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ABSTRACT

We derived the metallicity profile of the Milky Way low-α disc population from 2 to 20 kpc from the Galactic centre in 1 Gyr age bins
using the astroNN catalogue, and we show that it is highly structured, with a plateau between 4 and 7 kpc and a break at 10-12 kpc. We
argue that these features result from the two main bar resonances, the corotation and the outer Lindblad resonance (OLR), respectively.
We show that the break in the metallicity profile is most visible in stars having 7-8 Gyr, reaching an amplitude of about 0.4 dex, and
it is the signpost of the position of the bar OLR. The bar formation was accompanied by an episode of radial migration triggered by
it slowing down and it is responsible for spreading old metal-rich stars up to the OLR. The data show that the slowdown of the bar
ended 6-7 Gyr ago. Based on numerical simulations that reproduce well the characteristic break observed in the metallicity profile,
we argue that this implies that the bar formed in our Galaxy 8-10 Gyr ago. Analysis of the metallicity distribution as a function of
radius shows no evidence of significant systematic outward radial migration after this first episode. We argue that the variation of the
metallicity dispersion as a function of the guiding radius is dominated by the migration triggered by the bar, but also that the libration
of orbits around the bar resonances induces a mixing that may have a significant impact on the observed metallicity dispersion. In
contrast, the absence of a break in the metallicity profile of populations younger than ∼6 Gyr and the flattening of the gradient at
younger ages is interpreted as evidence that the strength of the bar has decreased, loosening its barrier effect and allowing the gas and
metals on both sides of the OLR to mix, erasing the break. Beyond the OLR, stars younger than 7 Gyr show very small metallicity
dispersion, suggesting that no or limited mixing induced by the spiral arms has occurred in the outer disc.
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1. Introduction

The presence of a bar at the centre of the Milky Way, which
had been suspected since the early 1960s (de Vaucouleurs 1964;
Kerr 1967; Cameron 1968; de Vaucouleurs & Pence 1978), was
finally confirmed by several studies about 30 years later (Nakada
et al. 1991; Blitz & Spergel 1991; Weinberg 1992). Since its dis-
covery, an extensive literature has been dedicated to the study
of its shape and orientation (e.g. Englmaier & Gerhard 1999;
Bissantz & Gerhard 2002; Robin et al. 2012; Nataf et al. 2010;
Ness et al. 2012; Wegg & Gerhard 2013; Wegg et al. 2015; Por-
tail et al. 2015, 2017; Ciambur et al. 2017), its links to stellar
populations (Ness et al. 2013a,b; Di Matteo et al. 2014, 2015;
Di Matteo 2016; Fragkoudi et al. 2017, 2018), age (e.g. Valenti
et al. 2013; Bensby et al. 2013; Ness et al. 2014; Haywood et al.
2016a; Bensby et al. 2017), its effect on the local kinematics
(e.g. Raboud et al. 1998; Dehnen 2000; Fux 2001; Quillen 2003;
Chakrabarty 2007; Minchev et al. 2009; Antoja et al. 2009; Bovy
& Hogg 2010; Moreno et al. 2015; Monari et al. 2015; Martínez-
Barbosa et al. 2016; Hunt & Bovy 2018; Khoperskov & Gerhard
2022; Asano et al. 2022), and on the possible migration of stars
in the disc (e.g. Minchev & Famaey 2010; Halle et al. 2015;
Martínez-Barbosa et al. 2015; Khoperskov et al. 2020a; Chen
et al. 2022). However, comparatively few papers have focussed
on its large-scale effects other than kinematically. It is not well
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known, for example, how the bar affects the general structure
of the metallicity distribution of stars, or the distribution of the
gas or young stellar populations throughout the disc. A reason
for that has been the difficulty to locate these resonances, due in
particular to the uncertainties of the bar rotation pattern speed,
with a debate oscillating between studies finding a short, rapidly
rotating bar (e.g. Dehnen 2000; Antoja et al. 2014; Fragkoudi
et al. 2019) or, rather, a long, slowly rotating bar (e.g. Wegg &
Gerhard 2013; Portail et al. 2017). The most recent measure-
ments, benefiting from the now extensive data available – Gaia,
APOGEE, and LAMOST – seem to converge towards a longer
bar and a slower pattern speed (e.g. Hunt & Bovy 2018; Sanders
et al. 2019; Monari et al. 2019; Khoperskov et al. 2020b; Kawata
et al. 2021; Chiba et al. 2021; Chiba & Schönrich 2021; Trick
2022; Clarke & Gerhard 2022); however, for more details, read-
ers can refer to Hilmi et al. (2020), Lucey et al. (2023), and Vis-
losky et al. (2024).

The resonances are the manifestation of the angular momen-
tum redistribution of both stars and gas in a galaxy, and con-
tribute altogether to erase the first-order signatures of the stellar
disc formation (Freeman & Bland-Hawthorn 2002). At the same
time, they create new conditions for the next generations of stars
by redistributing gas, thus influencing the star formation activ-
ity and hence the course of chemical evolution. An illustration
of this is the formation of outer rings (Buta & Combes 1996)
which are thought to correspond to outer Lindblad resonances
(hereafter OLRs) in galaxies, where gas accumulates, due to the
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Fig. 1: [Fe/H]-[α/Fe] distributions for red giants within 3 kpc
from the Sun. The red lines define our low and high-α samples.

torques exerted by the bar, transferring the angular momentum to
the gas and driving it from corotation towards the OLR. The gas
outside the OLR also tends to accumulate (Schwarz 1981). As
a result of the increased gas density, stars form, creating stellar
rings.

The aim of this paper is to search for the possible observa-
tional signatures left by the formation and evolution of the bar in
the large-scale stellar abundance distribution, and to understand
how these signatures can be interpreted using numerical simula-
tions. In the following section, we describe the data used in our
study; in Section 3, we explain how we derived the radial metal-
licity profiles of the disc as a function of age. In Section 4, we
compare the observed distributions with numerical simulations.
In Section 5 we discuss the implications of our results for the
present structure of the disc and its history and in particular the
role of the bar. We conclude in the last section.

2. Data

We use the APOGEE atmospheric parameters and stellar abun-
dances from the Data Release 17 (Abdurro’uf et al. 2022).
We select 332483 stars flagged as ASPCAPFLAG=0, EX-
TRATARG=0 and having signal-to-noise ratio greater than 50.
The resulting selection contains stars with widely different atmo-
spheric parameters (dwarfs, subgiants, red clump, giants). For
reasons detailed in Cerqui et al. (2023) - and in particular the
wide Galactic radius range probed by these stars - we select gi-
ants that have log g < 2.2, avoiding red clumps stars, and height
above the plane -5<z<5 kpc, which leaves us with 77248 ob-
jects. The ([Fe/H], [α/Fe]) distribution of these stars is shown in
Fig. 1, the red line shows the adopted separation between high
and low-α stars and used throughout the study. [α/Fe] abundance
ratio is the one provided in the DR17 catalogue. The X-Y and R-
Z plane distributions of these stars, separated in low and high-α
populations are shown in Fig. 2. We use a right-handed Cartesian
Galactocentric coordinate system (X , Y , Z ), with X pointing to-
wards the Galactic centre, Y in the direction of Galactic rotation
and Z towards the north Galactic pole. The density distributions
of high- and low-α populations exhibit a notable contrast in their
spatial arrangement, as already known: high-alpha stars are pre-
dominantly clustered near the Galactic centre, forming a thicker

component, whereas low-alpha stars are dispersed more widely
throughout the Milky Way (MW) disc. However, they tend to be
concentrated very closely to the disc midplane, with some flaring
occurring at distances greater than 10-12 kpc.

We use the age estimates and orbital parameters (including
guiding radii) provided by the astroNN value added catalogue
(Leung & Bovy 2019)1. Galactocentric coordinates are calcu-
lated assuming the Sun is at 8.18 kpc from the Galactic centre
GRAVITY Collaboration et al. (2019). Stellar ages in astroNN
are estimated with the procedure explained by Mackereth et al.
(2019), using Bayesian neural network trained on asteroseismic
ages. The median uncertainty reported in Mackereth et al. (2019)
from applying their procedure to the DR14 is 30%, while these
authors also point out that ages above 10 Gyr are likely to be
underestimated, by as much as 3.5 Gyr. We check how the age
scale provided by astroNN compares with scales based on so-
lar vicinity dwarfs. Figure 3 compares the age-[Mg/Fe] distribu-
tions of giants in APOGEE within 3 kpc from the Sun with a
sample of dwarfs from Adibekyan et al. (2012), for which we
determined ages using Gaia DR3 parallaxes, following the same
procedure as in Haywood et al. (2013). The two plots show sim-
ilar distributions, with two segments, the flattest and youngest
(ages < 8 Gyr) one made of stars of the thin disc, the steepest
and oldest (ages > 8 Gyr) one made of stars of the thick disc
(Haywood et al. 2013). The age scale is different, the extension
of the thick disc being limited to 10 Gyr on the astroNN scale,
while it goes to 12 Gyr on the dwarf scale. However, the break
occurs at a similar epoch (∼ 8 Gyr) being possibly slightly older
for the dwarfs. More importantly, the metallicity structure of the
two distributions (metal-poor thin disc objects dominating the
upper envelope of the distribution at ages< 8 Gyr), is well vis-
ible, indicating that the relative age scale is precise enough to
preserve this structure. We are therefore confident that the ages
provided in astroNN are good enough to study metallicity gradi-
ents as a function of age in the thin disc.

