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ABSTRACT

We explore the metal-poor regime of the Galactic disk on the distribution of stars in the [α/M]-Vϕ

plane, to identify the most metal-poor thin disk (MPTnD) stars belonging to the low-α sequence.

Chemical abundances and velocities of sample stars are either taken or derived from APOGEE DR17

and Gaia DR3 catalogs. We find the existence of a well-separated extension of the kinematically

thin disk stars in the metallicity range of -1.2 <[M/H]< -0.8 dex. Based on two-by-two distributions

of [Mg/Mn], [Al/Fe] and [C+N/Fe], we further confirmed 56 high-possibility metal-poor thin disk

(HP-MPTnD) giant stars and suggested the lower metallicity limit of the thin disk below -0.95 dex.

A comparative analysis of HP-MPTnD sample with other Galactic components revealed its chemo-

dynamical similarities with canonical thin disk stars. These low-α metal-poor stars are predominantly

located in the outer disk region and formed in the early stage of the formation of thin disk. Their

existence provides compelling support for the two-infall model of the Milky way’s disk formation.

Moreover, these stars impose observational constraints on the timing and metallicity of the second gas

infall event.

Keywords: Galaxy: abundances Galaxy: disk Galaxy: formation Galaxy: kinematics and dynamics

Galaxy: stellar content

1. INTRODUCTION

It is widely accepted that the Milky Way (MW)’s disk

consists of two prominent components, the thick and
thin disks, with different geometrical, kinematic and

chemical features (e.g., Gilmore & Reid 1983; Recio-

Blanco et al. 2014; Guiglion et al. 2015; Wojno et al.

2016; Hayden et al. 2017; Minchev et al. 2018). Com-

pared to the thick disk, the thin disk has a higher

rotational velocity and a lower velocity dispersion (e.g.,

Guiglion et al. 2015; Rojas-Arriagada et al. 2016; Be-

lokurov et al. 2020; Bashi et al. 2020). With the ac-

cumulating of high-resolution spectroscopic data from

large survey projects, the disk stars are found to exhibit

bimodality in the α-enhancement ([α/M]) vs. metallic-
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ity ([M/H]) plane (e.g., Adibekyan et al. 2011; Bensby

et al. 2014; Hayden et al. 2015). This bimodality is

then used to distinguish the chemically defined Galac-

tic populations (e.g., Adibekyan et al. 2011; Bensby
et al. 2014). The high-α sequence is recognized as the

thick disk, whereas the low-α sequence is mainly associ-

ated with the thin disk. This bimodal pattern provides

important constraints regarding the formation and evo-

lution of the MW, such as the gas accretion history, the

star formation efficiency and the gas outflow process

(e.g., Andrews et al. 2017; Weinberg et al. 2017; Hu

et al. 2023). Nevertheless, the formation scenario of

the Galactic disk remains controversial, in particular,

the origin of the chemical bimodality still remains to be

understood.

Two alternative formation models for the MW disk

stars have been proposed to reproduce the observed

bimodality in the chemical abundance plane. One is

the so-called two-infall model, which suggests that the
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thick and thin disks are distinct Galactic components

formed in two separate phases of the gas infall (e.g.,

Grisoni et al. 2019, 2020a,b; Spitoni et al. 2019, 2020;

Lian et al. 2020a,b). The earlier gas infall triggers a

starburst, thereby accelerating the formation of thick

disk stars (Lian et al. 2020b). While the second gas

accretion phase is mainly associated with the secular

formation of thin disk stars (Chiappini et al. 1997; Lian

et al. 2020a). Another disk formation model suggests

that thick and thin disks are “two parts of a single

continuous disk component which evolves with time due

to the continued gas accretion, star formation of thin

disk stars and disk heating” (Buck 2020; Sharma et al.

2021; Park et al. 2021). In this paper, we refer to it as

a continuous-accretion model.

Although both models could qualitatively reproduce

the observed α-dichotomy, they may differ in their

quantitative predictions for the number density distri-

bution in the [α/M]-[M/H] plane, in particular at the

metal-poor tail of the low-α sequence. In the two-infall

model, the metal-poor thin disk (MPTnD) stars were

formed later from the interstellar medium diluted by

the second infall accretion phase (Chiappini et al. 1997;

Lian et al. 2020a). As a result, these MPTnD stars

would have lower [α/M] (< 0.2 dex), similar to the

metal-rich thin disk stars. In the continuous accretion

model, the metal-poor stars were formed in the disk at

an earlier time. So even for the kinematically thin-disk

like stars, their [α/M] values would be higher ([α/M]

> 0.25 dex) and comparable to those of the thick disk

at similar metallicity. Therefore, searching the most

MPTnD stars, namely investigating the lower limit of

the metallicity for the thin disk, could help to discrimi-

nate the different disk formation scenarios.

