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ABSTRACT

We present a resolved study of > 900 progenitors of Milky Way Analogs (MWAs) at 0.3 < z < 5

selected with abundance matching in the ten fields of the Canadian NIRISS Unbiased Cluster Survey

(CANUCS). Utilizing 18-21 bands of deep NIRCam, NIRISS, and HST photometry, we create resolved

stellar mass maps and star formation rate maps via spectral energy distribution fitting with Dense

Basis. We examine their resolved stellar mass and specific star formation rate (sSFR) profiles as a

function of galactocentric radius, and find clear evidence for inside-out mass assembly. The total M⋆ of

the inner 2 kpc regions of the progenitors remain roughly constant (109.3−9.4M⊙) at 2 < z < 5, while

the total M⋆ of the regions beyond 2 kpc increases by 0.8 dex, from 107.5M⊙ to 108.3M⊙. Additionally,

the sSFR of the outer regions increase with decreasing redshift, until z ∼ 2. The median Sérsic index

of the MWA progenitors stays nearly constant at n ∼ 1 at 2 < z < 5, while the half-mass radii of their

stellar mass profiles double. We perform additional morphological measurements on the stellar mass

maps via the Gini-M20 plane and asymmetry parameters. They show that the rate of double-peak

mergers and disturbances to galaxy structure also increase with redshift, with ∼ 50% of galaxies at

4 < z < 5 classified as disturbed, and ∼ 20% classified as ongoing mergers. Overall, the early evolution

of MWAs is revealed as chaotic, with significant mergers and high SFRs. Mass growth is primarily

inside-out and galaxies become more disk-like after z = 3.

Keywords: galaxies:evolution, galaxies:high-redshift, galaxies:interactions, milky way

1. INTRODUCTION

The present-day Milky Way is a large spiral galaxy

with a total stellar mass of ∼ 5 × 1010M⊙ (see Bland-

Hawthorn & Gerhard 2016; Helmi 2020 for reviews).

It contains a thin disk with ongoing star formation, a

∗ Banting Postdoctoral Fellow

dynamically hotter thick disk with older stars of lower

metallicity (e.g. Bensby et al. 2003; Fuhrmann 2011;

Licquia & Newman 2015; Kilic et al. 2017), and a cen-

tral region with a bar and a pseudobulge (e.g. Shen

et al. 2010; Wegg & Gerhard 2013; Wegg et al. 2015;

Portail et al. 2017; Barbuy et al. 2018). Stellar streams

in the Milky Way’s halo reveal remnants of galaxies
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that merged with the Milky Way (Helmi et al. 2018;

Belokurov et al. 2018; Horta & Schiavon 2024).

Compared to its peers of similar stellar mass, the

Milky Way (MW) can either be typical, or somewhat

abnormal. Work from Licquia et al. (2016) shows that

the MW lies on the Tully-Fisher relation for galaxies

(Tully & Fisher 1977). Fraser-McKelvie et al. (2019)

finds the MW lies within two standard deviations of

the star-forming main sequence (see Speagle et al. 2014;

Schreiber et al. 2015; Santini et al. 2017), however its

star formation rate is more consistent with a galaxy

transitioning from star-forming to quiescent, green val-

ley galaxy (Mutch et al. 2011). Its disk length scale

is also more compact physically compared to other spi-

rals of the same stellar mass (Bovy & Rix 2013; Licquia

et al. 2016). Depending on selection criteria, there exists

dozens to potentially hundreds of Milky Way Analogs

(MWAs) in the local universe, in terms of the galaxies’

mass, morphology, and star formation rate (e.g.Fraser-

McKelvie et al. 2019; Kormendy & Bender 2019; Board-

man et al. 2020a; Zhou et al. 2023). By comparing the

physical characteristics of the MW to its analogs (e.g.

Bovy & Rix 2013; Licquia et al. 2016; Boardman et al.

2020b), we gain a better understanding of the MW as

it exists in its current state. However, the galaxies of

the present-day universe had complex formation histo-

ries that we have only begun to glimpse from the current

era of high-redshift observations.

Recent studies of gravitationally lensed arcs via multi-

band photometry and spectroscopy from JWST reveal

very high redshift, reionization era galaxies that are pro-

genitors of many of the galaxies that we find in the local

universe. Among these are the Sunrise arc (Vanzella

et al. 2023) at z ∼ 5.9 with a total stellar mass of

106 − 107M⊙, the Firefly Sparkle (Mowla et al. 2024)

at z ∼ 8.3 with a total stellar mass of 105.3 − 106.3M⊙ ,

and the Cosmic Gems arc (Adamo et al. 2024; Bradley

et al. 2024) at z ∼ 10.2 with a total stellar mass of

107.38 − 107.75M⊙ These correspond to a lookback time

of ∼12.7 Gyr, ∼13.1 Gyr and ∼13.3 Gyr respectively.

These galaxies are gravitationally bound star clusters

with extremely high star formation rates. Although

these high-z protogalaxies are a far cry from the “grand-

design” spiral disks observed in the local universe, they

represent the earliest stages of galaxy formation, and fall

within the stellar mass range of possible progenitors of

MWAs.

A recent simulation study from Rusta et al. (2024)

has shown that the Firefly Sparkle’s stellar mass and

star formation history are consistent with that of a MW

type galaxy. They provide evidence for the hierarchical

assembly model of structure formation in the early uni-

verse (White & Rees 1978), supported by studies of the

chemical and kinematic properties of stars in the galactic

halo of the MW (e.g. Tumlinson 2010; Salvadori et al.