Following other studies (e.g. Imig et al. 2023), we do not
correct the metallicity radial profiles for the effects of the selec-
tion function. The main reason for this is that we use only local
estimates of the metallicity and alpha abundance, and our study
is not based on density estimates (which depend on the selection
function).

3. The metallicity radial profile of the Milky Way disc
from APOGEE

Resonances are expected to shape the density, kinematic and
chemical structures observed in the Galactic disc (see Khoper-
skov & Gerhard 2022), and in particular its metallicity profile.
For example Vorobyov (2006) has shown that at corotation of
spiral patterns metallicity gradients are expected to flatten. Halle
et al. (2015) has shown that the OLR is able to generate a bound-
ary that limits the outward or inward migration of stars and gas.
If this effect can be maintained for a long enough time, it is ex-
pected that separate evolution on either side of the OLR could
induce a metallicity difference, creating a break in the metallicity
profile. Using the selection of stars made in the previous section,
we now characterize the chemical profile of the Milky Way disc,
in search of such signatures. All metallicity profiles are obtained
using the mode of the metallicity distribution in each distance
interval containing at least 50 stars. The mode is obtained from
smoothing the metallicity distribution using a kernel density es-
timation method based on Gaussian functions. The advantage of

1 https://github.com/henrysky/astroNN
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Fig. 2: XY and RZ stellar density distributions of the red giants in our sample, divided in high α (left) and low α (right).

using the mode of the metallicity distribution is that the metal-
licity profile is more sensitive to the variation of the main pop-
ulation than using the mean or the median. We refer the reader
to the very detailed study by Imig et al. (2023) of the metallicity
profile of the disc using APOGEE DR17.

3.1. General distributions

Figure 4 shows the [α/Fe] and [Fe/H] maps, projected onto the
X-Y plane, of the high and low-α populations. The two dashed
circles show the limits of the interval in which Clarke & Gerhard
(2022) have located the OLR. The high-α population shows es-
sentially featureless distributions. The low-α population is more
complex, and shows a systematically increasing α abundance ra-
tio and systematic decreasing metallicity as a function of radius.
The α abundance ratio is rather uniform within the limit of the
OLR, then increases. The decrease in metallicity is more mono-
tonic, but we subsequently see that mixing stars of all ages hides
an abrupt change of metallicity at the OLR in the oldest low-
α disc populations. These trends do not seem to depend on the
Galactic azimuth covered by the data, which is roughly 90◦. We
now quantify the α abundance ratio and metallicity profiles as a
function of the guiding radius.

High-α population We first examine the gradient of the α-rich
population by selecting stars above the red lines in Fig. 1. Fig. 5
shows the mode of the MDF and αDF of these stars as a function
of the distance from the Galactic centre. The uncertainty in the
metallicity profile is estimated by resampling metallicities and
distances 100 times, assuming the errors in these parameters are

Gaussians. The figure shows an almost flat gradient compatible
with no variation in both metallicity and α-abundance, see also
Imig et al. (2023) for a similar result (their Figure 13). These
results are also consistent with gradients measured in discs at
redshifts compatible with the epoch of the thick disc formation
(z>1.5), see Tissera et al. (2022), and which show that the gra-
dients are essentially flat at these epochs. A natural explanation
for these flat gradients is that of a homogeneous chemical evo-
lution with age in the thick disc. There is indeed a growing ev-
idence of tight age-chemistry relations in this population (e.g.
Haywood et al. 2013, 2015; Xiang & Rix 2022) and the present
sample makes no exception. For example, stars selected to have
0.2<[α/Fe]<0.25 have an age dispersion of only 1.0 Gyr. Re-
moving stars with age< 7Gyr, which are not objects of uncer-
tain age determination, but most probably stars that have been
rejuvenated by mass transfer (see Cerqui et al. 2023), the disper-
sion in age decreases to 0.63 Gyr. Thus APOGEE also suggests
that samples covering the entire radial range of the thick disc,
have homogeneous chemical properties at any given time. Sam-
ples defined at a given radius, such as the one explored in Hay-
wood et al. (2013), are made of thick disc stars born at various
Galactocentric radii, thus tight age-chemistry relations also im-
ply synchronized chemical evolution and good mixing of chem-
ical species. It is thus natural that the radial gradient of the thick
disc is flat. We note that, on the contrary, Ratcliffe et al. (2023)
find that the metallicity radial gradient of this population must
have been steep. This is an effect of the limited range of stellar
ages of the thick disc stars in their observed sample: if thick disc
stars are restricted to a narrow age range, the only way to ex-
plain a large metallicity spread is to assume a steep metallicity
gradient of the ISM from which these stars were born.
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Fig. 3: Comparison of Age-[Mg/Fe] distributions. Top: Age-
[Mg/Fe] distribution for red giants from AstroNN within 3 kpc
from the Sun. Bottom: Age-[Mg/Fe] distribution for dwarfs from
the Adibekyan sample.

Low-α population Fig. 5 also shows the mode of the MDF and
αDF of the low-α stars as a function of the distance from the
Galactic centre, illustrating a structured metallicity radial profile
with several changes of slopes (see also Katz et al. 2021). Two
main breaks are visible at Rguiding ∼ 6 kpc and 12 kpc, delineating
three main intervals. The change in slope at Rguiding >11-12 kpc
follows a steep drop in metallicity of almost 0.2 dex that occurs
within 1 kpc, between 11 and 12 kpc. We show in the next sec-
tion that this break is in fact partially smoothed out by the mix of
young and old stars in the sample, the break being mostly present
in stars older than about 5 Gyr.

A piecewise linear fit to the metallicity gradient (Fig. 6)
gives a gradient of -0.024±0.008 between 2.8 and 6 kpc and
-0.086±0.02 dex.kpc−1 between 6 and 11 kpc, then after a
sharp break at 11-12kpc, the gradient flattens out again at -
0.024 ±0.0045 dex.kpc−1 at larger distances. The value obtained
between 6 and 11 kpc is steeper than most values found in the lit-
erature. For example Genovali et al. (2014) found -0.060±0.002
−1, Ripepi et al. (2022) found -0.052±0.002 dex.kpc−1 with
Classical Cepheids, Spina et al. (2022) found -0.064±0.007
−1 on open clusters, Gaia Collaboration et al. (2023) found -
0.056±0.007 −1 on field stars. These variations are easily ex-
plained by the radial extent and age of the tracers used. For ex-
ample, if we fit our sample over the radial range 7 to 20 kpc,
we find -0.053±0.007 dex.kpc−1, very close to the same value

found by Gaia Collaboration et al. (2023). However, Fig. 13 in
that study shows a change in the slope of the metallicity profile
at R∼ 11 kpc, and a fit restricted to the distance range [6,11] kpc
would yield a higher slope value, closer to the one derived here.
Also, younger (age< 4 Gyr) tracers give shallower gradients, as
we show in the next subsection, explaining the difference be-
tween the value obtained with our sample (which contains stars
of all ages) and those obtained with Cepheids or open clusters.

The breaks at Rguiding ∼6 and 11 kpc correspond to the lo-
cation of the corotation and OLR of the bar mentioned in the
introduction. We comment on this in the next section. The break
at ∼11 kpc in the metallicity gradient of the disc has been known
since at least Twarog et al. (1997) (see also Carraro et al. (2004,
2007), Yong et al. (2005) and Sestito et al. (2008)) using open
clusters. More recently Donor et al. (2020) find a slope change
at about 14 kpc, while Spina et al. (2022) advocate for a change
at 12 kpc, while Khoperskov & Gerhard (2022) find a break at
9-10 kpc. We discuss these apparent discrepancies in the next
subsection. Fig. 6 shows the metallicity profile with a fit made
between 6 to 9.7 kpc, but extended to 12 kpc, to emphasize that
the metallicity profile in this region can be modelled by a linear
fit plus a bump generated by a surplus of metal-rich stars at a ra-
dius where the mean metallicity is much lower, as will be shown
in the next subsection.

3.2. Radial profiles as a function of age

Figure 7 shows the radial metallicity profile for stars in 2 Gyr
age intervals from 0 to 10 Gyr. Most of the stars in the age inter-
val from 0 to 2 Gyr are between 9 and 14 kpc. Within this range,
a linear fit to the metallicity profile gives a gradient of -0.042
±0.010 dex.kpc−1, which is compatible with the values men-
tioned previously for gradients measured on classical Cepheids.

