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ABSTRACT

Using nearly 230,000 red clump (RC) stars selected from LAMOST and Gaia, we conduct a comprehen-
sive analysis of the stellar age-velocity dispersion relations (AVRs) for various disk populations, within
5.0< R<15.0kpc and |Z| <3.0kpc. The AVRs of the whole RC sample stars are accurately described as
Oy =04y, (T+ 0.1)%v, with Bg, B4 and Bz displaying a global exponential decreasing trend with R, which may
point to the difference in spatial distributions of various disk heating mechanisms. The measurements of 5 — R
for various disks suggest that the thin disk exhibits a radial dependence, with a global exponential decreasing
trend in 8r — R and 3z —R, while 34 remains a nearly constant value (around 0.20~0.25) within 8.5 < R <
11.5kpc. The thick disk displays a global increasing trend in Sz — R, B4 — R and 5 — R. These results indi-
cate that the thin disk stars are likely heated by long-term heating from GMCs and spiral arms, while thick disk
stars are likely heated by some violent heating process from merger and accretion, and/or formed by the inside-
out and upside-down star formation scenarios, and/or born in the chaotic mergers of gas-rich systems and/or
turbulent ISM. Our results also suggest that the disk perturbation by a recent minor merger from Sagittarius
may have occurred within 3.0 Gyr.

Keywords: Stars: abundance — Stars: kinematics — Galaxy: kinematics and dynamics — Galaxy: disk —Galaxy:

structure

1. INTRODUCTION

The dynamic history of the Milky Way is imprinted in stel-
lar kinematics. Therefore, the measurement of stellar kine-
matics as a function of stellar ages over a larger disk volume
can not only make a deep understanding of the nature of the
disk, but also constrain the dynamic history of our galaxy
(e.g., [Holmberg & Nordstrom & Andersen| 2009} [Minchev,|
(Chiappint & Martig|[2013). One of the hottest topics is the
study of stellar age-velocity dispersion relations (AVRs) (e.g.,
[Stromberg|1946; |Casagrande et al.[2011; Sharma et al.[2014)).

The AVRs are widely confirmed to be a powerful tool for
constraining the structures and evolution of the Milky Way
(e.g., [Wielen| [1977; Nordstrom et al.| 2004; [Sharma et al
2021). Those results indicate that the stellar velocity disper-
sions display a global increasing trend with age in the solar
vicinity (e.g.,[Aumer & Binney|2009; [Yu & Liu/2018).

Spitzer & Schwarzschild (1951, 1953) first to demonstrate
that Giant Molecular Clouds (GMCs) could contribute to the
disk heating, while Barbanis & Woltjer (1967) suggested sim-
ilar effects from transient spiral arms. These ideas have been
further developed in several studies (e.g, Jenkins & Binney|

[T990; [Fuchs|2001). Most of those results suggested that the
slope of the vertical AVR in the solar neighborhood is well-

modeled as o7 o 777 with B; ~ 025 (e.g., 1984;

[Hanninen & Flynn|2002), while it is usually obviously smaller
than observations (where 7 is closer to 0.35-0.6, e.g.,
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Ien|[1977; [Seabroke & Gilmore| 2007} [Soubiran et al.|[2008;
Sun et al.[2024a). An increased contribution from GMCs
heating during the early stage of disk evolution can be invoked
to address these discrepancies (e.g., [Aumer et al.|[2016alb)),
and a recent analysis based on APOGEE-Gaia data work-
ing on the vertical actions as a function of age in low-[a/Fe]
stars is likely to confirm this notion (Ting & Rix||2019). In
addition, some non-axisymmetric features, such as the well-
known bars, warp, flare, as well as rich substructures, may
also contribute to a part of the disk heating (e.g.,|Grand et al.
2016; Mackereth et al|[2019; [Sun et al|[20244} [Antoja et al.
2018).

However, some observations tend to detect a jump in the

AVRs for stars older than 7.0~9.0 Gyr (e.g., Quillen & Gar-
2001 [Sun et al|[2024a). This is likely related to a

thick disk component, and points to the disk heating may re-

quire some violent dynamical events 1992). High-

resolution cosmological simulations revealed a possible vi-
olent heating agent, that is, the perturbations from mergers
by relatively massive (M > 10 M) satellite
2016). This is particularly relevant since the Galaxy may
be heated by the merger (e.g., [Villalobos & Helmil [2008};

Minchev et al|[2014} Belokurov et al.| 2018} Deason et al.|
2018}, [Helmi et al.|[2018; [Kruijssen et al|2019). Furthermore,

accretion from satellite galaxies (Abadi et al.|[2003), and the
infall of misaligned gas (e.g., Roskar et al.|2010; Sharma et|
2012; [Aumer & White |[2013), may also play important
roles in the disk violent heating. However, the impact of these
violent heating events on the dynamics of the Galactic disk
remains to be fully explored.