2010; Belokurov et al. 2018; Belokurov & Kravtsov 2022;

Xiang & Rix 2022). Hierarchical assembly also fits with

the most widely accepted model of the MW’s formation,

the so-called “inside-out” model, which posits the bulge

formed first, with the disk and halo coalescing around

it (see van den Bosch 1998; Abadi et al. 2003; Muñoz-

Mateos et al. 2007; Wang et al. 2011; Licquia et al. 2015;

Goddard et al. 2017).

With the advent of next generation high resolu-

tion hydrodynamical galaxy simulations such as TNG50

(Pillepich et al. 2019, 2023), FIRE (Hopkins 2015;

Oñorbe et al. 2015; Wetzel et al. 2016; Hopkins et al.

2018; Garrison-Kimmel et al. 2018), EAGLE (Schaye

et al. 2015; Bignone et al. 2019), and NIHAO-UHD

(Buck et al. 2020), we are now able to observe the forma-

tion of MW and M31-sized galaxies within these simula-

tions on the sub-kpc scale, along with more complex in-

teractions, such as the survival of the galactic disk after

major and minor mergers (Sotillo-Ramos et al. 2022), or

satellite galaxies that are gravitationally bound to MW

and M31 analogs (Engler et al. 2023). It is now possible

to verify the results from these state-of-the-art hydro-

dynamical simulations by comparison with spatially re-

solved observations from the high redshift universe (i.e.

Giménez-Arteaga et al. 2023; Estrada-Carpenter et al.

2024). As we have an enormous wealth of data from

JWST of many epochs from the early universe, we also

have a unique opportunity to link the high-z and low-

z universe via an observational approach. Now in the

JWST era, with deep, high-resolution, multiwavelength

surveys, one can trace the evolution of disk galaxies

further back in time. For example, Le Conte et al.

(2024) used the CEERS survey to trace the evolution

of resolved galaxy structures such as bars in disks from

1 < z < 3.

Previous studies which use observations to study

MWA progenitors used rest-frame optical and NIR flux

from HST as a proxy for stellar mass (van Dokkum et al.

2013; Patel et al. 2013, and Papovich et al. 2015), and

the maximum redshift reached was z ∼ 3. Tan et al.

(2024) performed the first resolved mass assembly study

but was limited to only z ∼ 2. In all of these studies, the

main disks have already formed by z ∼ 2.5. A recent

study using JWST photometry from Costantin et al.

(2023) has also found a MWA at z ∼ 3 with its disk

already formed. Thus, the results from these studies

favor neither inside-out nor outside-in models of forma-

tion, and the effect of galaxy interactions and mergers on

mass assembly was not well explored. Galaxy mergers
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are known to play a role in the evolution of the MW (i.e.

the last major merger of our galaxy, Gaia-Enceladus,

see Belokurov et al. 2018; Helmi et al. 2018), but how

common mergers are at different epochs of cosmic time,

and how they may drive other processes in addition to

mass assembly, such as starbursts or morphological dis-

turbances are less well understood.

In this paper, by utilizing the data from the Cana-

dian NIRISS Unbiased Cluster Survey (CANUCS), we

extend the study of spatially resolved galaxy mass as-

sembly to z ∼ 5. In doing so, we are able to provide

a more holistic picture of MWA formation from its ear-

liest steps to the present day. This paper is organized

as follows: Section 2 provides a summary of the cata-

logs used and the selection criteria for MWA progeni-

tors via abundance matching. Section 3.3 describes the

process of creating resolved stellar mass and star forma-

tion rate maps of our sample of MWA progenitors with

SED-fitting using Dense Basis. Section 4 demonstrates

the evidence for inside-out growth of MWA progenitors

from 2 < z < 5, and lockstep growth at 0 < z < 2 from

mass density and specific star formation rate densities.

Section 5 examines the morphological evolution of MWA

progenitors from chaotic, disturbed systems to rotation-

ally supported disks. For this work we assume a ΛCDM

cosmology with ΩΛ = 0.7, Ωm = 0.3, and H0 = 70

km/s/Mpc. We assume a Chabrier (2003) IMF.

2. DATA & SAMPLE SELECTION

2.1. Survey Design

We use the observations from the Canadian NIRISS

Unbiased Cluster Survey (CANUCS, see Willott et al.

2022) for its excellent depth at high-z and extensive

photmetric sampling. There are two fields for each clus-

ter in CANUCS: CLU denotes the cluster field, and

NCF denotes the “NIRCam Flanking” field. For the

CLU fields, the JWST NIRCam filters used are F090W,

F115W, F150W, F200W, F277W, F256W, F410M, and

F444W. For the NCF fields, the same wide band fil-

ters are also used, except for F200W. Additionally, NCF

fields are imaged by the medium band NIRCam fil-

ters F140M, F162M, F182M, F210M, F250M, F300M,

F335M, F360M, and F410M. All imaging information

for each field is described in Table 1. Details of PSF-

matching and catalog creation for CANUCS are de-

scribed in Willott et al. (2024) and Sarrouh et al. (2024).

Source detection and aperture photometry was done us-

ing the Photutils package from astropy (Bradley et al.

2016, 2023) as described in Asada et al. (2024a). See

§3.1 for typical aperture size used for each object in this

work, and additional details on resolved photometry.

For this work, we only make use of the photomet-

ric data. Additional imaging from HST/ACS and

HST/WFC3 are provided in the filters F435W, F606W,

F814W, F105W, F110W, F125W, and F160W for fields

that overlap with the Hubble Frontier Fields survey

(Lotz et al. 2017), i.e. both CLU and NCF for Abell 370,

MACS 0416, MACS 1149, as well as MACS0417CLU

and MACS1423CLU. However, for MACS0417NCF and

MACS1423NCF, there is no ACS imaging, so imaging

in the bluest bands is provided by WFC3/UVIS in the

bands F438WU and F606WU. For exact usage of bands,

and catalog version, see Table 1.