Unfortunately, it is not an easy task to identify the

most MPTnD stars. Many works have proposed that

there is a significant overlap between the MPTnD stars

and the accreted halo stars in terms of chemical abun-

dance (Nissen & Schuster 2010; Hawkins et al. 2015),

which poses the identification in an ambiguous way.

Recently, increasing numbers of surveys and works

are studying metal-poor stars of MW(e.g., Sestito et al.

2020; Neeleman et al. 2020; Ferreira et al. 2022; Robert-

son et al. 2023; Roman-Oliveira et al. 2023; Nepal et al.

2024). Despite intense studies in the literature on the

investigation of lower limit of metallicity for thin disk,

no consensus has been achieved yet. In earlier works,

the thin disk stars are generally thought to be have

[Fe/H] > -0.7 dex (e.g., Reddy et al. 2003; Fuhrmann

2004; Soubiran & Girard 2005). Mishenina et al. (2004)

identified kinematically thin disk stars could be down

to [Fe/H] ∼ -1.0 dex. Bensby et al. (2014) separated

714 F and G dwarf stars into thick and thin disks

by using their kinematic characteristics and confirmed

that [Fe/H] ≈ -0.7 dex is the low limit of metallicity

for thin disk stars. Another study by Hawkins et al.

(2015) suggested that the chemical and kinematic char-

acteristics of stars are consistent with canonical thin

disk stars if one extends to lower metallicity at [Fe/H]

∼ -0.85 dex. More recently, by means of kinematic

methods, Fernández-Alvar et al. (2021) proposed that

the metallicity of the thin disk may be down to ∼ -2 dex.

Combine the kinematic data, mainly the rotational

velocity Vϕ, and the α-enhancement to investigate the

MPTnD stars is of interest because both higher Vϕ

and lower [α/M] are the signature features of thin disk

stars. Thanks to precise chemical abundances and radial

velocities provided by the high-resolution spectroscopy

survey of APOGEE and astrometric measurements from

the Gaia that enable us to effectively pinpoint MPTnD

stars on the [α/M]-Vϕ plane. Furthermore, by utilizing

additional abundances such as [Mg/Mn] and [Al/Fe],

we can further refine our identification of MPTnD stars

to distinguish them from accreted halo stars.

In our previous study (Hu & Shao 2022, here-

after HS22), we proposed a metallicity threshold of

[M/H]∼ −0.8 dex to differentiate between the thin

disk and halo components when we used the Gaussian

mixture model (GMM) to analysis different disk com-

ponents. This demarcation was primarily due to the

limited number of thin disk stars with [M/H] < -0.8

dex, hindering their inclusion as a distinct component

in the GMM fitting process. Given that the present
work aims to identify the most metal-poor stars, we will

extend our investigation below this threshold within the

thin disk population.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we

present the sample selection criteria and describe the

observational or derived parameters of sample stars. In

Section 3, we initially select MPTnD candidates based

on the values of [α/M] as a function of Vϕ (Section 3.1).

Then, we identify the high possibility (HP-) MPTnD

stars based on the comparison of their [Mg/Mn], [Al/Fe]

and [C+N/Fe] distributions (Section 3.2). We continue

to compare the HP-MPTnD stars with other Galactic

components in terms of spatial distribution, orbital pa-

rameters (Section 3.3) and age distribution (Section 3.4)

to ensure that they belong to the tail of thin disk. The
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implications of the disk formation scenario are discussed

in Section 4. Conclusions are presented in Section 5.

2. SAMPLE SELECTION AND DATA REDUCTION

Figure 1. The logarithmic greyscale plot of the number
density of sample stars in the [α/M]-[M/H] plane. As defined
in HS22, the dashed orange and cyan lines correspond to
the 1σ and 2σ contours for the high-α and low-α sequences,
respectively. Two red dashed-dotted lines at [M/H]=-1.2
dex and -0.8 dex divide the sample into three metallicity
intervals.