Recent studies suggested it has been informative to look at
how the AVRs change with stellar populations (e.g.,|Yu & Liu
2018}, [Mackereth et al]2019; [Sun et al[20244). Most of those
indicate that the thin and thick disks display an obvious gap
in AVRs in the solar neighborhood, which may be related to
the significant difference in the heating, formation and evolu-
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Figure 1. Spatial distribution in the R - Z plane, of the sample stars, color-
coded by the mean stellar ages. There are no less than 8 stars in each bin,
with spaced 0.1 kpc in both axes. The top panel displays histograms of frac-
tion number density (f = N;/Niot) distributions along the radial direction.
Here, INV; represents the number of stars in each radial bin, and Niot denotes
the total number of stars in the whole sample.

tion histories of the two disks (Mackereth et al.[[2019; Sun et
al|2024a). However, a detailed analysis of the AVRs based
on different stellar populations is still not yet well measured
over a larger disk volume since the samples used in previous
studies lack accurate measurement of the stellar age and kine-
matics (e.g., Aumer & Binney|2009; Yu & Liu/2018), which
would enable a credible assessment of the disk heating, for-
mation and evolution histories. At present, the larger sample
of red clump (RC) stars (e.g.,[Huang et al.[[2020; 'Wang et al.
2023)) selected from LAMOST (e.g., Deng et al.|2012; |Cui et
al.| 2012 Liu et al.| 2014} Yuan et al./2015)), combined with
stellar kinematic parameters from Gaia data (e.g., (Gaia Col-
laboration et al.|2023alb}; |Recio-Blanco et al.|2023)), presents
an excellent opportunity to study this field. Based on this sam-
ple, it is possible to conduct an exhaustive study of the AVRs
in a larger disk volume, thereby constraining the disk heating
and evolution histories.

This paper is structured as follows. In Section2, we de-
scribe the data used in this paper, and present our results and
discussion in Section 3. Finally, our main conclusions are
summarized in Section 4.

2. DATA

In this paper, we mainly used a sample with 228,820 RC
stars selected Huang et al. (2020) and Wang et al. (2023)
with selecting the sources with a high signal-to-noise ra-
tio (S/N) for the common targets. The typical uncertain-
ties of the line-of-sight velocity (V;), effective temperature
(Tet), surface gravity (log,) [a/Fe] and [Fe/H] are 5 km s™L,
100K, 0.10dex, 0.03—0.05dex and 0.10—0.15 dex, respec-
tively (e.g.,|Xiang et al.|2017; |[Huang et al.[[2020; |Wang et al.
2023)). Based on the standard-candle nature of these RC stars,
their distance error is typically smaller than around 5%—-10%.
To further improve the accuracy of the kinematic estimation,
we update the atmospheric parameters of the whole RC stars
to Gaia DR3 (e.g.,|Gaia Collaboration et al.|[2023alb; Recio-
Blanco et al.[2023).

The standard Galactocentric cylindrical Coordinate (R, ¢,
Z) is used in this paper, with the three velocity components
respectively Vg, V4 and V.. To estimate the 3D positions
and kinematics, we assume the Galactocentric distance of the

Sun as R, = 8.34 kpc (Reid et al.|[2014), the local circu-
lar velocity as V.o = 238 km s™* (e.g., |Reid & Brunthaler
2004 |Schonrich et al.[2010; [Schonrich|2012; Reid et al.[2014
Huang et al.|2016}; IBland-Hawthorn & Gerhard|2016)) and the
solar motions as (Ug, Ve, We) = (13.00,12.24,7.24) km
s~ (Schonrich & Dehnen[2018).