2.2. Data Reduction

Image processing and catalog construction will be dis-

cussed in detail in Sarrouh and Asada et al. (in prep.),

which we briefly describe here. For more information on

the data reduction process for CANUCS, we refer the

reader to Noirot et al. (2023). The full CANUCS dataset

includes NIRCam photometry, with spectroscopy from

NIRISS and NIRSpec of five strong lensing clusters

Abell 370, MACS J0416.1-2403 (hereafter MACS 0416),

MACS J0417.5-1154 (hereafter MACS 0417), MACS

J1149.5+2223 (hereafter MACS 1149), and MACS

J1423.8+2404 (hereafter MACS 1423).

In general, the NCF fields are deeper than the clus-

ter fields by 0.3 to 0.6 magnitudes for the same band.

The shallowest median depth (3σ in 0.3” apertures) is

27.2 mag in the HST bands of F125W and F140W for

MACS 0417 CLU, and the deepest median depth is the

JWST NIRCam band of F277W in MACS 1149 NCF,

at 30.8 mag (3σ in 0.3”, see Desprez et al. 2024; Asada

et al. 2024a, and Willott et al. 2024 for more informa-

tion). The cluster fields are affected by gravitational

lensing, albeit at different strengths for different clus-

ters. Any object in the catalogs with a best-fit model

lensing magnification of µ > 2.5 are excluded from the

selection. The Abell 370 cluster field is the field im-

pacted the most by lensing overall, and thus our sample

is the smallest in that field. The lensing models for Abell

370 are provided in Gledhill et al. (2024), for MACS0416

in Rihtaršič et al. (2024), MACS1149 in Rhitarsic et al.

(in prep), and MACS 0417 and MACS 1423 in Desprez

et al. (in prep).

The full CANUCS catalog is complete to AB mag-

nitude 27 in the reddest filter F444W at all redshifts

(including this work’s redshift limit of z ∼ 5). How-

ever, the signal-to-noise cutoff necessary for successful

Voronoi binning is S/N > 30 in F444W. This signal-

to-noise threshold is set to ensure that the individual

spatial bins have S/N > 5. This means that out of all

possible MWAs in the CANUCS fields, only the bright-
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Table 1. The catalog version and list of all NIRCam and HST filters used for each respective CANUCS field in this work.
Note that the cluster fields (CLU) also contain additional NIRISS photometry in the bands F115WN, F150WN, and F200WN,
which is included in the count of total number of filters.

Field Catalog
version

NIRCam HST Total number
of filters

MACS0417CLU v1p0.3 F090W, F115W, F150W,
F200W, F277W, F356W,

F410M, F444W

F435W, F606W, F814W,
F105W, F125W, F140W,

F160W

18

Abell370CLU v1p1.1 F090W, F115W, F150W,
F200W, F277W, F356W,

F410M, F444W

F435W, F606W, F814W,
F105W, F110W, F125W,

F140W, F160W

19

MACS0416CLU v1p1.1 F090W, F115W,F150W,
F200W, F277W, F356W,

F410M, F444W

F435W, F606W,
F814W,F105W, F110W,
F125W,F140W, F160W

19

MACS1423CLU v1p0.1 F090W, F115W,F150W,
F200W, F277W, F356W,

F410M, F444W

F435W, F606W,
F814W,F105W, F110W,
F125W,F140W, F160W

19

MACS1149CLU v1p2.1 F090W, F115W, F150W,
F200W, F277W, F356W,

F410M, F444W

F435W, F606W,
F814W,F105W, F110W,
F125W,F140W, F160W

19

MACS0417NCF v1p0.2 F090W, F115W, F140M,
F150W, F160M, F182M,
F210M, F250M, F277W,
F300M, F335M, F360M,

F410M, F444W

F438WU, F606WU 16

Abell370NCF v2p0.1 F090W, F115W,
F140M,F150W, F160M,
F182M,F210M, F250M,
F277W, F300M, F335M,
F360M, F410M, F444W

F435W, F606W, F814W,
F105W, F125W, F140W,

F160W

21

MACS0416NCF v1p1.1 F090W, F115W, F140M,
F150W, F160M, F182M,
F210M, F250M, F277W,
F300M, F335M, F360M,

F410M, F444W

F435W, F606W, F814W,
F105W, F125W, F140W,

F160W

21

MACS1423NCF v1p0.1 F090W, F115W, F140M,
F150W, F160M, F182M,
F210M, F250M, F277W,
F300M, F335M, F360M,

F410M, F444W

F438WU, F606WU,
F125W, F160W

18

MACS1149NCF v1p2.1 F090W, F115W, F140M,
F150W, F160M, F182M,
F210M, F250M, F277W,
F300M,F335M, F360M,

F410M, F444W

F435W, F606W, F814W,
F105W, F125W, F140W,

F160W

19



Resolved MWA mass assembly since z = 5 5

est at high-z can be retained in our sample. More

information on Voronoi binning is provided in §3.1.
Photometric redshifts in the CANUCS catalog (Asada

et al. 2024a,b) were obtained with an implementation

of EAZY in Python known as eazy-py (Brammer et al.

2008). During fitting, a systematic flux error of 5% was

added in quadrature to the nominal photometric uncer-

tainty.