2.1. Sample selection

Our sample was obtained by cross-matching

APOGEE DR17 (Abdurro’uf et al. 2022) with Gaia DR3

(Gaia Collaboration et al. 2021; Lindegren et al. 2021).

A cone search with a radius of one arcsec yielded a com-

mon catalog of 613,424 objects. The resulting sample

contains stellar coordinates (α, δ) and proper motions

(µα, µδ) from Gaia (Lindegren et al. 2021), as well as

radial velocities (RV ) and chemical abundances derived

from the APOGEE Stellar Parameter and Chemical

Abundances Pipeline (ASPCAP, Garćıa Pérez et al.

2016). Additionally, we employ the photo-geometric

distance (d) estimated by Bailer-Jones et al. (2021),

which is derived from the Gaia parallax and photome-

try. This extensive dataset provides multi-dimensional

phase-space information for our stellar sample.

To ensure the quality of stellar parameters and el-

emental abundances, stars were selected from the

APOGEE catalog according to the following criteria:

ASPCAP CHI2 < 10, ASPCAP FLAG = 0 and SNR > 70.

Additionally, stars located in fields targeting the bulge,

known star clusters, and dwarf galaxies were excluded.

These selection criteria resulted in the removal of ap-

proximately 60% of the stars from the original dataset.

For the Gaia data, to ensure reliable astrometric so-

lutions, we selected stars with epsi < 4 and sepsi <

8, following the criteria of (Soltis et al. 2021). To mit-

igate the impact binaries on astrometric estimates, we

retained targets with a renormalized unit weight error

(RUWE) < 1.4, as recommended by Gaia Collaboration

(Lindegren et al. 2021). Additionally, to construct an

accurate map of stars in position and velocity space, we

only included stars with a relative distance error σd/d <

10%.

Finally, 128,532 stars are left as our parent sample.

There are 119,752 giant stars (ASPCAP GRID = g ) and

8,780 dwarf stars (ASPCAP GRID = d) in our sample.

Fig. 1 illustrates the distribution of these stars in the

[α/M] - [M/H] chemical abundance plane. It can be

easily seen that there is a significant bimodal sequence

of [α/M] in the relatively metal-rich regime of [M/H]

> -1.2 dex. Moreover, at [M/H] > -0.8 dex, the low-α

sequence definitely consists of thin disk stars. On the

other side, it has been suggested that at [M/H] < -1.2

dex, the stars are predominantly halo stars (Hawkins

et al. 2015, HS22). Keeping these in mind, we will focus

on the stars within -1.2 < [M/H] < -0.8 dex (2,228 stars)

in the present work, aiming to determine whether there

are thin disk stars in the quoted metallicity range.

2.2. Data Reduction

The stellar chemical information are all taken directly

from APOGEE DR17, such as [M/H], [α/M], [Mg/Mn],

[Al/Fe], [C/Fe], and [N/Fe], which will be discussed in

following sections. The corresponding median uncer-

tainties, σ[M/H], σ[α/M], σ[Mg/Mn], σ[Al/Fe], σ[C/Fe] and

σ[N/Fe] are 0.01, 0.01, 0.01, 0.03, 0.02 and 0.03 dex re-

spectively.

Using the python package galpy (Bovy 2015), we

transformed coordinates (α, δ), proper motions (µα,

µδ), distances (d) and radial velocities (RV ) into the

Galactocentric cylindrical frame (Rgc, ϕ, Z, VR, Vϕ, VZ).

We adopted solar Galactocentric coordinates (R⊙, Z⊙)

= (8.125, 0.021) kpc (Gravity Collaboration et al. 2018;

Bennett & Bovy 2019) and solar motion of (11.1, 242,

7.25) km s−1 in radial, azimuthal, and vertical direc-

tions, respectively (Schönrich et al. 2010; Bennett &

Bovy 2019). Thus, the Galactic rotational velocities

(Vϕ) were obtained, and their uncertainties were esti-

mated by employing the Monte Carlo sampling method
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assuming a multivariate Gaussian distribution of their

original data errors. Notably, the uncertainty in rota-

tional velocity (σVϕ
) is about 2 km s−1.

Additionally, we used observational parameters (α,

δ, µα, µδ, d, RV ) as initial conditions and utilized

the GALPOT package to integrate stellar orbits of

sample stars in the Galactic potential model of McMil-

lan (2017). We calculated the pericenter (rperi) and

apocenter (rapo) radii to derive the orbital eccentricity

ecc = (rapo−rperi)/(rapo+rperi) as well as the maximum

vertical distance Zmax and the guiding radius Rg
1. We

also calculated stellar orbital inclination (θL), i.e. the

angle between the stellar orbit and the MW plane.