The velocity dispersions (o) per bin are estimated by 3¢
clipping produced, and to further improve the accuracy of the
stellar kinematics, we use cuts with stellar SNRs > 20 and
the distance error < 10%. Those cuts can ensure the deter-
mined uncertainties of the 3D velocities are typical within
5.0km s~!. We also adopt the cuts with |V,| < 120 km
s~! and [Fe/H] > —1.0 dex to exclude any possible halo
stars (Huang et al|[2018; Hayden et al.|2020). We also re-
moved the so-called “young” [a/Fe]-enhanced stars with age
< 6.0 Gyr and [a/Fe] > 0.15 dex since their true ages are con-
firmed have been underestimated, that is caused by the present
large masses result from the binary merger or mass transfer
(e.g.,/Sun et al|2020). With the above conditions, we finally
selected 159,752 RC stars, and the stellar age distribution of
the final RC sample stars in the R—Z plane is shown in Fig. 1.

To gain a deep understanding of the disk heating and evolu-
tion histories from the AVRs, we further separate our sample
into thin and thick disks on the [Fe/H]-[«a/Fe] plane similar to
Sun et al. (2023, 2024a), and finally, 19,261 stars and 128,878
stars are selected for the thick and thin disks, respectively. The
properties of the two disks are shown in Table 1.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
3.1. The AVRs of the whole RC sample stars

The AVRs of the whole RC sample stars are shown in Fig. 2,
color-coded by stellar R. The panels from left to right rep-
resent the AVR of velocity in radial, azimuthal and vertical
directions, respectively.

The velocity dispersion (o) of the whole RC sample dis-
plays an obvious global trend with stellar age and R, which
increase with stellar age and decrease with R (see Fig.2).
In the solar neighbourhood (8.0 < R < 9.0kpc), the op,

o, and oz increases steadily from, respectively, 34.0kms™!,

20.0kms~! and 15.0km s~ at age ~ 3.0 Gyr to, respectively,
50.0kms~!, 35.0kms~! and 32.0kms~! at age larger than
around 9.0 Gyr. This result is in good agreement with pre-
vious studies in the solar neighborhood (e.g., Yu & Liu/2018};
Sun et al.[2024a). In the outer disk regions (R > 10.0 kpc), the
AVRs in oz show one R bin intersect another, which may be
related to the well-known disk flare nature in the outer Galac-
tic disk (e.g., Minchev et al.|[2015; [Mackereth et al.|[2017;
Sanders|2018). In addition, the significant warp of the out disk
(e.g., Jonsson & McMillan|2024; |Uppal et al.|[2024; Khanna
et al.[2024; [Liu et al.|2024; |Sun et al.|2024d)) and the distur-
bance in the outer disk (e.g., McMillan et al.[2022), may also
contribute to this behavior.

The AVR profile of the whole RC sample displays signifi-
cant variations across various R bins, with the trend flattening
out as R increases (see Fig. 2). We fitted these profiles with a
simple power law as follows:

Oy = 0y o(T + O.l)ﬁ“ (D

Here we set velocity dispersion (o) changes with (7 +0.1)%
since the stellar birth velocity dispersion contributes AVRs is
typically considered to be no less than 0.1 Gyr (e.g., Sharma
et al.|2021). The o ¢ is the constant of the exponential growth
of o, with age (7).
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Table 1

The properties of thin and thin disk populations.

Name (R) (V) oR oy oz (VRVz) Number n (ratio)
(kpc) (kms—1) (kms—1) (kms—1) (kms—1) (km? s~2)
Thin disk 10.08 224.82 34.59 22.88 19.72 19.51 128,878 80.67%
Thick disk 8.57 176.94 65.47 54.07 41.32 115.91 19,261 12.06%
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Figure 2. The AVRs of the whole RC sample stars at different R bins, color-coded by mean R. From left to right represent respectively the AVR of o, oy and
o z. The dashed lines represent the best fit with equation (1) for various R bins.

The best fits of AVRs are plotted by dashed lines in Fig. 2,
and the best-fit parameters (3) as a function of R are shown in
Fig.3. The Br, 84 and Bz display a global decreasing trend as
R increases, with the Br, B4 and 5z decreases steadily from,
respectively, 0.33, 0.36 and 0.54 at R ~ 8.5kpc to, respec-
tively, 0.17, 0.30 and 0.39 at R larger than around 11.5 kpc.
We can also observe that the trend of 5, — R becomes notice-
ably flat at R > 10.5 kpc, which is likely also related to disk
flare in the outer Galactic disk. The results also indicate that
a global trend with Sr < B4 < 7 at the same R. This global
trend is also confirmed in the solar neighborhood by previous
studies (e.g.,|Yu & Liu|2018} [Sun et al.|2024a).