2.3. Sample Selection via Abundance Matching

Selecting MWA progenitors may be done via abun-

dance matching, or using properties from simulations

(such as stellar masses, halo masses, star-formation his-

tory, etc.) as a standard. We choose to use abun-

dance matching, but we demonstrate that both meth-

ods are consistent in Figure 1. To estimate the range

of stellar masses of progenitors of MW-mass galaxies at

higher redshift, we assume an evolving co-moving num-

ber density with redshift, as determined in Behroozi

et al. (2013), with a present day number density of

log(n/Mpc3) = −2.95 for MWAs. This number den-

sity corresponds to a MW stellar mass of 1010.7M⊙ at

z = 0. The code calculates a past median galaxy num-

ber density at z2, given an initial number density at z1,

via peak halo mass functions. Since the merger rate per

unit halo per unit ∆z is roughly constant, the evolu-

tion of cumulative number density of progenitors of any

given galaxy is a power law, with the change described

by 0.16×∆z dex. Behroozi et al. (2013) uses peak halo

mass functions for which the resultant median number

densities are less affected by the scatter in stellar mass

and luminosity. However, this scatter does affect the

1σ errors in cumulative number density. The 1σ or 68

percentile range grows with increasing redshift. The 1σ

values grow by ∼ 0.16 dex per 0.5 change in redshift.

Behroozi et al. (2013) does not assign stellar masses

to the number densities, but rather determines the num-

ber density of the median halo mass. Thus, we obtain

the stellar mass ranges of the MWA progenitors using

the same number densities from the stellar mass func-

tions (SMFs) from two studies, Grazian et al. (2015)

and McLeod et al. (2021). Both studies used a combi-

nation of ground-based and HST data: Grazian et al.

(2015) CANDELS-UDS, GOODS-South, and HUDF09

and HUDF12. The surveys used by McLeod et al. (2021)

are a combination of UKIDSS Ultra Deep Survey, Ul-

traVISTA, CFHTLS-D1, and all five CANDELS fields.

The result of this matching of cumulative number den-

sities for MWAs to median stellar masses is shown in

the top panel of Figure 1. A similar analysis is done

in Tan et al. (2024) for the Hubble Frontier Fields but

with SMFs from Muzzin et al. (2013). See Mowla et al.

(2024) for the extension of this abundance matching in

CANUCS to 5 < z < 9.

We take the median cumulative number densities at

each ∆z, to find the stellar mass associated with that

number density from the corresponding SMF. In addi-

tion, the 1σ errors on the given number density for each

redshift are used to determine the maximum and mini-

mum boundaries on the stellar mass of the progenitors

at each epoch. Galaxies with redshifts within ±0.05 of

the cluster’s redshift are removed from our sample to

prevent contamination from cluster galaxies. The full

sample is plotted in the bottom panels of Figure 1. Also

shown in Figure 1 are comparisons of this sample’s me-

dian stellar mass and 1σ stellar mass range to past works

that have studied progenitors of MWAs. The left panel

focuses primarily on studies that used observational data

(van Dokkum et al. 2013; Patel et al. 2013; Papovich

et al. 2015; Tan et al. 2024), while the right panel pri-

marily focuses on studies with simulations (Guedes et al.

2011; Grand et al. 2017; Moster et al. 2018; Garrison-

Kimmel et al. 2018; Buck et al. 2020; Pillepich et al.

2023). The TNG50 results from Pillepich et al. (2023)

are plotted in both panels for comparison. Our stellar

mass range for each redshift bin for MWA progenitors

agree with the literature, for both observations and sim-

ulations.

In Figure 2, we apply the selection criteria as described

above to the CANUCS catalogs, and plot the catalog

stellar mass versus redshift in the top panel, and the

catalog instantaneous SFR versus redshift in the bottom

panel (unlike the photometric catalogs, the mass cata-

logs are obtained with Dense Basis, see §3.3 for more

details). Note the CANUCS catalog stellar mass and

instantaneous SFR (henceforth simply called ‘SFR’) are

integrated over the whole galaxy. The color of the points

show their integrated sSFR (SFR/stellar mass). The

vast majority of galaxies have log(sSFR) > −11. Due

to the relationship between stellar mass and redshift,

lower-z galaxies tend to be more massive but have lower

sSFR than higher-z galaxies with the same total SFR.

There are 5307 potential MWA progenitor galaxies at

0 < z < 5 that fall within the 1σ boundaries as de-

fined by applying the abundance matching code to the

given SMFs. In this paper, we SED-fit galaxies in 2D,

and an integrated S/N > 30 is required to get meaning-

ful, spatially-resolved SED fits. Therefore, the colored

dots represent the subsample of these potential MWA

progenitors that have a S/N > 30 in their integrated

F444W flux. This ensures that each spatial bin will

have at least S/N = 5 at higher redshifts, and ensures

there are at least 50 spatial bins per galaxy. We remove

the small grey points from our sample, which have inte-
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Figure 1. Top Panel: Each black point represents the intersection between the cumulative number density predicted by
abundance matching (Behroozi et al. 2013) for MWA progenitors, and the stellar mass corresponding to that number density
given by the stellar mass function (SMF) at that redshift interval. The starting point is a number density of 0.0011 Mpc−3

at z = 0, corresponding to M⋆ = 1010.7M⊙. Solid SMFs are from McLeod et al. (2021), dashed SMFs are from Grazian
et al. (2015). Bottom left: Median stellar mass versus redshift for MWA progenitors plotted in black points. The shaded grey
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2022; Pillepich et al. 2023) represented with the blue dashed line. The blue shaded region is the TNG50 sample’s 10th to 90th
percentile. Previous observation-based studies (van Dokkum et al. 2013; Patel et al. 2013; Papovich et al. 2015; Tan et al. 2024)
are also plotted in grey with white points. Right panel: Comparison of this sample’s stellar mass evolution for MW progenitors
versus predictions from various simulations, such as TNG50, again in blue, Auriga (Grand et al. 2017), ERIS (Guedes et al.
2011), EMERGE (Moster et al. 2018), FIRE-2 (Garrison-Kimmel et al. 2018), and NIHAO-UHD (Buck et al. 2020).

grated S/N < 30. After additionally removing 23 more

galaxies on the basis of missing photometry in all JWST

bands bluer than F250M (which would make the SED

fit untrustworthy for resolved modeling), our full sample

of MWA progenitors for 2D SED modeling is a total of

909 galaxies.