3. SEARCHING AND IDENTIFYING

METAL-POOR THIN DISK STARS

3.1. A low-α and fast-rotating overdensity in the

metal-poor regime

Fig. 2 displays the smoothed number density distri-

butions of three metallicity intervals of stars ([M/H] <

-1.2 dex, -1.2 dex < [M/H] < -0.8 dex and [M/H] >

-0.8 dex) in the [α/M] - Vϕ plane. Specifically, in order

to facilitate comparison, we show the modelled distri-

bution of canonical thick disk stars (orange concentric

ellipses) and thin disk stars (cyan concentric ellipses)

in all three panels. Their positions and dispersions are

derived from the corresponding members of Table 2 of

HS22.

In the most metal-poor regime, [M/H] < -1.2 dex,

(panel (a) of Fig. 2), we can find that there is only one

over-density region which is centered on [α/M] ∼ 0.25

dex and Vϕ ≳ 0 km s−1. It is noteworthy that while

this over-density has large dispersions on both [α/M]

and Vϕ, it correlates neither to the thick disk nor to the

thin disk. Clearly, this subsample is dominated by halo

stars, which is consistent with previous studies suggest-

ing that stars with [M/H] < -1.2 overwhelmingly belong

to the halo (i.e. Hawkins et al. 2015).

Panel (b) of Fig. 2 reveals three distinct components

within the metal-poor interval of -1.2 dex < [M/H] <

-0.8 dex. One component exhibits high-α and Vϕ ∼ 140

km s−1, characteristics consistent with the thick disk.

A second component, characterized by low-α and Vϕ ∼
0 km s−1, aligns with the properties of the accreted

halo. Notably, within the low-α region, an additional

1 Rg is defined by Rg = RgcVϕ/Vc, with Vc = 230 km s−1

overdensity emerges at the location similar to the thin

disk, centered on Vϕ ∼ 210 km s−1 and [α/M]∼ 0.1 dex,

indicating the presence of thin disk stars in this metal-

poor range. The Vϕ dispersion of these stars are not

significantly larger than that of the canonical thin disk,

which implies that they belong to the kinematically cool

population. This observation highlights the fact that

while the accreted halo and thin disk may overlap in

[α/M], they exhibit distinct Vϕ distributions, resulting

in a clear bimodality in the low-α region of this panel.

Panel (c) of Fig. 2 demonstrates that, for stars with

[M/H] > -0.8 dex, almost all of them belong to the thick

disk or the thin disk. Besides, there is a small overden-

sity with low-α and Vϕ ∼ 0 km s−1 which corresponds

to accreted halo stars. This result suggests that the

accreted stars may extend to a more metal-rich regime

(e.g., Nissen & Schuster 2010; Helmi et al. 2018; Mack-

ereth et al. 2019). The metal-rich tail of accreted halo

stars is interesting but out of the scope of this work,

and we will address this issue in a separate paper.

To summarise the findings of panel (b), kinematically

thin disc stars occur in the more metal-poor regime

than -0.8 dex. Crucially, their relatively lower [α/M]

values enable differentiation from thick disk stars. We

propose selecting stars with comparatively low [α/M]

and higher rotational velocities in the [α/M] - Vϕ plane

as MPTnD candidates. Specifically, stars with 180 km

s−1 < Vϕ < 300 km s−1 and -0.08 dex < [α/M] < 0.2

dex are indicated by the cyan box in this panel. This se-

lection process yielded a total of 91 MPTnD candidates.

For comparison, we also select accreted halo stars by a

blue box in panel (b) of Fig. 2. The histograms in Fig. 3

reveals the difference of the metallicity distributions of

these two framed out populations. The accreted halo

stars exhibit a uniform [M/H] distribution; while the

MPTnD candidates, although present throughout the

entire metal-poor range, are mainly concentrated in the

region of [M/H] > -0.95 dex. Anyway, it confirms that

the MPTnD could be more metal-poor than -0.8 dex,

and most likely, they may extend to -1.2 dex or even

lower metallicity.