In the age interval from 2 to 4 Gyr, the radial range is much
larger, from about 3 to 17 kpc. Excluding the flattened part at
R< 5kpc, a linear fit to the observed profile yields a gradient of
-0.066 ± 0.01 dex.kpc−1. Restricting the distance range to 6-12
kpc yields even steeper gradients -0.079± 0.016 dex.kpc−1, and
-0.087± 0.023 dex.kpc−1 between 6 and 10 kpc. The increase
of the gradient in the age intervals 0-2 to 2-4 Gyr is compatible
with the results obtained on open clusters. For example, Netopil
et al. (2022) shows an increase in the slope of the gradient from
-0.054 at ages<0.4 Gyr to -0.062 dex.kpc−1 between 1.9 and
4 Gyr, while Donor et al. (2020) obtained -0.048 dex.kpc−1 at
ages<0.4 Gyr and -0.066 between 0.8 and 2 Gyr, and Magrini
et al. (2023) found an increase from -0.038 between 0.1 and 1
Gyr, to -0.063 between 1 and 3 Gyr and -0.084 dex.kpc−1 above
3 Gyr. We note that although the flattening at Rguiding < 7 kpc
seen in the general distribution is visible between 2 and 4 Gyr,
the break observed at 10-12 kpc in Fig. 5 is essentially absent.
This is also the case for the youngest (age<2 Gyr) open clusters.
For example, the step is not visible in Donor et al. (2020) (their
Fig. 12) and Netopil et al. (2022) (their Fig. 7), where the
metallicity decreases monotonically up to 14 kpc, as is the case
for the Cepheids (Ripepi et al. 2022; Kovtyukh et al. 2022).

In the 4 to 6 Gyr age range, the break becomes visible at
11 kpc on field giants. Open clusters also show a break, but only
at age > 2Gyr. For example, on Fig. 7 from Netopil et al. (2022),
a step of about -0.3 dex is clearly visible between 9 and 10kpc.
Donor et al. (2020) and Myers et al. (2022) also show a similar
step at ages >2 Gyr (see also Magrini et al. (2023), their Fig. 14).
Given that the astroNN ages of young stars may be overestimated
according to Mackereth et al. (2019), we may be seeing the same

Article number, page 4 of 20



Misha Haywood et al.: The bar resonances and metallicity structure of the disc

20 10 0 10 20
X [kpc]

15

10

5

0

5

10

15

Y 
[k

pc
]

0.15

0.20

0.25

0.30

0.35

[
/F

e]

20 10 0 10 20
X [kpc]

15

10

5

0

5

10

15

Y 
[k

pc
]

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

[F
e/

H]

20 10 0 10 20
X [kpc]

15

10

5

0

5

10

15

Y 
[k

pc
]

0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

[
/F

e]

20 10 0 10 20
X [kpc]

15

10

5

0

5

10

15

Y 
[k

pc
]

1.00

0.75

0.50

0.25

0.00

0.25

0.50

[F
e/

H]

Fig. 4: [α/Fe] and [Fe/H] XY distributions for high-α (top) and low-α (bottom) stars in our sample. The two dashed circles bracket
the OLR radius according to Clarke & Gerhard (2022).

feature in both clusters and field stars. Looking at the plots of
the age intervals 6-8 and 8-10 Gyr in Fig. 7 we see that this
break, which is barely visible in open cluster data (also due to
lower statistics), becomes increasingly important in field stars
older than 4 Gyr.

The amplitude of the step is the largest at 6-8 Gyr, with a
jump in metallicity of almost 0.45 dex between 10 and 11.3
kpc. This is also visible in the age range between 8 and 10 Gyr.
The break is therefore a feature that characterizes the distribu-
tion of old stars, and is dominant at ages > 6 Gyr. In the 6-8
age range, gradients become flatter on either side of the break,
at -0.04 dex.kpc−1 at R< 10 kpc, and -0.013 dex.kpc−1 beyond
11.3 kpc and up to 18 kpc. We subsequently see that this trend
is due to the radial migration of metal-rich stars at this epoch
which increases the mean metallicity just before the OLR. Al-
though the break is already visible in the 4-6 Gyr age range, it is
possibly enhanced by a contamination from older objects due to
uncertainties in the age determination. Above 8 Gyr, the break is
still visible, but for older, low-alpha stars, the statistics become
sparser at radii greater than about 11-12kpc.

Figure 8 shows that the break is azimuthally uniform on the
angle covered by the APOGEE survey. The plot on the left shows
the maximum metallicity measured on the MDF in each pixel of
the XY map for stars in the age range 6-8 Gyr. It illustrates that
metal-rich stars have populated the disc uniformly up to the ra-
dius of the OLR, with a sharp transition to lower metallicities in
the interval where the OLR is located according to Clarke & Ger-
hard (2022). The plot on the right shows the mode of the MDF
for the same sample. It illustrates that the break in metallicity is
also independent of the azimuthal angle covered by the data (al-

most 50◦). The break is clearly visible by the change of colour
from yellowish (around solar metallicity) pixels within the inner
radius of the OLR (∼10.7 kpc) to cyan in between the two OLR
radii ([Fe/H]∼-0.3) to blue ([Fe/H]∼-0.5) outside.

Figure 9 (top) shows a more detailed view of the metallicity
profile in 1 Gyr age intervals from 1 to 9 Gyr, complemented
by the profile for high-α stars. The vertical metallicity scale is
shifted by 0.2 dex to separate the different curves. It can be seen
how the break evolves, reaching a maximum amplitude of ∼0.4
dex between 6 and 8 Gyr. Between 8 and 9 Gyr, the break be-
comes shallower, but also more radially confined. In the high-
α subsample, where the age distribution is dominated by stars
between 8 and 10 Gyr, the break is no longer visible. Figure 9
(bottom) shows the strong similarity of the profiles among the
oldest populations (from 4 to 8 Gyr). This is particularly true at
Rguiding < 7-8 and > 11 kpc. In between these values, the metal-
licity break is steeper in the oldest bins (6-8 Gyr) than in the
youngest (4-6 Gyr) bins, in all cases, the drop in metallicity is
surprisingly large at 0.4-0.5 dex between 8-9 and 11-12 kpc. The
step is slightly less steep in the 4-6 Gyr age bins, the metallic-
ity starting to fall at ∼8.6 kpc, than for stars in the 6-8 Gyr age
range, where the metallicity falls between 9.5 and 10 kpc, corre-
sponding to gradients of -0.2 and -0.3 dex.kpc−1.

The break found at 10-12 kpc is absent in previous studies
using APOGEE data. This is because the metallicity indicator
usually adopted to perform this kind of analysis is the mean or
the median. We show in Figs A.1 and A.2 that the mean and the
median have a tendency to smooth out structures in the metal-
licity profiles, the reason for which we adopted the mode. Apart
from this aspect, the metallicity profile evolution obtained here
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Fig. 5: [α/Fe] and [Fe/H] profiles as a function of Rguiding for
low (blue curves) and high α (red curves) stars. The shaded area
delineates the uncertainty in the profiles derived as described in
the text.

is in agreement with other studies. For example, Anders et al.
(2017, 2023); Willett et al. (2023) find a gradient of the order
of about -0.06 to -0.07 dex.kpc−1 for stars younger than 4 Gyr,
that flattens to about -0.04 dex.kpc−1 for stars older than 6 Gyr.
This is what we find for stars within 10 kpc. This is also consis-
tent with evolution of the metallicity profile shown in Imig et al.
(2023) of roughly an increase by a factor of 2 of the metallicity
gradient between 6 and 10 kpc between stars older than 8 Gyr
and those younger than 4 Gyr.

We provide an interpretation of the time variation of these
profiles in Section 5.

3.3. Metallicity dispersion and skewness

Figure 10 shows the median absolute deviation (MAD) and
skewness of the metallicity distributions, in bins of 0-3, 3-5, 5-7,
and 7-10 Gyr, grouping stars in larger age intervals to get better
estimates of these quantities. The MAD is used to limit the effect
of outliers in the measurement of the dispersion.
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Fig. 6: Fits to radial metallicity profiles of the low-α popula-
tion in different Galactocentric intervals. Measured gradients are
given on each plot. On the bottom plot, the fit between 6 and
11 kpc is prolonged to 12 kpc. The grey area emphasizes the
bump in the metallicity profile due to the accumulation of metal-
rich stars up to the OLR.

The curve for stars younger than 3 Gyr is limited to about
6 kpc, due to the lack of young stars within the bar corotation.
Within this limit (R<6 kpc), the MAD for the age bins 3-5 and 5-
7 Gyr increases slightly with age. Beyond corotation (R>6 kpc),
the four curves clearly separate in increasing order of MAD with
age. The lowest curve (0-3 Gyr) varies between 0.08 and 0.09
dex for most of the radius range, except for a peak near 7.5 kpc.
In Appendix B, we summarize estimates of the MAD measured
on Cepheids, young giants, open clusters, and neutral gas from
samples from the literature. These estimates give MAD values of
∼0.05-0.07 dex for tracers at distances less than 2 kpc. The dis-
persions measured on stars in the age range 0-3 Gyr are therefore
a bit higher than these values. Finally, it is interesting to observe
that the MAD for the age intervals 3-5 and 5-7 Gyr converge,
beyond Rg∼ 12 kpc, to the dispersion observed on stars in the
age range 0-3 Gyr. A detailed interpretation of this plot is given
in Section 5.1.
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Fig. 7: Metallicity gradients (in blue) in different age intervals
indicated in gigayears in each plot, superimposed on the general
gradient (all ages) for the low-α population.

As observed on the bottom plot of Fig. 10, the skewness be-
haviour found in Hayden et al. (2015) is confirmed, with simi-
lar variation with radius. The interesting addition is its variation
with time, with the youngest stars (0-3 Gyr) having a noisy (due
to the statistics) but more or less constant negative skewness.
While the skewness remains more or less similar for stars older
than 3 Gyr within the OLR (< 10 kpc), it then separates with
increasing (positive) skewness. The two oldest age bins (5-7, 7-
10 Gyr) have the same skewness variation with radius. The fact

that the skewness is negative for the 0-3 Gyr stars, which may
have been the least affected by migration, suggests that the nega-
tive skewness may not be an effect of migration. On the contrary,
the positive skewness may be an effect of migration induced by
the bar, see Section 4.2.