A result of this signal-to-noise cutoff is that the higher

mass galaxies at higher-z are selected over lower mass

galaxies. As shown in Figure 2, our sample is complete

to z = 3. Above z = 3, we become increasingly biased

towards more massive progenitors. In addition, the me-

dian SFR, as plotted in the bottom panel of Figure 2, no

longer peaks at z ∼ 1.5, but continues to rise to z ∼ 5.

Ultimately, the CANUCS dataset is among the deep-

est JWST surveys to date, and we continue the analysis

to z = 5. Note that at z > 3, there is an increas-

ing degree of progenitor bias in the results. In order to

be complete at z = 5 would require an order of mag-

nitude more depth, which can only be obtained with

two orders of magnitude greater exposure time. Given

that the CANUCS integration times are ∼ 1− 3 hours,

this is unlikely to be obtained within the mission (see

Willott et al. 2022). Strong lensing samples, such as the

Firefly and Cosmic Gems, are necessary for even higher

redshifts, though they are limited in number for each

lensing cluster. Thus, our sample shows a “first look”

at evolution of progenitors up to z = 5.
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Figure 2. Top panel: Integrated stellar masses (obtained with Dense Basis) versus photometric redshift of MWA progenitors
in the CANUCS fields selected by abundance matching and SMFs. The solid black line is the rolling median of the stellar
mass for each redshift range, and corresponds to the solid black line in Figure 1, while the shaded red region represents the
1σ scatter, same as the shaded grey region in Figure 1. Large colored points are galaxies that have S/N > 30, and their color
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our final sample. Bottom panel: Catalog log SFR vs Redshift, same selection criteria as above. The shaded red region represents
the 1σ scatter of SFR. The color of each point indicates specific SFR. Note that at higher redshifts, galaxies with S/N > 30
skew towards the higher mass and higher SFR end of the full distribution of possible MWAs in that redshift range. Note that
quiescent galaxies are not used for the main analysis.
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2.4. Quiescent fraction in the MWA sample

A limitation of abundance matching is that not all se-

lected progenitors will evolve into an MWA at z = 0.

Since the MW is still star-forming (albeit with a much

lower star formation rate that places it within the Green

Valley, see Mutch et al. 2011), we only select actively

star-forming galaxies within our MWA progenitor sam-

ple for an accurate picture of the mass assembly relevant

to the MW itself. Even though any actively star-forming

higher-z may become quiescent before reaching z = 0,

quiescent galaxies can certainly be discounted as MWAs.

Therefore, we use rest-frame UVJ colors in combination

with the sSFR of this sample to find and remove quies-

cent galaxies.

In Figure 3, we plot the rest-frame colors of our pro-

genitor sample. In order to determine the proper color-

magnitude cuts, we utilize the code presented in Antwi-

Danso et al. (2023). The code searches for a bimodality

in color space by calculating the distance of each galaxy

from the UVJ diagonal line. We refit the UVJ slope for

the color calibration with the redshift range changed to

0 < z < 5. For more information on UVJ color calibra-

tion, see Appendix A.

The UVJ boundaries for each given redshift epoch are:

0 < z < 1 : (V − J) < 1.7; (U − V ) > 1.07;

(U − V ) > (V − J)× 0.91 + 0.67. (1)

1 < z < 5 : (V − J) < 1.7; (U − V ) > 1.01;

(2)

We lowered the (U − V ) boundary by 0.23 to accom-

modate a simple stellar population at z ∼ 6 with an age

of ∼800 Myr. This corresponds to the age of a typi-

cal post-starburst galaxy at 0.5 < z < 2.5 (Belli et al.

2019; Wild et al. 2020). At z > 1, the horizontal line
was further lowered by 0.06 magnitudes to better match

the sSFR distribution of the MWA progenitors. The di-

visions presented above are also shown in Figure 3, in

each panel, as solid black lines. The color of the points

represent the galaxy’s sSFR.

After the signal-to-noise cut, and separating the sam-

ple into star-forming and quiescent, there are 885 star-

forming galaxies, and 24 quiescent galaxies. 12 out of

the 24 quiescent galaxies are at z < 1. Additionally,

there are only star-forming galaxies at 3 < z < 5.

3. SPATIALLY RESOLVED SED-FITTING ON

JWST PHOTOMETRY

In this section, we explain the methods of creating

spatially resolved maps of stellar mass and instanta-

neous SFR distributions for our sample of MWA pro-

genitor galaxies. All resolved photometry is applied to

the science images PSF-matched to F444W provided by

CANUCS. The size of the PSF FWHM for the F444W

filter is 0.15” or 2.3 pixels.

3.1. Voronoi binning of galaxy images

In preparation for resolved SED-fitting, we use

Voronoi binning (Cappellari & Copin 2003) on cutouts

of each galaxy. The overall process is similar to the pro-

cess outlined in previous works Tan et al. (2022) and

Tan et al. (2024) using Hubble photometry, however,

instead of Voronoi tessellating across the whole of the

cutout, the cutouts were separated into two areas: the

galaxy, and the background.

The area of the image defined to be the galaxy are the

pixels of the cutout contained in an elliptical aperture

scaled to the Kron radius of each object via their major

and minor axes a and b:

Rmodel,a = 2.5Rkrona , Rmodel,b = 2.5Rkronb .