3.2. Chemical Identification and Signature

Our selection of MPTnD candidates likely suffers from

contamination by accreted halo and thick disk stars due

to their large dispersion in the [α/M] - Vϕ plane. To

better distinguish between different stellar populations

in the Galaxy, we can employ more specific element
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Figure 2. The [α/M]-Vϕ distribution for the parent sample stars: (a) [M/H] < -1.2 dex; (b) -1.2 < [M/H] < -0.8 dex; (c)
[M/H] > -0.8 dex. The black contours denote 1σ, 2σ and 3σ number distribution densities in each panel. The orange and cyan
concentric ellipses represent the modelled distribution of thick and thin disk, respectively. In panel (b), the cyan and blue boxes
delineate the location of selected the MPTnD star candidates and accreted halo stars, respectively.

Figure 3. The metallicity distribution of MPTnD candi-
dates (stars in cyan box of Fig. 2) and accreted halo stars
(stars in blue box of Fig. 2).

Table 1. Classification of MPTnD candidates within -1.2 <
[M/H] < -0.8

Classificationa Num.b [M/H]<-0.95c [M/H]>-0.95c

HP-MPTnD stars 56 7 (3) 49 (29)

LP-MPTnD stars 26 4 (3) 22 (16)

accretion stars 9 6 (0) 3 ( 0)

total 91 17 (6) 81 (45)
a Classification of MPTnD candidates.
b The number of stars.
c The value in the parentheses is the number of stars with age
measurements from Sanders & Das (2018).

abundance ratios: [Mg/Mn], [Al/Fe], and [C+N/Fe]

(e.g., Hawkins et al. 2015; Das et al. 2020; Horta et al.

2021; Carrillo et al. 2022). In order to avoid the bias of

stellar element abundances obtained by ASPCAP when

dealing with different types of stars (Ahumada et al.

2020), in this section, we only consider the giant stars

(119,572 stars).

Magnesium (Mg) is the first element to be affected as a

result of Type II Supernova (SNII) (Nomoto et al. 2013;

Hawkins et al. 2015) on a short timescale, and man-

ganese (Mn) is a characteristic element of Type Ia Su-

pernova (SNIa) enrichment on a much longer timescale.

Therefore, [Mg/Mn] could be a better “clock” than

[α/M] to probe the star formation history of a given

Galactic component (Hawkins et al. 2015). Second,

Aluminum (Al) is mainly produced by massive stars

and dispersed in the ISM exclusively via SNII. So in

general, [Al/Fe] ratio is expected lower for accreted sys-

tems (e.g., Hawkins et al. 2015; Hasselquist et al. 2019,

2021). Moreover, because of the majority of giant stars

are low-mass, where the Carbon plus Nitrogen ratio

is conserved throughout the evolution of those stars,

Hawkins et al. (2015) suggested that the [C+N/Fe] also

could distinguish Galactic components. All these three

abundance ratios were obtained from APOGEE DR17.

In top panels of Fig. 4, MPTnD candidates (framed by

the cyan box of Fig. 2) are plotted on three different ele-

mental abundance planes: [Mg/Mn]-[Al/Fe], [C+N/Fe]-

[Mg/Mn], and [C+N/Fe]-[Al/Fe]. Black background

contours delineate the number density distribution of

the parent sample at 1σ, 2σ, and 3σ levels, with an addi-

tional selection by using the criteria C/N/Mg/Al/Mn Fe

FLAG = 0 from APOGEE. Following the classification

scheme of Horta et al. (2021) and Naidu et al. (2022), the

[Mg/Mn]-[Al/Fe] plane (Fig. 4a) is partitioned into three

regions. Accreted halo stars occupy the area enclosed by

dashed lines in the top left corner. Stars located to the

right and below of these dashed lines represent in-situ

disk stars. This in-situ population is further categorized

into thick and thin disk stars based on [Mg/Mn] values
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separated by a horizontal solid line, with lower values

indicating thin disk stars. The figure employs distinct

colors to differentiate MPTnD candidates into three

populations: high-possibility metal-poor thin disk (HP-

MPTnD) stars (green points), low-possibility metal-

poor thin disk (LP-MPTnD) stars (brown points), and

accretion stars (blue points). Among them, hollow cir-

cles mark stars with particularly low metallicity ([M/H]

< -0.95 dex). Table 1 summarizes the numbers of

MPTnD candidates across these classifications.