In the solar neighborhood (8.0 < R < 9.0kpc), our results
indicate that S = 0.333 & 0.011, B4= 0.362 £ 0.010, and
Bz=0.537 £ 0.013, which are in good agreement with pre-
vious observations with Sz = 0.19 ~ 0.35 and 87 = 0.35 ~
0.6 (e.g., |/ Aumer & Binney|2009; |Sharma et al.|2014; [Sun et
al|[20244a), while being slightly larger than that of the predic-
tion from simulations of GMCs with Sz = 0.21 + 0.02, 8 =
0.26 £ 0.03 (e.g.,|Lacey||1984; [Hanninen & Flynn|2002). The
reason for this discrepancy may be clarified by our results in

Fig.2. The results display all AVRs have a significant jump
increasing at age around 7.0~9.0 Gyr, which may be related
to a thick disk component that is caused by some violent heat-
ing from merger (e.g., |Quinn et al.|[1993} Grand et al.|2016),
accretion (Abadi et al.[2003)), and the infall of misaligned gas
(e.g.,|Roskar et al.|2010; Sharma et al.|2012)), and/or is born
in the chaotic mergers of gas-rich systems and/or turbulent in-
terstellar medium (ISM; e.g., [Brook et al.|2004, 2007, 2012}
Wisnioski et al.[2015)).

The global trends of 3 — R in our results are obviously
(see Fig.3), with all profiles break at R ~ 8.5kpc, with ad-
ditional 34 — R profile also break at R ~ 11.5kpc. Since the
number of stars in the bin of R =[7.0, 8.0] kpc is larger than
8,000 stars, it can ensure the statistical reliability, and there-
fore, the Ry eqr ~ 8.5 kpc may be caused by the stars in inner
disk region trending to be distributed at large vertical Galac-
tic heights (see Fig. 1). The Ryreqr ~ 11.5kpc of B4 — R we
consider that may be related to a recent disk heating event.
Support for this hypothesize comes from the AVRs in o4 at R
=[12.0, 13.0]kpc and R =[13.0, 14.0] kpc, which display the
stars with age range from ~3.0 Gyr to ~7.0 Gyr have a sim-
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Figure 3. The best fit parameter (5) of Equation (1) as a function of R of the whole RC sample stars, with the Br, 84 and 3 are plotted by different colors.

ilar value in o4, meaning those stars are likely to be rapidly
heated to such large azimuthal velocity dispersion in a short
time-scale by a violent event. Considering that the o4 of stars
with age younger than ~3.0 Gyr obviously larger than that of
stars with age = 6.0~7.0 Gyr in these R bins, we suggest this
violent event may have occurred within 3.0 Gyr, which may
be the minor merger/perturbation from the Sagittarius passing
by (e.g.,|Gomez et al.|2012alb; |Laporte et al.[2018}; (Carrillo et
al[2019)

At 8.5 < R < 11.5kpc, the S — R and 5z — R have a
similar gradient, which is slightly stronger than the gradient
of B4 — R, meaning that the S and (7 are sensitive with
R than that of 34, which may be related to the difference in
spatial distributions of various disk heating mechanisms.

We fit the profiles of 8 — R with a exponential function:

R - Ry
Ri)

Bv(R) = 51},0 €xXp (_ (2)

Here, we defined the 3, does exponential decrease with R,

where 3, ¢ represent the value of the 3, at solar radius (R =
8.34kpc), and the R, represent the scale length of the expo-
nential decrease of 3,,.

Considering the Ry...; in AVRs and the Sagittarius per-
turbation on the contribution of 54 — R at R > 11.5kpc we
discussed above, we only fit the profiles of Sz — R and 8z
—R at R > 8.5kpc, and fit the profile of 35 — Rat 8.5 < R <
11.5kpc. The results of the best fits are plotted with dashed
lines as shown in Fig. 3.