(3)

Note that this is the modified definition of Kron ra-

dius, as defined in Source Extractor and Photutils (see

Bertin & Arnouts 1996 and Bradley et al. 2016 for de-

tails). As mentioned in §2, the CANUCS photomet-

ric catalogs were created with the Photutils package, so

a and b multiplied by Kron radius Rkron would define

an elliptical aperture that contains roughly 68% of the

galaxy’s light. Therefore, at 2.5 times the Kron radii,

the aperture would capture roughly 97% of the galaxy’s

light within it.

For each field, from the preliminary sample chosen

via stellar mass limits from abundance matching, we

only select objects to perform pixel-binning if the total

integrated flux in the F444W band as defined by the

Kron radius of the object has S/N = 30 or higher.

In preparation for Voronoi binning, we set the min-

imum signal-to-noise threshold for the binning within

the aperture to be S/N = 10 for galaxies at z < 1.8,

and S/N = 5 for galaxies at z ≥ 1.8. This is to ensure

that higher-z galaxies have smaller spatial bins for bet-

ter resolution. For the pixels outside the aperture in the

cutout, the minimum signal-to-noise threshold is set at

a value of S/N = 3. If binning fails for the background

(the pixels outside the aperture), the signal-to-noise is

lowered by 1 until a minimum of S/N = 1.

3.2. Accurate flux errors for photometric catalogs of

Voronoi bins

In order to have resolved stellar mass maps, we must

first create a new photometric catalog for the total flux

and flux errors in each spatial bin of each cutout of a

MWA progenitor in our sample. This ensures that re-

solved SED-fitting is performed in the same manner for
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Figure 5. Rest frame gri color image, stellar mass map, and SFR map of select MWA progenitors from CANUCS. Units for
integrated stellar mass are in log(M⊙) and for integrated SFR are in log(M⊙/yr). Progenitors are more actively star-forming
at higher redshift, and star formation occurs further from the central regions at lower redshift.
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this study as it was done on the integrated photometry

of the entire CANUCS catalog.

The flux errors for each spatial bin of each galaxy

were derived by approximating the size of the bin to a

circularized aperture of a specific radius. The longest

distance between two pixels in a single bin is taken to

be the “diameter” of the aperture. This is because the

Voronoi binning algorithm was set to run with both

“weighted Voronoi tesselation” (WVT) and “centroidal

Voronoi tesselation” (CVT) modes, and thus binned re-

gions are close enough to circular for this distance to

be a good approximation. Afterwards, the flux error of

the circularized aperture is set as the background flux

error for the specified bin. The flux error for the circu-

larized apertures are calculated by taking the FWHM

of the number of counts from ∼2000 empty apertures

of the same size placed on empty regions across each

respective CANUCS field. This means that every pho-

tometric band of every field has its own specific set of

background flux errors. Similar to the photometric cat-

alogs and mass catalogs, a systematic error of 3% was

added in quadrature to each spatial bin. We chose 3% to

be consistent with the mass catalogs of CANUCS, which

are also fit with Dense Basis. (See Sarrouh et al. 2024

for more details related to this flux error in application

to CANUCS catalog construction. See Sok et al. 2024

and Jagga et al., in prep. for a similar treatment of flux

errors in Voronoi binning.)

In addition, the extinction correction factors for each

galaxy from the catalog was also applied to the total flux

of the pixel bins for each respective galaxy, to ensure

that the SED fit is as accurate as possible.

3.3. Creating stellar mass and SFR maps

Similar to the construction of the full CANUCS mass

catalogs, we use Dense Basis (Iyer & Gawiser 2017; Iyer

et al. 2019) with the FSPS libraries (Conroy & Gunn

2010) to perform SED-fitting to the resolved photo-

metric catalogs created for each individual galaxy in

our MWA progenitor sample. Dense Basis is a non-

parametric SED-fitting code that uses Gaussian pro-

cess kernels to fit star formation histories (SFHs). This

flexibility makes Dense Basis an ideal SED-fitting code

for both obtaining the stellar mass density maps, and

creating resolved SFR maps for specific sub-regions of

a galaxy. Since higher-z galaxies contain more star-

forming clumps, SFR maps can reveal a wealth of infor-

mation about the mass assembly history of MWA pro-

genitors.

The relevant information for both SED-fitting and

SFH reconstruction is saved into an atlas of template

SEDs, also called a pregrid, and was done for each cata-

log for the CANUCS fields. By default, Dense Basis uses

a Chabrier IMF (Chabrier 2003), and the Calzetti dust

law (Calzetti et al. 2000). We choose a flat sSFR prior

for the star-formation rate. We use an exponential dust

attenuation prior with values of AV allowed to vary be-

tween 0 and 4. We also use a flat metallicity prior with a

range of −1.5 < Z < 0.25. For SFH reconstruction, the

pregrid is given a set of timescales {tx} on which differ-

ent SFRs are computed (i.e. {tX} = t10, t100, t300, t1000
for the CANUCS catalogs). For consistency, we use the

instantaneous SFR, which is the average SFR over the

time scale at which the galaxy formed the last 1% of its

mass.

In order to be consistent with the integrated stellar

mass and SFR of the CANUCS catalogs, we use the

same pregrid atlases for each respective CANUCS field.