These three populations of MPTnD candidates can

also be compared with known Galactic components

through their histograms of [Al/Fe], [Mg/Mn], and

[C+N/Fe] in lower panels of Fig. 4. The distribu-

tions of accretion stars for all three elements match

the distribution location of the general accreted halo

(purple shadows). Therefore, they are surely rejected

as MPTnD stars. HP-MPTnD stars almost follow the

distribution of the canonical thin disk (green shadows),

but with slightly lower [Al/Fe] and higher [Mg/Mn].

Comparing to the HP-MPTnD, the distributions of LP-

MPTnD stars are more close to those of the thick disk

(orange shadows). The most significant difference be-

tween HP-MPTnD and LP-MPTnD stars lies in their

[Mg/Mn] distributions, which are consistent with the

significant differences in the distribution of this element

in the canonical thin and thick disks.

In summary, through the analysis of three additional

chemical elements, we have narrowed down our search

and identified 56 candidates that are highly likely to be

real MPTnD stars.

3.3. Spatial and Kinematic Properties

Apart from the rotational velocity (Vϕ), we can also

discuss these MPTnD candidates from other spatial and

kinematic characteristics. For spatial distributions, we

focus on Rg and Zmax. In terms of kinematic properties,

we investigate distributions of orbital eccentricity (ecc)

and orbital inclination (θL). It should be noted that

our parent sample is based on APOGEE DR17, and

the spatial coverage is incomplete due to the limitations

of its survey range. Nevertheless, we can still compare

the relative differences in the distributions between the

MPTnD candidates and other known Galactic compo-

nents.

Firstly, examining the HP-MPTnD stars (green sym-

bols in all panels of Fig. 5), it is evident that they con-

stitute a natural extension of the thin disk (cyan dashed

line with shadow) towards the more metal-poor region

in all four distributions (Rg, Zmax, ecc, and θL). Slight

deviations from the thin disk and differences between

two subsamples of HP-MPTnD stars ([M/H]>-0.95 dex

and [M/H]<-0.95 dex, represented by solid and hollow

circles, respectively) align with the expected correlations

between [M/H] and these four parameters. Specifically,

more metal-poor stars having slightly larger Rg, Zmax

and θL values, but maintaining relatively round orbits.

The situation of LP-MPTnD stars (brown symbols)

is somewhat ambiguous. As the higher-metallicity sub-

sample lies between extensions of the thin and thick

disks, while the lower-metallicity subsample appears

to follow the accreted halo. It is clear that this class

of MPTnD candidates is significantly contaminated by

halo or thick disk populations.

Compared to HP-MPTnD and LP-MPTnD stars, ac-

cretion stars are definitely closer to the accreted halo,

despite differences in Rg and ecc. Given the diffuse

distribution and larger uncertainties of accreted halo

stars, these differences are within an acceptable range.

Certainly, these discrepancies may also indicate that ac-

creted halo stars with large Rg and with more circular

orbits are related.

In all, the spatial distribution and kinematic proper-

ties further corroborate the three classification of the

MPTnD candidates and reaffirms that HP-MPTnD

stars are well defined metal-poorer thin disk stars.

3.4. Age Distributions

In this subsection, we use the age measurements from

Sanders & Das (2018). We reject stars with age uncer-

tainties larger than 1.5 Gyr and our age estimates of

sample have typical uncertainties of ∼ 0.08 in log(age).

For our MPTnD candidates, only a subset has age

measurements, all of which are either HP-MPTnD or

LP-MPTnD stars, with most having [M/H]> -0.95 dex

(see numbers in parentheses in Table 1). Nevertheless,

the shortage of data does not effect on measurements

of median ages of these two subsamples. The circular

symbols in Fig. 6 represent the median metallicity and

age of each subsample, with error bars indicating their

dispersions. The large dispersion in age is mainly due to

their uncertainties rather than the intrinsic dispersion.