The result yields Sr = 0.348 exp (—(R — 8.34)/4.936),
Bg = 0.354 exp (—(R —8.34)/18.265) and Sz = 0.515 exp
(—(R—8.34)/8.695). Based on the best fits, we can accu-
rately determine the 8g, Sgand Bz at the solar radius (R =
8.34kpc) are Br o =0.348 £ 0.007, B4 o = 0.354 & 0.005 and
Bz,0 =0.515 = 0.007, which are in good agreement with the
previous observations in the solar neighborhood (e.g., Aumer
& Binney|[2009; |Sharma et al.|2014; Sun et al.|2024a)), while
is also slightly larger than that of the prediction from simula-
tions of the scattering by GMCs (e.g., Lacey||1984; Hinninen
& Flynn[2002).
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3.2. The AVRs of the thin and thick disks

The fact that the increasing trend in AVRs is the contri-
bution of Galactic dynamical heating, from the scattering of
GMCs and spiral arms, and the resonance with the Galactic
bar (e.g., [Kalnajs| [1991; [Dehnen| 1998, [2000; |Antoja et al.
2014; Sun et al.|2024c), as well as the perturbation of disk
sub-structures (e.g., |Antoja et al.|[2018} [Hunt et al. 2018).
Most of these heating processes result in a simple power-
law increase in velocity dispersions with age, that is o, o
7P (e.g., Lacey| 1984} Hinninen & Flynn/[2002). Therefore,
the AVRs display a jump increase at age = 7.0~9.0 Gyr (see
Fig. 2) is a surprising result. Similar result is also detected by
previous observations in the solar neighborhood, which sug-
gested that this jump is likely related to a thick disk com-
ponent caused by merger events (Quillen & Garnett 2001}
House et al.2011)), while other studies tend to suggest a sim-
ple power-law profile in AVRs that shaped by long-term heat-
ing (Aumer & Binney|2009; |Sharma et al.[2021)).

To further explore those debates, we present the AVRs in

terms of chemically thin and thick disks in Fig. 4, and plot 8
— R in Fig. 5. The thin and thick disks at the same R bin dis-
play a significant gap in AVRs (see Fig.4), which indicates
that the youngest thick disk stars with age = 3.0~6.0 Gyr typ-
ically exhibit larger velocity dispersions than the oldest thin
disk stars with age = 9.0~13.0 Gyr, suggesting an obvious
difference in the heating histories of the thin and thick disks.
Similar behavior has also been reported by previous studies
in the solar neighborhood (e.g., Sun et al.|2024a)). It is worth
noting that the jump in AVRs at age = 7.0~9.0 Gyr has almost
disappeared in the thin and thick disks results (see Fig. 4), in-
dicating that this jump in AVRs of the whole sample stars
most likely points to the presence of a thick disk component
that shaped by some violent heating processes. In addition,
in the outer disk regions (R > 10.0kpc), the AVRs of o for
thin disk stars show one R bin intersects another, while the
thick disk displays no such obvious behavior, which indicates
that the flare in the outer disk is a unique property of the thin
disk (e.g., Vickers et al.[|2021} |Sun et al.|2024b; Khanna et al.
2024).
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In Fig.5, the Sr and Bz of the thin disk also display a
global decreasing trend with R, in the Galactic anti-center di-
rection. The Sr decreases steadily from 0.23 at R ~ 8.5 kpc
to 0.12 at R larger than around 12.5 kpc, and the 57 slightly
decreases from 0.46 at R ~ 8.5kpc to 0.40 at R larger than
around 12.5kpc. Apart from the fact that a rapid decrease in
B¢ caused by a recently minor merger by Sagittarius at R >
11.5kpc can still be found, the 3, of the thin disk seem to
display no obvious dependence on R, with 3,4 shows nearly
constant value with around 0.20~0.25. These values are in
rough agreement with the prediction by long-term heating
from GMCs (Spitzer & Schwarzschild||1953; Jenkins||{1992)
and spiral arms (Bissantz et al.|2003; Combes [2014).

The Br of the thick disk shows an obviously increasing
trend with R, it increases steadily from 0.05 at R ~ 7.5 kpc
to 0.25 at R ~ 11.5 kpc. However, the 34 and 3z of the thick
disk display a global weak increasing trend (or an almost con-
stant value, that is 34 = 0.05~0.15 and 87 = 0.15~0.20) with
R. These results combined with the global large velocity dis-
persions (see Fig. 4) of the thick disk stars indicate that these
stars are likely heated by some violent heating process by
merger and accretion (e.g., Kazantzidis et al.|2008; Belokurov
et al.| 2018 |[Kruijssen et al.|2019). The increasing trends in 3
— R of the thick disk stars may indicate that the special star
formation mechanism of these stars, such as, the “inside-out”
and “upside-down” star formation scenarios (e.g., Kawata et
al.|2017; |Schonrich & McMillan|2017; Bird et al.[2021). In
addition, the globally small value of 3 for the thick disk stars
indicates that these stars, at all ages, display almost similar
large velocity dispersions (a similar result is observed in the
AVRs shown in Fig.4). Although we cannot fully rule out
the effectiveness of the AVRs, this finding also suggests that
these stars are likely to have been rapidly heated to such large
velocity dispersions in a short time-scale (Quinn et al.||[1993;
Abadi et al.|[2003), or are likely born in the chaotic mergers
of gas-rich systems and/or turbulent ISM (e.g., Brook et al.
2004, 2007; Wisnioski et al.|2015)).

