normalised towards lower ΔΣSFR. We do not expect
the overall trend to change considerably. On the other hand, for the
ΔSFR < -1.1 bin (red), non-detections are found to mainly occupy
regimes around 0.5 – 1.5 𝑅e, whereas detections are concentrated
around 1 – 2.5 𝑅e. This suggests that with the inclusion of upper
limits, we will likely measure lower ΔΣSFR in the centre, leading
to a stronger positive gradient. Furthermore, while the number of
detections vs. non-detections are comparable for the -1.1 < ΔSFR
< -0.5 bin, the number of non-detections significantly outnumber
that of the detections in the 0 - 2.0 𝑅e regime for the ΔSFR < -1.1,
averaging around ∼2500 spaxels per bin compared to ∼150 spaxels
for the detections. The overal normalisations of the profiles are thus
upper-limits in the -1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 (green) and ΔSFR < -1.1
(red) bins.

APPENDIX B: BIN STATISTICS OF THE RADIAL
PROFILES

This section presents information on the number of galaxies and
spaxels that contribute to each radial bin for the ΔΣSFR and AgeL
profiles shown in Section 4. Tables B1 and B2 show the statistics for
the ΔΣSFR and AgeL profiles, respectively, where the first number of
each column indicates the total number of galaxies (Ngal) contribut-
ing spaxels to that bin, and the second number the total number of
spaxels (Nspax) in each bin.

APPENDIX C: MAPS OF MEASURED PROPERTIES

In this section, we show the maps of measured physical properties
for example galaxies belonging to each global SF state in Figure C1.
In each row of panels, we show the maps of the collapsed MUSE
spectrum (i.e., white light image), dilated mask (as derived with
ProFound, see Section 2), the stellar mass surface density (Σ★; see
Section 3.2), SFR surface density (ΣSFR; see Section 3.3), andΔΣSFR
(see Section 3.4).

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.
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Figure A5. Distribution of detections and non-detections (i.e., upper limits based on the detection limit of the D4000-sSFR relation) along with the median
ΔΣSFR profiles for the -1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 (left panel) and ΔSFR < -1.1 (right panel) bins. The median profiles are the same profiles shown in Figure 6.
Detections and non-detections are shown as circles and arrows, respectively, in the scatter plots. Probability density distributions of both detections (filled
histogram) and non-detections (unfilled histogram) are shown along both ΔΣSFR and 𝑅/𝑅e axes.

Table B1. Statistics per radial bin probed by each global SF state for the ΔΣSFR profiles, where the first number indicates the total number of galaxies in the bin,
and the second the total number of spaxels.

Radial bin ΔSFR > 0.5 -0.5 < ΔSFR < 0.5 -1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 ΔSFR < -1.1
(𝑅e) (Ngal, Nspax) (Ngal, Nspax) (Ngal, Nspax) (Ngal, Nspax)

0.0 < 𝑅 ≤ 0.5 (23, 199) (114, 835) (25, 88) −
0.5 < 𝑅 ≤ 1.0 (26, 586) (125, 2587) (36, 219) (45, 102)
1.0 < 𝑅 ≤ 1.5 (26, 770) (121, 3053) (28, 139) (50, 179)
1.5 < 𝑅 ≤ 2.0 (24, 729) (91, 1745) (13, 84) (46, 315)
2.0 < 𝑅 ≤ 2.5 (17, 416) (34, 602) − (31, 183)
2.5 < 𝑅 ≤ 3.0 (10, 104) (12, 144) − (17, 77)

Table B2. Statistics per radial bin probed by each global SF state for the AgeL profiles, where the first number indicates the total number of galaxies in the bin,
and the second the total number of spaxels.

Radial bin ΔSFR > 0.5 -0.5 < ΔSFR < 0.5 -1.1 < ΔSFR < -0.5 ΔSFR < -1.1
(𝑅e) (Ngal, Nspax) (Ngal, Nspax) (Ngal, Nspax) (Ngal, Nspax)

0.0 < 𝑅 ≤ 0.5 (22, 189) (102, 763) (25, 88) −
0.5 < 𝑅 ≤ 1.0 (24, 560) (113, 2420) (36, 219) (42, 97)
1.0 < 𝑅 ≤ 1.5 (24, 748) (109, 2911) (28, 139) (50, 179)
1.5 < 𝑅 ≤ 2.0 (22, 719) (81, 1677) (13, 84) (46, 315)
2.0 < 𝑅 ≤ 2.5 (16, 406) (30, 588) − (31, 183)
2.5 < 𝑅 ≤ 3.0 − (12, 144) − (17, 77)
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Figure C1. Maps of measured properties for example galaxies belonging to each global SF state, from left to right: collapsed spectrum (i.e., white light), dilated
mask, stellar mass surface density (Σ★ in units of M⊙ kpc−2), SFR surface density (ΣSFR in units of M⊙ yr−1 kpc−2), and ΔΣSFR (in units of dex). From top to
bottom: MAGPI2304104201 (ΔSFR > 0.5; title coloured in pink), MAGPI1203195161 in (-0.5 < ΔSFR < 0.5; blue), MAGPI1207128248 in (-1.1 < ΔSFR <

-0.5; green), and MAGPI1501176107 (ΔSFR < -1.1; red). The elliptical apertures of radii 1 and 2 𝑅e, along with an orange circle denoting the PSF FWHM
(average of ∼0.5 arcsec) measured in the 𝑖-band MUSE images reconstructed with the SDSS 𝑖-band filter transmission curve, are shown on top of the collapsed
spectrum map for each row.
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