3.4. Metallicity-guiding radius distributions

The mode (or the median, as is often used for gradients) contains
only part of the information and the full distribution of metallic-
ity as a function of the guiding radius can also be useful in un-
derstanding which stars are responsible for the different features,
and in particular for the break at ∼ 11 kpc.

Figure 11 shows the distribution of guiding radii as a
function of metallicity for four different time intervals, for all
stars in the sample. The following features are visible:

– In the youngest age intervals (0-3 and 3-5 Gyr), stars are
concentrated around the Galactic radius interval 10-13 kpc, sug-
gesting that most of the star formation in the last 5 Gyr has oc-
curred in this region. Correlatively, the absence of stars younger
than this limit within corotation (<6 kpc) is apparent, thus most
stars younger than 5 Gyr are observed outside corotation. We
note that although we infer these trends from distributions uncor-
rected for the survey selection function, these results are consis-
tent with Mackereth et al. (2017), where the density profiles have
been corrected to take into account the selection function. These
two plots also show that stars younger than 3 Gyr (but older than
about 1 Gyr, since there are only very few stars younger than this
limit among giants in astroNN) were probably born around the
OLR radius (at ∼ 11 kpc).

– Comparison between the two plots between 7 and 10 Gyr
shows that during this time interval, star formation in the disc
had already moved from within 5 kpc at age greater than 7 Gyr to
11 kpc for younger stars. Stars that are beyond 9-10 kpc cannot
have migrated from the inner disc, because the inner disc was
already forming stars at a much higher metallicity at this epoch.
Hence, together with the fact that the stars which have suffered
negligible radial migration (because they are young) are found
around the OLR, it suggests that most of the stars formed in the
Milky Way in the last 7 Gyr were born at this same radius.

– The mean metallicity (red curves) of stars between 8 and
11 kpc is lower in the age interval 3-5 Gyr compared to 5-7 Gyr.
This effect may have two origins. The first is the absence of
metal-rich stars younger than 5 Gyr, pulling the mean metallicity
to lower values. The second origin may come from an episode
of dilution occurring at age<5 Gyr, where the ISM in this radius
interval may have been diluted by more metal-poor gas coming
from larger radii.

– In the oldest age intervals (>5 Gyr), the distribution ex-
tends towards the Galactic centre. It is observed that while the
metallicity is roughly correlated with the guiding radii at ages
<7 Gyr and [Fe/H]>-0.3, this is no longer the case at ages greater
than 7 Gyr, where we observe a large dispersion in metallicity for
a given guiding radius.

– In the 7-10 Gyr age interval, stars with metallicity between
-0.3 and 0.4 all reach the same outward extension to 12 kpc. Stars
found beyond this limit have metallicities below -0.3.

– The knee/break starts to appear in the age interval 5-7 Gyr,
and is clearest at 7-10 Gyr. This is particularly evident in Fig.
12, which shows a more detailed view of the guiding radius -
metallicity plots for stars with eccentricity restricted to <0.15, by
1 Gyr intervals, to illustrate the age at which the most metal-rich
stars spread to larger guiding radii. It shows that the extension of
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Fig. 8: Metallicity maps. Left: XY distributions of the maximum metallicity reached in each pixel by the MDF of stars in the age
range 6-8 Gyr. Right: XY distribution of the mode of the metallicity distribution for the same stars.

high metal-rich stars to 12 kpc is already visible in the 6-7 Gyr
age range, covering uniformly the guiding radius range from 2.5
to 12.5 kpc between metallicities -0.2 and +0.3. However, this
feature is dominant for older ages. Due to age uncertainty, it is
possible that the presence of metal-rich stars at 12kpc in the 6-
7 Gyr age range is partly due to contamination by older stars.

– The knee/break, illustrated by the steep gradient measured
between 8 and 12 kpc (-0.3dex.kpc−1), has been maintained
since 7-10 Gyr. This suggests that no significant migration due
to the bar over this radial range has taken place during this pe-
riod. On the contrary, the old age of the break and the fact that
stars separated by only 2-3 kpc have such a different metallicity
suggest that they were able to evolve separately, or equivalently
that gas was not able to mix over this radial range for several
gigayears.

3.5. Different chemical evolutionary pathways on either side
of the OLR

The change in metallicity (of about 0.4 dex) that occurs within
1 kpc is evidence that, at the epoch where this difference is ob-
served (7-10 Gyr), the two parts of the disc on either side of the
OLR must have evolved independently. Fig. 10 of Katz et al.
(2021) shows age-[α/Fe] relations sampled in different Galacto-
centric intervals from 2 to 16 kpc. It illustrates that while the
age-α relations vary smoothly with radius between 2<R<10 kpc
on the one side and R> 10 kpc on the other side, there is a clear
gap between these two groups, when passing from stars that are
within 10kpc to stars that are beyond 10 kpc. This is due to the
even more rapid change of mean α abundance with radius. This
is illustrated in Fig. 13, which shows the distributions of guid-
ing radius as a function of [α/Fe] and [Fe/H] in the age interval
between 6 and 8 Gyr. The left plot shows the sudden change
in [α/Fe] abundance ratio that occurs between 11 and 12 kpc.
Within such a short distance, the peak metallicity decreases by a
factor of 0.5 dex, from solar to -0.5, while the [α/Fe] abundance
ratio increases from 0.03 to 0.11 dex.

The fact that stars with such different chemical properties
coexisted for such a long time without mixing means that the
regions inside and outside the OLR followed separate evolution-
ary paths, confirming that the barrier effect (Halle et al. 2015)
existed immediately after the end of the thick disc phase in our
Galaxy. The red contours show the position in these two plots of
stars having less than 3 Gyr, the metallicities now bridging the
two sides of the OLR. This is indicating that the conditions that

separated the two parts of the disc until 6-7 Gyr are no longer
present, and that the disc regions inside and outside the OLR,
that were on different chemical trajectories, merged smoothly
less than 2 Gyr ago.

4. N-body simulations

In this section, motivated by the observed effects of the bar res-
onances in test-particle and N-body simulations (Schwarz 1981;
Halle et al. 2015, 2018; Khoperskov et al. 2020a), and the ob-
servational results obtained in the previous section, we assess
whether the structures observed in the metallicity profile could
correspond to the expected signatures left by the bar formation
and evolution as described in these studies.

4.1. Simulation characteristics

We explore an N-body/hydrodynamical simulation of a disc
galaxy with a total stellar mass and a rotation curve compati-
ble with those of the Milky Way. Our model starts from a pre-
existing axisymmetric stellar disc with gas and where star for-
mation is coupled with chemical evolution. In this model, we
focus on the evolutionary phases where a significant fraction of
the stellar mass is already in place which, in the context of the
MW evolution, would correspond to the epoch soon after the
thick disc formation.

Initially, stellar particles are redistributed following a
Miyamoto–Nagai density profile (Miyamoto & Nagai 1975) that
has a characteristic scale length of 4 kpc, vertical thicknesses
of 0.2 kpc and mass of 4.5 × 1010 M⊙. Our simulation also in-
cludes a live dark matter halo (5 × 106 particles) whose density
distribution follows a Plummer sphere (Plummer 1911), with a
total mass of 6.2 × 1011 M⊙and a radius of 21 kpc. The choice
of parameters leads to a galaxy mass model with a circular ve-
locity of ≈ 220 km/s. The gas component is represented by an
exponential disc with a scale length of 5 kpc and a total mass
of 1.5 × 1010 M⊙. The initial equilibrium state has been gener-
ated using the iterative method from AGAMA software (Vasiliev
2019).

In our simulations, a gaseous cell undergoes star formation
if: i) the gas mass is > 2 × 105 M⊙, (ii) the temperature T is
lower than 100 K and (iii) is the cell is part of a converging flow.
The efficiency of star formation is set to 0.05, that is, 5% of the
gas eligible to form a new star particle per dynamical time. We
consider the ISM as a mixture of several species (H, He, Si, Mg,
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Fig. 9: Metallicity profiles versus age. Top: Peak metallicity as a
function of the guiding radius for low-α stars in different age in-
tervals and high-α stars (upper curve). Curves have been shifted
by +0.2 dex starting after the youngest bin. Bottom: Metallicity
profiles for stars from 4 to 8 Gyr in the step of 1 Gyr.

O, Fe, and other metals) which is sufficient for modelling the
galactic chemical evolution (see Khoperskov et al. 2021) and the
newborn stellar particles inherit both kinematics and elemental
abundances of their parent gas cells.

Since our model does not aim to reproduce the earlier phases
of the galaxy formation initially we assume a radial metallicity
of gas of [Fe/H] = −0.2 dex.kpc−1 and [α/Fe] = 0.0. These val-
ues are somewhat arbitrary and represent exactly neither thick
disc formation nor early thin disc evolution of the MW. How-
ever, such simplified initial conditions allow us to better trace
the chemical trends caused by the dynamical processes and spe-
cific regimes of star formation in a different galactic environ-
ment without going deeply into the details of the early phases of
galaxy formation, which is of primary interest for cosmological
simulations (see, e.g. Brook et al. 2004, 2005; Mackereth et al.
2018; Grand et al. 2019; Buck 2020).