The global profiles can also be clearly found in Sz — R for
the thin and thick disks within 8.5 < R < 11.5kpc (see Fig. 5),
while only the Sr — R and 8 — R profiles of the thin disk ex-
hibit obvious exponential decreases, following Equation (2),
others tend to display linear function shapes, and therefore,
we fit the Sr — R and Bz — R profiles of the thin disk using
Equation (2), and fit other profiles with a linear function. The
best-fit results are shown with dashed lines in Fig. 5.

The results yield the thin disk are (i =
0.237exp (—(R—8.34)/7.241), B4 = 0.005R+0.184,
and Bz = 0.440exp (—(R — 8.34)/36.937). The thick disk
are Sr = 0.034 R—0.148, 84 = 0.014 R —0.065, and 8z
= 0.013 R+0.057. Based on the best-fit results, we can
accurately determine the SR, 84 and 5z of the thin disk stars
at the solar radius (R = 8.34kpc) are g, = 0.237 £ 0.013,
B0 =0.226 £ 0.011 and Bz = 0.440 £ 0.015. The thick
disk stars at the solar radius are Sg o = 0.136 £ 0.015, B4 o
= 0.052 £ 0.013 and Bz = 0.165 £+ 0.016. Our thin disk
results are in good agreement with the previous observations
in the solar neighborhood (e.g., [Yu & Liu/[2018; [Sun et al.
2024al), and align well with predictions from simulations of
the scattering by GMCs (e.g.,|Lacey|1984;|Hanninen & Flynn
2002) and spiral arms (e.g.,|De Simone et al.[2004).

4. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we used a sample with nearly 230,000 RC
stars selected from LAMOST surveys to make a detailed

analysis of the AVRs for different disk populations, in a large
disk volume (5.0 < R < 15.0kpc, and |Z| < 3.0kpc). We
find that:

e The AVRs of the whole RC sample stars can be well de-
scribed as 0, = 0,0 (T + 0.1)%» with the j3, decreases as R in-
creases, and exhibiting Sg = 0.348 exp (—(R — 8.34)/4.936),
By = 0354 exp(—(R—834)/18.265) and Bz =
0.515exp (—(R —8.34)/8.695). All AVRs of the whole
RC sample stars have an obvious jump increasing at around
age = 7.0~9.0 Gyr.

e The thin disk exhibits a radial dependence, with a
global exponential decreasing trend in Sr — R and 87 — R.
The Br decreases steadily from 0.23 at R ~ 8.5kpc to 0.12
at R larger than around 12.5kpc, and following Sr = 0.237
exp (—(R —8.34)/7.241). The (7 decreases slightly from
0.46 at R ~ 8.5kpc to 0.40 at R larger than around 12.5 kpc,
and following 3z = 0.440 exp (—(R — 8.34)/36.937). The (4
of the thin disk seem to display no obvious dependence on R
at 8.5 < R < 11.5kpc, with 34 = 0.20~0.25.

e The thick disk shows an obvious increasing trend in
Br — R, increasing steadily from Sr = 0.05 at R ~
7.5kpc to Br = 0.25 at R ~ 11.5kpc, and following Br
= 0.034 R —0.148. The 34 and Bz display a global weak
increasing trend (or an almost constant value, that is, 8y =
0.05~0.15 and 8z = 0.15~0.20) with R, and exhibiting 34 =
0.014 R —0.065 and 5z = 0.013 R+ 0.057.

These results indicate that the thin disk stars are likely
heated by long-term heating from GMCs and spiral arms,
while thick disk stars are likely heated by some violent
heating process from merger and accretion, and/or formed
by the inside-out and upside-down star formation scenarios,
and/or born in the chaotic mergers of gas-rich systems
and/or turbulent ISM. In addition, the signal of the disk
perturbation by a recent minor merger from Sagittarius can
be also detected in our result, and the result suggests this disk
perturbation event may have occurred within 3.0 Gyr.
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