When Dense Basis is run on each galaxy, it is run on

each spatial bin of the galaxy cutout, treating the bin

as an “aperture” itself, with flux and errors distributed

accordingly. We fix the redshift for each pixel bin to the

photometric redshift of the galaxy. We take the best-fit

median stellar mass and median SFR as the resultant

stellar mass and SFR for each respective pixel bin. For

better resolution in larger bins, we distribute the total

stellar mass or SFR of that bin among the pixels depend-

ing on how much flux that individual pixel contributed

to the total flux of the bin in the relevant band. For

stellar mass maps, the filter used to determine distribu-

tion of the stellar mass within a single bin is the reddest

filter, F444W, whereas for the SFR, the filter used is the

closest broadband or medium band filter to rest-frame

u−band (365 nm).

In Figure 4, we display 119 randomly chosen examples

of the original 909 MWAs and plot their color images,

stellar mass maps, and SFR maps inset into a plot of

the total stellar mass versus redshift to demonstrate the

evolution of the mass density and SFR density over our

entire redshift range. The images are scaled to the same

angular resolution to demonstrate how much progeni-

tors have grown since z = 5. MWA progenitors grow

significantly in total mass and size, since z = 5, with

disk structures emerging around z ∼ 2.5. In Figure

5, we present more detailed color images, stellar mass

maps, and SFR maps of 16 select galaxies from this

sample across a variety of redshifts. What is notable

about the resolved SFR maps in Figure 5 is that re-

gions of high star formation are closer to and even over-

lap with regions of high stellar mass density at earlier

times, but the star-forming regions migrate further out

at later times, decoupled from regions where stellar mass

is concentrated. We further investigate these evolution-
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ary changes in stellar mass and SFR quantitatively in

§4 and §5.

4. RESOLVED MASS ASSEMBLY AND STAR

FORMATION OF MWA PROGENITORS

In this section, we show measurements of the growth of

MWA progenitors to better understand the mass growth

history of the MW. We utilize both mass and sSFR den-

sity profiles to track the overall mass assembly since

z = 5, which spans a time period of 12.5 Gyr. Thus,

we group the MWA progenitors into redshift bins ac-

cording to the redshift ranges represented by the SMFs

of McLeod et al. (2021) and Grazian et al. (2015) in

§2.3. The stellar mass boundaries of each redshift bin

are represented by the grey shaded region in the bottom

left panel of Figure 1, as well as the brown shaded re-

gion in the top panel of Figure 2. For each redshift bin,

a stacked and normalized mass and sSFR radial density

profile is created from the individual radial profile (both

Σstar and ΣsSFR) of each galaxy. We also further sepa-

rate the profiles into inner and outer regions, as defined

by the positional relation to a galactocentric radius of

R = 2 kpc. We track the inner, outer, and overall mass

growth, sSFR, as well as their respective density over

time to quantify the difference in mass growth over cos-

mic time.

4.1. Density profiles as a function of galactocentric

radius

The 1-D mass and SFR density profiles as a function of

distance from galactic center R are obtained by placing

elliptical annuli centered on the galaxy cutout with a

width of 0.1 kpc on the stellar mass and SFR maps. The

total stellar mass or SFR within each annulus is then

divided by the total area of the annulus. The shape of

the annuli are defined by the galaxy’s b/a ratio as found

in the CANUCS catalogs. Each individual galaxy’s mass

density or SFR density profile is then sorted according to

their redshift bin, then stacked and normalized to obtain

the density profile of that redshift. These normalized

density profiles are shown in Figure 6, with distances

from the center measured along the semi-major axis.

See Appendix B for the individual mass and SFR density

profiles for each galaxy, divided into redshift bins.

The solid lines of the mass density profiles in the top

panel of Figure 6 reveal that at higher redshifts (2 <

z < 5), mass density increases between different redshift

steps more at greater distance from the galactic centre.

At R < 1 kpc, the increase in mass density from is

roughly ∼ 0.1 − 0.2 dex, from 4 < z < 5 to 2 < z <

2.5. At a further distance of R ∼ 2.5 kpc, the increase

in mass density from one redshift epoch to the next is

∼ 1 dex, an entire order of magnitude greater. This

trend is reflected in the sSFR density profiles as well,

as the sSFR starts off relatively flat across the entire

normalized profile at 4 < z < 5, but the highest sSFR

consistently occurs at the furthest point from the centre

of the galaxy, until z ∼ 0.5 when it flattens out once

more.

If we compare the solid lines (star-forming only pro-

files) to the dashed lines (star-forming and quiescents) in

Figure 6, the main effect of removing quiescents is that

the mass density towards the middle 2 kpc of the galaxy

is much flatter, and the sSFR density increases by an

order of magnitude, and becomes roughly constant with

respect to distance from the center R, as opposed to ris-

ing with increasing R. This demonstrates that quiescent

MWAs at lower redshifts are more bulge-dominated than

star-forming galaxies. Note that in §2.4, we discussed

the effects of including versus excluding quiescents from

the MWA progenitor sample. From the comparison of

the profiles, the inclusion of quiescents affects the den-

sity profiles primarily at z < 1.

At higher redshifts, the mass density profiles retain a

similar shape in the center, but their outskirts increase

in mass. This might best be shown by the comparison of

the growth in the centre (R < 2kpc), to the growth at 4.5

kpc, which is approximately the effective radius of MWA

at z ∼ 0 (see §5.2). Over the redshift range covered by

our data the central part of the MWA grows by about an

order of magnitude in mass, however, the growth at R ∼
4.5 kpc is two orders of magnitude, implying ten times

more growth at the effective radius. Likewise, in the

sSFR density, while the sSFR is continuously decreasing

at later times, the highest sSFR density is usually near

the limits of the density profile’s boundary, implying

that the outskirts of the galaxies are where most of the

sSFR is concentrated. This shows that towards lower

redshift, galaxies are increasingly growing their disks,

which is evidence for inside-out growth.