Following the chemical evolution models by Snaith et al.
(2015), at each time step, for newly formed stars we calculate
the amount of gas returned, the mass of the various species of
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Fig. 10: Median absolute deviation (top) and skewness (bottom)
of the metallicity distributions as a function of the guiding ra-
dius. The area in grey on the top plot shows the estimated MAD
for young objects – see Appendix B.

metals, the number of SNII or SNIa for a given initial mass and
metallicity, the cumulative yield of various chemical elements,
the total metallicity, and the total gas released. Feedback as-
sociated with the evolution of massive stars is implemented as
an injection of thermal energy in a nearby gas cell proportional
to the number of SNII, SNI and AGB stars. The hydrodynam-
ical part also includes gas-metallicity dependent radiative cool-
ing (see details in Khoperskov et al. 2021).

The simulations were evolved with the N-body+Total Vari-
ation Diminishing hydrodynamical code (Khoperskov et al.
2014). For the N-body system integration and gas self-
gravity, we used our parallel version of the TREE-GRAPE
code (Fukushige et al. 2005) with multithread usage under the
SSE and AVX instructions. In recent years we already used and
extensively tested our hardware-accelerator-based gravity calcu-
lation routine in several galaxy dynamics studies where we ob-
tained accurate results with a good performance (Khoperskov
et al. 2018a,c; Saburova et al. 2018; Khoperskov et al. 2019). For
the time integration, we used a leapfrog integrator with a fixed
step size of 0.1 Myr. In the simulation, we adopted the standard
opening angle θ = 0.7. The dynamics of the ISM is simulated on
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Fig. 11: Rguiding versus metallicity in different age intervals indicated in gigayears in each plot. The grey lines are the same in all
plots and serve as a guide to the eye. The red lines are the metallicity gradients measured (using the mode) as in previous figures
but measured on stars in the time intervals written on each plot.
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Fig. 13: Density contour distribution of the guiding radius as a
function of the alpha element abundance (left) and metallicity
(right) of stars in the age range 5 to 7 Gyr, with contours for
stars with ages below 3 Gyr in red.

a Cartesian grid with static mesh refinement and a minimum cell
size of ≈ 10 pc in the galactic plane.

Figure 14 illustrates the time evolution of various character-
istics of the bar in the simulation: bar strength as measured by
the asymmetry coefficient A2, the pattern speed, the radii of the
corotation and OLR resonance. The corotation radius at the end

of the simulation is between 8 and 9kpc, while the OLR radius is
between 13 and 14 kpc. The star formation history is also shown.
More extensive face-on maps of the simulated galaxy at different
epochs are also given in Fig. C.1.

4.2. Results from N-body simulation

Fig. 15 shows the results of the simulation for different age in-
tervals, the top row showing the final as a function of the ini-
tial guiding radii, the second row the initial guiding radii as a
function of metallicity, and finally, the last row shows the final
guiding radii as a function of metallicity.

We focus first on the two rightmost plots in the first row.
These two plots are similar to the distribution shown in Khoper-
skov et al. (2020a), and show that a fraction of the stars initially
in the inner disc at R<7 kpc have migrated to about 13 kpc,
which is the radius of the OLR at the end of the simulation.
Some stars are caught in the bar and some others migrate in-
wardly from more than 10kpc to R<5 kpc. Most of the migration
occurs outwards, the two plots showing, as in Khoperskov et al.
(2020a), that the stars move at most to the OLR radius.

Similarly to Khoperskov et al. (2020a), Fig. 15 shows that
most migration occurs within 2 Gyr after the beginning of the
formation of the bar (two rightmost plots). This corresponds to
the early slowdown phase of the bar, when the bar stabilizes and
the OLR reaches 10 kpc within less than 2 Gyr (see Fig.14).
The slowdown continues during the secular phase (after the first
2 Gyr), but at a much slower pace. The term slowdown or early
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Fig. 14: Clockwise from top left, various quantities as a function of time: the strength of the bar as measured by the A2 asymmetry,
the pattern speed of the bar, the corotation and OLR radii, and the star formation history.

slowdown used in the rest of this article refers to the first 2 Gyr in
the simulation. Similar time scales are observed in Khoperskov
et al. (2020a) (their Fig. 3). The strength of the bar remains at a
maximum for 2.5 Gyr after the migration has ended.

When seen as a function of metallicity (third row), the
distribution of final guiding radii resembles strikingly the ob-
served distributions (the overall metal content in the simula-
tion is shifted to lower metallicities because of the simulation
lacking of a thick disc phase). The ([Fe/H], R f inal) distribution
in the age bin 9-10 Gyr shows the same characteristics as the
observations: a rather flat metallicity gradient up to the OLR,
then a drop in metallicity, the distribution forming a character-
istic knee also found in the data. The knee feature disappears in
plots showing particles younger than 7 Gyr, illustrating the fact
that the systematic migration observed in intervals 7-9 and 9-
10 Gyr is terminated. Thus, the knee observed in the rightmost
plots is the signpost for the migration episode that occurs during
the early slowdown of the bar, and is therefore an indication of
the epoch of formation of the bar. It is worth noting that the re-
gion of flat gradient in the 8-9 Gyr interval (where the metallicity
stays constant at about [Fe/H]∼-0.6) is also the region spanned
by the corotation (between about 5 and 10 kpc). Figure 12 of
Halle et al. (2015) (see also Minchev et al. 2012) showed that
the outward and inward flux of migrating stars through churning
is maximal in the region of bar corotation. Vorobyov (2006) and
Wheeler et al. (2022) also showed that spiral and bar corotation
flatten metallicity gradients. This also corresponds to the regions
of minimal gradient in the data (at R<7 kpc).

Figure 16 quantifies the dispersion and skewness of the sim-
ulated metallicity distributions as a function of age and the guid-
ing radius. The simulation offers several similarities with the ob-
servations: (1) The dispersion increases with age, meaning that
some residual mixing occurs through the variation of angular
momentum of stars. The decrease with radius is less pronounced
than in the observations, but nonetheless present, in particular
at age<5 Gyr. (2) The dispersion of the oldest component (7-10

Gyr) drops after the bar OLR, while in the other age range the
dispersion drops only beyond 17-18 kpc. This limit corresponds
roughly to the distance at which spiral arms are observed in the
simulation. It suggests that the dispersion in the oldest age bin is
dominated by the bar-driven migrated stars.

The different dispersion curves within corotation are less
noisy than in the observations. The overall level of dispersion
is less important in the simulation than in the observation, which
may have different explanations: the intrinsic metallicity disper-
sion of the ISM is probably higher in the observations (∼0.1 dex
compared to 0.06-0.08 dex), the chemical evolution may cover
a more limited range of metallicities, radial mixing may be less
important, et cetera.

The skewness also shows several interesting patterns in com-
mon with the observations. (1) The skewness increases at large
radii with the age of the stars. The oldest interval shows the high-
est positive skewness.

(2) The particles/stars which are the least likely affected by
migration show negative skewness. Figure C.2 shows that the
youngest age bin (1 Gyr), for which migration may be negligible,
is negatively skewed. (3) For the oldest age bin, the skewness is
positive for stars beyond corotation (8-9 kpc), and continues to
increase up to the OLR (14-15 kpc).

These results suggest that in the simulation, the evolution of
the skewness from negative to positive is mainly driven by the
stars that have migrated as a result of the formation of the bar.

4.3. Quantifying radial migration in simulations

Different types of mixing or migration are at play in the sim-
ulation and explain the features described in Fig. 15 and 16.
Their effects are quantified in Fig. 17 where solid lines corre-
spond to the median difference between final and initial guiding
radii, and the filled areas show the 16th-84th quantiles of the
same quantity. The red and blue colours correspond to the out-
ward and inward migration. Different panels depict the migra-

Article number, page 11 of 20



A&A proofs: manuscript no. paper

Fig. 15: Simulation results. Top row: Final guiding radius as a function of the initial radius of the stars, in different age intervals.
Middle: Initial guiding radii as a function of metallicity. Bottom: Final guiding radius as a function of the metallicity of the stars.

Fig. 16: MAD (left panel) and skewness (right panel) of the metallicity distributions as a function of the guiding radii in the
simulation.

tion rate of stars formed in three radial regions: inside corota-
tion (top), between corotation and the OLR (middle) and outside
the OLR (bottom), where the time-dependence of the resonance
location is taken into account (see Fig. 14).

The migration due to the bar The first type of migration is
illustrated on the top panel and shows the systematic, essentially

outward (blue colour), shift of stars that are initially inside the
corotation due to the rapid growth and slowdown of the bar in the
first 2 Gyr (ages 8 to 10 Gyr). These stars migrate to the largest
distances, and since they are the most metal-rich for a given age
range, they give rise to the knee in the metallicity-guiding radius
distributions (see bottom panels of Fig. 15). It is important to
note that there are no spirals inside the bar radius; thus, the only
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mechanism responsible for the migration of stars formed in this
region is the evolution of the bar pattern speed (Halle et al. 2015;
Khoperskov et al. 2020a).