The HP-MPTnD subsamples align with the age-

metallicity trend of thin disk stars, suggesting they

formed in the early stage of the thin disk formation and
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Figure 4. Top panels from left to right: Projections of the MPTnD candidates along the [Mg/Mn]-[Al/Fe], [C+N/Fe]-[Mg/Mn]
and [Al/Fe]-[C+N/Fe] planes. The error bars in the bottom-left corner of each panel represent the typical uncertainties of the
corresponding parameters. The black contours denote 1σ, 2σ and 3σ number density distributions of the parent sample. In
panel (a), the dashed line defines our criteria to separate in-situ disk and accretion star populations. The solid line further splits
the disk into the thick disk and the thin disk. We also note that the quoted criteria is very similar to the one employed by
Horta et al. (2021); Naidu et al. (2022). The MPTnD candidates falling into the thin disk region are identified as HP-MPTnD
stars shown in green circles, while stars falling into the thick disk region are classified as LP-MPTnD stars shown in brown
circles, others are classified as accretion stars shown in blue circles. The stars with [M/H] < -0.95 dex are shown with hollow
circles. Bottom panels from left to right: The distributions of three classifications of MPTnD candidates in [Al/Fe], [Mg/Mn]
and [C+N/Fe]. The orange, cyan, and purple shadows in the background are typical distribution ([16%, 84%]) of the thick disk,
the thin disk and the accreted halo stars, respectively. The HP-MPTnD, LP-MPTnD stars and accretion stars are shown in the
green, brown and blue histograms, respectively.

slightly after the formation of the most metal-rich thick

disk stars. Comparing with stars of similar metallicity,

they are about 2.5 Gyr younger than their thick disk

counterparts.

For LP-MPTnD stars, the age of more metal-rich

subsample (solid brown symbol) is similar to that of

the thick disk. While it is more dispersed, indicating a

mixed population of thin disk, thick disk, and accreted

halo stars. On the other hand, the more metal-poor

subsample (hollow brown circle) has younger age, which

is consistent with an accreted halo origin.

4. IMPLICATIONS ON FORMATION OF THE

GALACTIC DISC

Through the analysis of Section 3, we confirmed

the existence of a population of more metal-poor

stars within the low-α sequence, including at least

56 HP-MPTnD stars between -1.2 dex < [M/H] < -

0.8 dex. This result is similar to the recent work of

Fernández-Alvar et al. (2024), who claims that the

chemo-dynamically defined thin disk begins to appear at

metallicities between -1 and -0.7 dex.

The existence of these more metal-poor thin disk

stars, which at least down to [M/H] ∼ -0.95 dex, can

serve as a diagnostic tool to test different models of

Galactic disk formation. In the following, we will briefly

discuss this issue in the context of the two most pre-

vailing models: the continuous-accretion model and the

two-infall model.

The continuous-accretion model posits that the thick

disk and thin disk are two components of a single, con-

tinuously formed Galactic disk (e.g., Sharma et al. 2021;

Park et al. 2021). Within this framework, typical metal-

poor stars ([M/H] < -0.8) formed during the early stages
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Figure 5. The spatial (Rg and Zmax) and dynamical distributions (ecc and θL) of Galactic components. The orange and cyan
lines with shadow represent the standard deviations of corresponding parameters as functions of metallicity for the thick and
thin disk, respectively. The purple rectangle represent the typical distribution ([16%, 84%]) of accreted halo stars (in the blue
box of Fig. 2). The green, brown and blue symbols with errorbars represent HP-MPTnD, LP-MPTnD stars and accretion stars
respectively, with solid circles for [M/H] > -0.95 dex and hollow circles for [M/H] < -0.95 dex.

Figure 6. The age distributions for the galactic compo-
nents. The symbols are the same as in Fig. 5.

of disk formation. A subset of these stars, unaffected

by subsequent disk heating processes, may retain thin

disk-like kinematics. However, the short timescale of the

early star formation resulted in elevated α-enhancement

([α/M] > 0.25 dex), which is clearly inconsistent with

the observed low-α characteristics of HP-MPTnD stars.

Alternatively, low-α stars primarily originate from the

secular star formation process in the later stage. Despite

slower metal enrichment in the outer disk leading to

lower stellar metallicities, the formation of very metal-

poor stars remains challenging. For instance, according

to Sharma et al. (2021), in the outermost regions of

the disk (Rg ∼ 12 − 14 kpc), which is comparable to

the Rg of our HP-MPTnD sample, low-α sequence stars

are predicted to have [M/H] ∼ -0.5 dex. This value is

significantly higher than the well-established metallicity

floor of -0.95 dex for our HP-MPTnD sample. Even

considering observational uncertainties. Thus, the like-

lihood of observing such a low-α metal-poor population

in the outer disk region is exceedingly small. In other

words, the existence of HP-MPTnD stars seems to have

an irreconcilable contradiction with the predictions of



9

the continuous-accretion model.