The middle plot shows the migration of the stars that orig-
inate from the region between the initial corotation and OLR.
In this case, the amplitude of radial migration is more limited
but, more importantly, symmetrical (the inward and outward mi-
grations extend to similar distances). For stars above 7 Gyr, the
median radial migration distance is only about 2 kpc, while be-
low 6 Gyr, it is about 1 kpc. The symmetric migration results in
a substantial radial mixing of stars manifested in a broadening of
the metallicity-guiding radius distributions (see bottom panels of
Fig. 15). The bottom panel shows the migration of stars initially
beyond the OLR where, as in the previous panel, the migration is
symmetrical and limited to about 1 kpc for most stars, decreasing
to about 0.5 kpc below 2 Gyr.

Scattering by spiral arms The most prominent broadening
of the metallicity-guiding radius distribution is seen around
the resonances (see Fig. 15), in agreement with previous stud-
ies (Minchev & Famaey 2010; Minchev et al. 2011; Halle et al.
2015). This intermediate galactic region is where the spiral arms
can be found (see Appendix C), which might suggest that the
spiral arms are the source of radial migration in the middle plot
of Fig. 17. Theory, however, suggests that stars migrate if they
interact with transient spirals (Sellwood & Binney 2002; Roškar
et al. 2008, 2012); while, in the case of a barred galaxy, the ap-
pearance of spiral density waves is regulated by the bar which
makes their evolution more regular (Hilmi et al. 2020; Vislosky
et al. 2024). This, nevertheless, does not fully exclude the migra-
tion of stars formed outside the bar further out due to scattering
by spirals - by a process that remains to be determined. It is note-
worthy that this process fails to elucidate the observed behaviour
(the knee) of the metallicity-guiding radius (see Fig. 11) – the
distance of migration is much too short to explain this feature:
the most metal-rich stars are predominantly formed in the inner
galaxy, and are unlikely to be impacted by this migration.

Libration of orbits Nevertheless, there is a certain academic in-
terest in understanding stellar radial migration outside the bar
region, which is poorly investigated in the literature, tradition-
ally targeting mostly spiral-arms-induced scattering. The param-
eter usually used to quantify the migration rate is the difference
between the initial (birth or at a given time) and the final or in-
stantaneous galactocentric position of stars. This measurement,
however, is affected by the epicyclic motion of stars around their
genuine orbits (blurring), which can be dumped using the angu-
lar momentum or guiding radii. In such a case, the change of the
guiding radius is considered a manifestation of radial migration
or churning. However, in a non-axisymmetric barred potential,
as in the MW or in our simulation, the angular momentum of in-
dividual stars is not conserved (see Binney & Tremaine (2008),
Chapter 3.3.2 and also Ceverino & Klypin (2007)) but rather os-
cillates (librates) around the mean guiding radius even if the bar
is rigidly rotating or adiabatically evolves on a long time scale.
Such a second-order orbital effect, while being rather trivial, is
often ignored in the measurements of the migration rate and the
interpretation of the data.

The reason for this is partially because it is impossible to ac-
cess the oscillations of guiding radii of the MW stars without
proper knowledge of 3D mass distribution in the inner Galaxy
and the long-term evolution of the MW bar parameters (strength
and pattern speed), while the angular momentum of stars cal-

culated in axisymmetric potential is constant. In simulations, it
is also not a trivial exercise since it requires a high cadence of
snapshot outputs and a proper reconstruction of the guiding radii
evolution (see Halle et al. (2015) for details).

To illustrate the motion of stars in evolving barred poten-
tial, in Fig. 18 we show an orbit of a star from our simula-
tion. The blue line corresponds to the orbit of the stars, while the
red one shows the corresponding guiding radius, for each point
calculated as the mean of (Rmin(t) + Rmax(t))/2 (see also Fig. 7
in Halle et al. (2015)). As expected, while the red line dimin-
ishes the epicyclic oscillations, it still librates around a certain
value demonstrating the lack of angular momentum conserva-
tion. Once we repeat the same calculation for the guiding radius
and calculate a ‘guiding’ of the guiding radius evolution, we ob-
tain the averaged guiding radius (green line) which is nearly con-
stant after the bar formation episode. The variation of the guid-
ing radius around this value sets up the amplitude of the guiding
radius libration, which is about 2 kpc for this particular star.

Next, we estimate the contribution of the guiding radii libra-
tion in measured radial migration. With the black lines in Fig. 17
we show the median libration amplitude for stars according to
their birth positions. Since the calculation of the libration rate re-
quires several periods of the guiding radii oscillation, we cannot
do this properly for stars younger than ≈ 1 Gyr. Interestingly, the
black lines follow the mean migration rate shown with blue and
red lines. This suggests that the migration rate we measure can
be explained by the libration of the angular momentum of stars
in the regions outside the bar. This means that although libra-
tion induces no net migration (see also Wozniak (2020)), it con-
tributes to the apparent mixing of stars on a local scale (within
1-2 kpc of the mean orbit for the stars outside the corotation in
the simulation) and hence to the observed metallicity dispersion.

Another intriguing aspect is the discrepancy in the libration
rate between old stars (8 − 10 Gyr old) that migrated from the
inner region due to bar formation and those formed outside the
bar. Despite being located within the same radial range, as illus-
trated in the top and middle panels of Fig. 15, the former exhibit
a somewhat lower libration rate. Such behaviour was illustrated
in Khoperskov et al. (2020a) where stars that were trapped at
the bar resonances and transferred outwards tend to have small
orbital eccentricities (see their Figs 6 and 7).

5. Discussion

Informed by the simulations, we are now in a position to propose
an interpretation of the evolution of the metallicity profile with
age, and in particular of the presence of a break at 10-12 kpc. We
first discuss the consequences of these results for the history of
stellar migration then and on the epoch of the bar formation in
our Galaxy.

5.1. Radial migration

The evolution of gradients The slowing down of the bar, as
described in the previous section, induces a systematic migra-
tion of stars from the inner disc towards, and up to, the OLR.
This is explained in Halle et al. (2015) and Khoperskov et al.
(2020a), where it is shown how the stars initially on non-circular
orbits in the inner regions of the disc migrate to circular orbits
at larger distances, but limited within the OLR. The simulations
show that it is the early slowdown phase of the bar that triggers
the episode of radial migration. Although some outer disc stars
migrate to the inner disc, the most visible part of the migration is

Article number, page 13 of 20



A&A proofs: manuscript no. paper

Fig. 17: Migration distance, as given by the difference between
the final and initial guiding radius for stars with their initial guid-
ing radius inside corotation (top plot), between corotation and
OLR (middle), and outside the OLR (bottom plot), divided in an
inward (red) and outward motion (blue) (median and 16th and
84th percentile.) The black curves are the mean change in the
guiding radius induced by the libration of the orbits.

made by metal-rich stars that are moved towards the outer disc,
up to the OLR, see Fig. 8. The accumulation of these stars at the
OLR creates a break in the metallicity profile, or a knee in the
metallicity-guiding radius distribution at the epoch correspond-
ing to the age of the youngest stars now in the knee. The fading
of the knee signature for stars younger than 6-7 Gyr is telling
us that the slowdown phase (during which the bar-triggered mi-
gration occurs) terminated at this epoch. This migration explains
well the old metal-rich stars found at the solar vicinity, and up to
the OLR: stars with metallicity up to 0.3-0.4 dex are found up to
11-12 kpc from the Galactic centre, see Fig. 12.

The knee observed in both observations and simulations (at
ages >7 Gyr) shows a feature generated by the episode of radial
migration triggered by the formation of the bar and that has been
’frozen’ since then in the orbital structure of the disc. The simi-
larity of metallicity - guiding radii distributions between the data
and the simulation suggests that the simulation captures well the

Fig. 18: Orbit (in blue) of a single particle in the simulation
illustrating the libration, or oscillation of the angular momen-
tum through its guiding radius (red curve), on a period of ∼ 2
Gyr. The particle is driven rapidly outwards during the intense
episode of the bar growth at 2−3 Gyr. On a longer timescale, de-
spite a significant oscillation (≈ 2 kpc) of the guiding radius in a
non-axisymmetric bar potential, the mean guiding radius (green
line) shows only a small drift due a slow evolution of the bar (see
Fig. 14). These periodic oscillations of the angular momen-
tum (libration) thus can be misinterpreted as migration (churn-
ing), while the net motion of stars in a rigid or slowly evolving
barred potential, in fact, is close to zero.

main evolution of the disc, and that a single episode of bar forma-
tion, occurring more than 7 Gyr ago, describes well the features
observed here. Because this feature is fragile - a steep gradient (-
0.4dex.kpc−1) occurring over a limited radius interval, including
also stars of low (<0.15) eccentricity, a second significant bar-
triggered episode of radial migration, or any significant mixing
occurring in the last 7 Gyr in the range of the distances discussed
here would probably have significantly altered the knee observed
here.

In the oldest age intervals of the simulation in Fig. 15 (lower
right plot), the radial metallicity gradient before the knee is
flat (the metallicity ridge line is almost vertical between 2 and
11 kpc). This is due to the migration of inner disc stars to the
OLR, but also to the mixing at corotation. The corotation of the
bar is known to be the location where mixing is the most in-
tense, both inwards and outwards (see Halle et al. 2015, Fig.
12). The flattening of the metallicity profile is also observed in
older populations before the break (between 6 and 10 kpc), see
our comments in Section 3.

On the contrary, across the break, the gradient flattens in
younger populations (at ages < 5 Gyr). This flattening could not
have been caused by the radial migration being the opposite of
the expected trend – stronger on older stars – but it is well ex-
plained by the evolution of the bar and its resonances. First, the
OLR of the bar has created a steep break in the metallicity pro-
file of old stars in the disc. After its slowdown, the bar may lose
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strength, weakening the effect that has kept the disc separated in-
side and outside the OLR. Gradually, at ages younger than about
7 Gyr, the gas and stars could have been allowed to mix, ex-
changing metals and reducing the metallicity offset between the
two regions, thus flattening the metallicity gradient at younger
ages. This effect could explain the gradient flattening observed
for stars younger than 4 Gyr in Figs. 7 and 9, and the gradient
now bridging the two sides of the OLR in Fig. 13.

Skewness and dispersion Figure 10 shows that there is a clear
difference in the MADs observed on either side of the corotation
(6.5-7.5 kpc). We assume that inside corotation, the gas is well
homogenized due to small dynamical time scales. Thus, the dis-
persion observed on stars born inside corotation should be small
or near the one observed in the ISM (<0.07 dex). There are no
stars with age < 3 Gyr inside corotation, but Fig. 10 shows that
the MAD in the age range 3-5 Gyr is small and similar to what
it is in youngest age range outside corotation. The age range 5-
7 and 7-10 Gyr show higher MAD. This is expected, because as
shown in Fig. 15, the bar-triggered migration also moves inwards
metal-poorer stars that are initially at larger radii. In fact, Fig.
11 shows that a number of metal-poor stars exist inside coro-
tation, and which are responsible for the significant dispersion
observed. The skewness in the age intervals older than 3 Gyr in
the inner regions is more negative than the one of the youngest
intervals because of this contamination by the metal-poor stars.

At and around corotation, the MAD begins to increase in the
three intervals 3-5, 5-7 and 7-10 Gyr. This is expected because
mixing is known to be maximal at corotation, decreasing with
time but still remaining substantial for a long duration (see for
example Fig. 12 from Halle et al. (2015)), bringing in more stars
of different metallicities.

Beyond corotation, the dispersion differs strongly in the dif-
ferent age intervals. The age interval 7-10 Gyr contains the
metal-poorest stars (because they are the oldest) of the outer
disc and the metal-richest stars brought in by migration (from
the inner disc), thus producing the maximum spread. In the age
interval 5-7 Gyr, the dispersion is dominated by the same com-
bination of effects, but the spread is smaller mainly because the
distribution is more dominated by stars born in situ. In the 3-
5 Gyr interval, much fewer stars that come from the inner disc
(those which reach or even cross the inclined line as observed in
the 7-10 Gyr plot) are present, and the main population is get-
ting more metal-rich, as can be seen in Fig. 11 (the metallicity
at Rguiding ∼ 12 kpc is increasing with time, and is metal-richer
at ages 3-5 Gyr than it is at 7-10 or 5-7 Gyr). Finally, the age
interval 0-3 Gyr shows the smallest MAD, about 0.08-0.09 dex,
above what is measured on the ISM or the youngest stars (0.04-
0.07 dex, see section 3.3. A gradient between -0.042 and -0.066
dex.kpc−1 for stars younger than 3 Gyr combined with a libration
effect mixing stars on the kpc scale - and which is maximum be-
tween corotation and the OLR, see fig. 17 - would add a few
hundredths of dex of dispersion to the ISM value, allowing it to
reach the observed value.

Thus, we attribute most of the dispersion observed in the
age range 7-10 Gyr to the migration triggered by the bar early
slowdown. Likewise, the residual dispersion observed in the age
range 5-7 Gyr is probably due to the fact that the migration
episode may have prolonged a bit after 7 Gyr and to the contam-
ination by older stars of lower age bins due to age uncertainty.

Libration may also play a role by adding a dispersion of a
few hundredths of dex to all age intervals. This could, in par-
ticular, explain the presence in the solar vicinity of metal-rich

stars as young as 3-5 Gyr. Once trapped at resonances, stars
have their ’instantaneous’ guiding radius oscillating due to li-
bration, deviating from the mean guiding radius by a significant
distance. In the cases studied by Ceverino & Klypin (2007), one
of their models with a corotation radius close to 6 kpc shows
stars trapped at this resonance wandering up to 10 kpc. Thus, the
mechanism could explain the presence of metal-rich stars be-
tween the corotation and the OLR (and thus in the solar vicinity)
for stars too young to have migrated at the time of the bar forma-
tion. It should be noted that a star observed near the maximum
of its angular momentum oscillation would have its measured
instantaneous guiding radius significantly larger than its mean
guiding radius, thus appearing as a star that has migrated from
the inner regions when in fact its mean guiding radius would be
significantly smaller.

Finally, it is striking to see that the MAD for the age intervals
3-5 and 5-7 Gyr decreases to larger guiding radii (at ∼12 kpc)
to reach the value measured on the youngest stars. This clearly
means that, beyond the OLR (>12 kpc), no extra-mixing is mea-
sured, even on stars significantly old (3-7 Gyr), strongly sug-
gesting that no significant migration has taken place beyond this
limit and in particular that spiral arms had no obvious effect. An-
other indication suggesting that transient spiral arms may have
had a negligible contribution to the scattering is that, as men-
tioned above, the break in the metallicity profile is still clearly
visible 7 Gyr after its formation, limiting the amount of reshuf-
fling by subsequent mixing.

We conclude this section by saying that the behaviour of the
MAD and skewness observed on Fig.10 can be explained by the
effect of the bar-triggered migration and libration of orbits, and
that there is no compelling indication that some other migration
mechanism is necessary to explain the present observations.

5.2. Dating the epoch of the bar formation

Simulations show that bars reach their maximum strength within
about 2 Gyr of the beginning of their formation, with the res-
onances expanding outwards over the same period. The early
slowdown triggers a radial migration episode that ends up when
the bar stabilizes. The epoch of the formation of the bar is there-
fore bracketed by the following evidence. Figure 12 shows that
the knee is not visible at age<6-7 Gyr, suggesting that the end
of the radial migration episode occurred around this epoch. The
ages of the super metal-rich stars observed in the solar vicinity
(e.g. Dantas et al. 2023), which are the best candidates for mi-
gration (Haywood 2008; Hayden et al. 2015; Kordopatis et al.
2015; Hayden et al. 2018, 2020), are also a constraint on the
epoch of formation of the bar, since the end of the migration
episode could not have occurred before these stars were born.
These stars are 7-9 Gyr old, again constraining that the radial
migration episode could not have ended before the time implied
by these age estimates. A similar age is obtained for the super
metal-rich, old, open cluster NGC 6791 (Brogaard et al. 2021;
McKeever et al. 2019), which imposes similar limits. The bar
formation cannot be younger than the limit imposed by these
ages. If the present simulation and the one presented in Khoper-
skov et al. (2020a) are representative of the formation timescales
of bars, it suggests that the Milky Way must have started forming
its bar 1-2 Gyr before the end of the radial migration episode, or
8-9 Gyr ago. Given the fact that age estimates of old stars may be
underestimated in astroNN (see section 2), it is safe to assume an
age range of 8-10 Gyr for the bar formation, perhaps implying
that it started during the thick disc phase (Ghosh et al. 2023).
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The formation timescale of bars have been discussed in a
wider context in Fujii et al. (2018) and Bland-Hawthorn et al.
(2023). These authors show that the timescale for the bar for-
mation primarily depends on the fraction of the baryonic disc
mass over the total mass in the inner disc being over a Hub-
ble time when this fraction is below 0.35, and decreasing to less
than about 1 Gyr when it is above about 0.5. In the Milky Way,
the chemical characteristics of the thick disc favours a scenario
where most of the gas has been acquired by the Milky Way early
(Haywood et al. 2016b), and the thick disc formed from that
reservoir, reaching a fraction that could reach half of the present
day stellar mass of the disc of our Galaxy (Snaith et al. 2014;
Haywood 2014) Thus, these arguments point to a scenario where
most of the baryonic disc mass has been in place early, more in
favour of establishing a high baryonic to dark matter fraction and
an early bar formation epoch.

It has previously been suggested that the formation of the bar
may have been crucial in the transition from the thick to thin disc
(Haywood et al. 2013, 2016b), by quenching the star formation
activity within the corotation region in less than 1 Gyr. Simula-
tions (Khoperskov et al. 2018b) have shown that this is possible.
In particular, it would explain the sudden drop of the star forma-
tion rate, which reached a minimum 8-9 Gyr ago (Snaith et al.
2015; Haywood et al. 2016b), again placing the formation of the
bar in this time interval, 8-10 Gyr. It is difficult to establish a
precise sequence of events, all of which seem to have occurred
within 2-3 Gyr, but the timeline could be as follows.

The bar begins to form 9-10 Gyr ago, quenching star forma-
tion but allowing stars to migrate. Star formation resumes rapidly
after reaching a minimum 8-9 Gyr. The most metal-rich stars
form and migrate, accompanying the expansion of the bar reso-
nances. The slowdown ends about 7 Gyr ago, halting the episode
of radial migration. We note that our estimate of the epoch of the
bar formation is similar to those obtained by Bovy et al. (2019)
who found that the bar formed ∼ 8 Gyr ago.