In contrast, the two-infall model offers a more flexible

framework to address this issue. Within this model,

the early gas infall triggered the first starburst and con-

tributed to the formation of the high-α sequence (thick

disk stars). The subsequent secular star formation of

low-α stars (outer thin disk stars) was caused by sec-

ond major gas infall (Chiappini et al. 1997; Lian et al.

2020a). The late accretion of gas diluted the local Milky

Way’s gas, which had been enriched by the first infall.

Then, the metallicity of stars formed in the early phase

of the second gas infall is completely determined by the

mixing ratio of two kinds of gas and their individual

metallicities. Thus, these stars can exhibit a broad

range of metallicities.

Nevertheless, the existence of HP-MPTnD stars can

provide significant constraints on the two-infall model.

Firstly, it offers insights into the timing of the second

infall, which coincides with the birth of MPTnD stars.

Given the potential systematic biases from different

age measurement methods, we confine our discussion

within the sample of Sanders & Das (2018), to compare

the relative timings of the second infall with other disk

components. The second infall event occurred approxi-

mately 5.5 Gyr ago. Referring to Fig. 6 of this paper and

Fig. 7 of HS22, we can infer that the second major gas

infall began shortly after the formation of the canonical

thick disk, but slightly before the formation of inner

part of the thin disk. This might suggest that the sec-

ond infall gas cooling down more efficiently in the outer

region of Galactic disk, leading to earlier star formation.

Secondly, MPTnD stars impose a stringent constraint

on the metallicity of the infalling gas. The infalling gas

must be sufficiently metal-poor, otherwise mixing with

the local gas would easily lead to a more metal-rich thin

disk tail. For example, with only 11% of the local gas

having a metallicity of [M/H]=0 dex, it is possible to

enrich the pristine infalling gas to [M/H]=-0.95 dex.

That means a major gas infall with large mass and

extremely metal-poor is required. Alternatively, if the

infalling gas comes from accreted dwarf galaxies, the

metallicity of MPTnD stars-assuming they are entirely

formed from this infalling gas-imposes an upper mass

limit on dwarf galaxies. Since there is liner correlation

between the mass and gas metallicity of dwarf galaxies

(Equation (7) in Savaglio et al. 2005), the more massive

dwarf galaxy, the more metal-rich of its remaining gas.

Then, the upper limit of gas metallicity results in an up-

per limit on galaxy mass. Taking the [O/H] abundance

of our HP-MPTnD sample (∼ -0.8 dex) that is derived

from APOGEE DR17, we estimate an upper limit of ap-

proximately 106M⊙ for the mass of individual accreted

dwarf galaxies. Such a mass is significantly smaller

than that of the Milky Way’s thin disk. Therefore, it

implies that the Milky Way must have experienced a

late-time infall of large amount of relatively pristine gas.

While the qualitative analysis above cannot entirely

rule out the continuous model, it suggests that the more

metal-poor the stars are at the low-α end, the greater

the likelihood that the galactic disk formed through two

or more major gas infall events.

5. CONCLUSION

This work aimed to explore the metal-poor tail of the

thin disk and shed light on the formation of the Galactic

disk. Through our chemical and kinematic analyses, we

demonstrated that thin disk stars can exhibit metallic-

ities as low as -0.8 to -1.2 dex, significantly lower than

the previously established lower limit of -0.7 dex.

Based on the chemical and kinematic data from

APOGEE DR17 and Gaia DR3, we firstly identified

a set of the metal-poor thin disk (MPTnD) candidates

with lower α-enhancement and higher rotational veloc-

ity through an examination of the [α/M]- Vϕ plane.

Using this sample, we confirm the claim of some pre-

vious works that the lower metallicity limit of the thin

disk should be lower than -0.95 dex.

We further refined this sample by excluding contami-

nated accreted-halo stars and suspected thick disk stars

using specific elemental abundance ratios ([Mg/Mn],

[Al/Fe], and [C+N/Fe]). This process resulted in the

confirmation of 56 high-possibility MPTnD stars. Sub-

sequent analyses of spatial (Rg, Zmax) and kinematic

(ecc, θL) distributions confirmed that these HP-MPTnD

stars belong to the metal-poor tail of the Milky Way’s

thin disk.

The existence of these very metal-poor thin disk stars

offers valuable constraints on the Milky Way’s disk for-

mation scenario. The observed low metallicity limit of

the thin disk supports the two-infall model, suggesting

that the second major gas infall event occurred slightly

later than the formation of the thick disk.
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