Our result differs from Nepal et al. (2024), who found, from
the analysis of a sample of stars in the solar neighbourhood, that
the bar formed 3-4 Gyr ago. Assuming that the most-metal-rich
stars come from the inner regions due to the action of the bar,
they deduce from a steep decrease in the number of stars younger
than 3 Gyr that the bar would have formed more than 3 Gyr ago.
This assumes that star formation has been active in the last 3 Gyr
in the inner regions. On the contrary, several studies find a lack of
young stars and regions of star formation in the inner 4kpc from
the Galactic centre (Jones et al. 2013; Matsunaga et al. 2016;
Dékány et al. 2019; Skowron et al. 2019; Imig et al. 2023), while
regions inside bar corotation are known to host star formation
’desert’ (James & Percival 2018). They also claim that the bar
formation would have started 4 Gyr ago because bars trigger star
formation activity in galactic centres which typically lasts 1 Gyr.
They draw a parallel with an episode of star formation that oc-
curred about 3 Gyr ago at the solar radius, implying that it would
have been triggered by the bar formation. We note that Sanders
et al. (2024), using the same argument that nuclear regions are
fuelled by gas funneled at the epoch of the bar formation, date
stars in the nuclear regions to find that the bar is more than 8 Gyr
old, in agreement with our results.

5.3. Compatibility with the solar neighbourhood evolution

In Haywood et al. (2019), we speculated that the bar may have
been responsible for the dilution of the gas in the region of the
disc outside the OLR. The angular momentum redistribution in-
duced by the bar drives the (metal-rich) gas from corotation and

the (metal-poor) gas from the outer disc to the OLR. If the OLR
first appeared inside the solar orbit, we would expect the solar
annulus (before the formation of the Sun) to have been diluted.
This may be required since the metallicity of the ISM at the end
of the formation of the thick disc (9-10 Gyr ago) had solar metal-
licity, so it is expected that the disc at the solar radius would have
reached above solar metallicity 4 Gyr later, at the time of forma-
tion of the Sun, except if some kind of dilution had intervened.
This picture still holds here. Given that the OLR is now located
at 10.5-12.5 kpc, we need to understand whether the OLR could
have expanded to this limit from 6 kpc, as advocated in Haywood
et al. (2019), or from a larger initial radius. An initial OLR ra-
dius could have been in the range 6-8 kpc without fundamentally
changing our scenario.

6. Conclusions

We have analysed the contents of the astroNN catalogue in
combination with APOGEE DR 17 and found strong evidence,
supported by hydrodynamical simulations, for the formation of
the MW bar 8-10 Gyr ago. This result is based on the following
findings:

1. The radial metallicity profile shows a change in slope at ∼6
and ∼11 kpc, identified as the corotation and the OLR, re-
spectively. The slope becomes steeper after the corotation
and flatter after the OLR. The change in slope at the OLR
is accompanied by a ∼0.4 dex break in the metallicity pro-
file that occurs in less than 2 kpc and is visible in the old
populations (>6 Gyr).

2. This step, or break, in the metallicity profile at the OLR is
absent in populations younger than 4 Gyr, appears between
4 and 6 Gyr, and is maximal between 6 and 8 Gyr. It also
appears as a knee in the metallicity-guiding radius distribu-
tions, and it is well reproduced by simulations. We interpret
this break as a consequence of the dynamical effects of the
OLR, predicted in Halle et al. (2015) and Khoperskov et al.
(2020a) to create a barrier that divides the disc into two re-
gions, allowing their chemistry to evolve separately and lim-
iting the migration of stars beyond this resonance. This ef-
fect is expected to occur when the bar becomes sufficiently
strong, within about 1 Gyr of its formation.
The distributions of guiding radii as a function of metallic-
ity show very clearly that stars more metal-rich than about
-0.3 are limited to at most 12 kpc from the Galactic centre,
illustrating this effect.

3. An episode of radial migration has occurred in the MW, at an
age above 7-8 Gyr. This episode occurred during the phase of
early slowdown of the bar which, according to simulations,
lasts about 2 Gyr after the start of the formation of the bar.
Stars have migrated from the inner Galaxy to a maximum
distance from the Galactic centre of 11-12 kpc, the limit im-
posed by the OLR. This limit is clearly visible, especially in
stars at low eccentricities or in very metal-rich stars (Fig. 8).
Since both dispersion and skewness of the metallicity dis-
tribution are well explained by a single bar-driven migration
episode that occurred in the MW, no other significant episode
of radial migration can be inferred from the data.

4. While most of the observed metallicity dispersion can be at-
tributed to the effect of the slowing down of the bar, we sug-
gest that the libration of orbits in a barred potential, which
does not introduce a net radial migration, can have a signif-
icant effect on the metallicity dispersion between corotation
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and the OLR. The decrease in the dispersion down to the
ISM values observed beyond the OLR suggests that no sub-
stantial stellar migration has occurred beyond this limit. Fi-
nally, because the knee is the signpost of a migration episode
triggered by the bar, which together with the effect of libra-
tion can explain the observed metallicity dispersion, we see
little room for significant mixing caused by transient spiral
arms, which, in addition, would probably erase the metallic-
ity break observed in the data. This implies that spiral arms
are closely intertwined with the MW bar, making their ap-
pearance less transient and consequently reducing their po-
tential to trigger radial migration.

5. The flattening of the gradient at younger ages between about
9 and 14 kpc can be interpreted as a consequence of the
weakening of the barrier effect due to the decrease in the bar
strength in the last gigayear, allowing gas and metals from
both sides of the OLR to mix, flattening the gradient.
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Fig. A.1: Metallicity profiles as a function of the guiding radius
and age range. This figure is the same as Fig.9, except that the
metallicity indicator is the median, not the mode.
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Fig. A.2: Metallicity-guiding radius distribution for stars with
ages between 6 and 7 Gyr. The blue curve shows the mode of
the metallicity distribution as a function of the guiding radius,
the orange curve shows the median.

Appendix A: The median or the mode

Most studies use the median as the representative metallicity in-
dicator at a given radius. We have chosen the mode of the metal-
licity distribution, because the former has a tendency to erase
the features observed in the metallicity profile. This is illustrated

by the fig. A.2. The plot shows the metallicity-guiding radius
distribution for stars in the age interval 6-7 Gyr, with the metal-
licity profile obtained by the median (in orange) and the mode
(in blue) overplotted, and illustrating the difference between the
two. Features in the distribution tend to be smoothed out with
the median.

Appendix B: The median absolute deviation of the
metallicity of the youngest stars and ISM

Various tracers can be used to estimate the metallicity disper-
sion of stars for which mixing must be negligible. We can rely
on known young stars, such as cepheids, young open clusters,
field stars whose age can be determined, or metallicity of the gas
in the ISM. We start with a sample of red giants in the Kepler
field, which metallicities come from APOGEE and age estimates
from Miglio et al. (2021). FigureB.1 shows the age-metallicity
distribution for this sample, with metallicity coming from the
APOGEE catalogue and the age from asteroseismic values. The
curve on the plot shows the MAD determined on stars in 1 Gyr
age intervals. It evolves from 0.08 dex at age<2 Gyr to 0.2 dex at
13 Gyr. There are 82 stars with age younger than 1 Gyr, and have
a MAD of 0.075 dex within a distance of 2 kpc. Enlarging the
selection to 1.5 Gyr, we find 190 stars with a MAD of 0.08 dex.

To estimate the dispersion from open clusters, we use the
catalogue published by Magrini et al. (2023), based on the Gaia-
ESO survey. It contains 24 clusters younger than 1.5 Gyr with
guiding radii between 6 and 10 kpc yielding a MAD of 0.07 dex.
An estimate can be obtained from Classical Cepheids, which
have lifetimes shorter than about a few 108 yr. The catalogue
from da Silva et al. (2023) contains 379 objects, 124 of which
are within 2 kpc. The MAD of the metallicity of this sample is
0.044 dex. Finally, Ritchey et al. (2023) measured the metallic-
ity of the neutral gas in 84 lines of sight. Selecting those limited
to less than 2 kpc, their number reduces to 54, giving a metal-
licity dispersion with a MAD of 0.069 dex. These last measure-
ments are compatible with the oxygen abundance in 44 HII re-
gions from Arellano-Córdova et al. (2020, 2021), which have a
MAD of 0.067 dex. Overall, all these measurements are consis-
tent. In the case of APOGEE, the uncertainties amount to about
0.04 dex (Soubiran et al. 2022). For a measured dispersion of
0.08 dex, this means an intrinsic (MAD) dispersion of 0.07 dex.

Appendix C: Simulation characteristics
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Fig. B.1: Age-metallicity distribution for giants in the Kepler
sample from Miglio et al. (2021).

Fig. C.1: Face-on density maps (M⊙.kpc−2) of the total stellar
(top frames) young stars (middle frames) components and star
formation rate (bottom frames) during the 10 Gyr of evolution.

Fig. C.2: Top row: Final guiding radius as a function of the
metallicity of the stars, in different age intervals in the form of
a scaled grey density distribution and histograms. Middle row:
Metallicity dispersion as a function of the initial and final guid-
ing radii. Bottom row: Skewness of the metallicity distribution
as a function of the initial and final guiding radii.
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