We note that this trend may be affected by PSF

smearing, because the physical kpc scale of the PSF in-

creases up to z ∼ 1.5 (the affected regions of the density

profile have greater transparency in Figure 6). However,

since the size of the PSF is never greater than 1 kpc

even at the redshift bin with the worst physical resolu-

tion, PSF smearing cannot account for all of the density

profile changes within R = 2kpc, which is defined as

the inner regions of the profiles. Additionally, the total

stellar mass and total sSFR in the inner regions should

be less affected by the PSF, and how those quantities

change with redshift is discussed in the next section.

4.2. Inner regions versus outskirts
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Figure 6. Left Panel: Stacked and normalized stellar mass profiles for each redshift epoch. Solid lines are the representative
mass density profiles of only the star-forming galaxies in each redshift bin, whereas dashed lines are density profiles including
both star-forming and quiescent galaxies. Profiles are truncated at the boundary where the noise dominates. Transparent
sections indicate regions of the density profile affected by the PSF. Right Panel: Stacked and normalized sSFR (specific star
formation rate) profiles for each redshift epoch. Each sSFR profile was obtained by dividing each normalized SFR profile by the
normalized mass profile of the same redshift (see Appendix B). The solid and dashed lines represent the same samples as the
left panel. The truncation in radial profile is the same as the left panel.

With the stacked and normalized 1-D profiles repre-

sentative of each redshift epoch in Figure 6, we divide

them into inner and outer regions with a 2 kpc cutoff

point. While the 2 kpc cutoff point is most of the galaxy

at higher redshift bins, especially z > 4, the MW in the

current universe has a bulge extent of roughly 2 kpc,

and thus this region represents the regions which will

eventually become the bulge for present day MWAs.

In Figure 7, the outer regions, represented by the blue

line on the plots, are shown in the top panels to increase

in both stellar mass and in sSFR much faster than the

inner regions at higher-z. In fact, the epoch between

2.5 < z < 5 shows very little stellar mass growth in the

inner 2 kpc region – only ∼ 0.1 dex – while the outer

region increased ∼ 1 dex, an order of magnitude from

the highest redshift bin to z ∼ 2.25. Additionally, on

the top-right panel of Figure 7, while the overall trend of

sSFR for the inner regions is decreasing towards lower-z,

the trend in sSFR of the outer regions in fact increases

up to z ∼ 2, around cosmic noon, before it decreases

at a steady rate with roughly the same slope as the

inner region. This demonstrates the rapid and sustained

inside-out growth of this sample of progenitors.

In the bottom-left panel of Figure 7, the total, inner,

and outer mass density is plotted as a function of red-

shift. From z = 5 to z = 2 the total and the outer

mass density are decreasing, while the inner mass den-

sity remains constant, or grows slowly. While this seems

counter to the stellar mass growth in the top-left panel,

recall that the galaxies themselves are also increasing in

size. Therefore if the stellar mass is added to the out-

skirts of the galaxy, and increasing its scale-length, the

decrease in mass density is expected. So this panel is

further evidence that the MWA progenitors are growing

inside-out. It is important to note that the amount of

time between 2 < z < 5 is roughly 2 Gyr. But in that

span of time, the galaxies have grown ten times in stel-

lar mass, and increased in size from Re ∼ 1.0 kpc to

Re ∼ 1.8 kpc (see §5.2 for the measurement of Re and

more information on general morphological evolution).

After that growth, however, the inner and outer regions

increase in stellar mass density at roughly the same rate

(i.e. the slope of the inner and outer mass density lines

are very similar). Therefore, the mass is growing pro-

portionally at z < 2, which means the growth of the

inner and outer regions are in lockstep, which is consis-

tent with previous studies.

The bottom-right panel, which plots the sSFR density

over time, shows that there is a difference of roughly one

magnitude between inner and outer regions with respect

to the sSFR per unit area, but this remains consistent

throughout each redshift interval. The slope of the inner

ΣsSFR stays consistent with redshift, but the slope of

the outer ΣsSFR is noticeably flatter between 2 < z < 3.

At 3 < z < 5, the slope of the outer ΣsSFR is steeper,

but not as steep as the slope at z < 2. The changing

ΣsSFR of the outer regions may indicate more varied

star-formation activity in the outer regions at different

epochs of growth. Recall that since this sample is only

galaxies with total S/N ≥ 30, the MWA sample is not

mass complete at z > 3. Therefore, the stellar mass and

especially the sSFR trends at z > 3 are only representa-

tive of the most massive and highly star-forming MWAs

at those epochs. It is possible the flattened slope of the
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Figure 7. Top Panels: Median stellar mass growth on the left, and median specific star formation rate on the right, as a
function of redshift. Red and blue show the change in stellar mass or sSFR in the inner (R < 2 kpc) and outer (R > 2 kpc)
regions of the galaxies. Solid lines with filled squares are star-forming galaxies only, dashed lines with white squares represent
the median with the quiescent sample included. Bottom Panels: Median mass densities and median sSFR densities as a function
of redshift. Error bars in all plots are standard error.

outer ΣsSFR may continue up to z = 5 if all possible

MWA progenitors were sampled.

4.3. Is SFR the main driver of mass assembly?

We seek to understand the mass growth observed over

the redshift ranges that are mass-complete, whether it

is dominated by in-situ SFR or if galaxy mergers may

play a role. For each redshift bin, we have obtained the

median total stellar mass, and the median total SFR.

To test if the SFR is consistent with the total mass as-

sembled, we first take the total resolved SFR in units of

M⊙/yr at each redshift bin zobs, and calculate the total

mass formed (Mformed) by the SFR by integrating over

the span of time that has passed.

Mformed(zobs) =

∫ tf

ti

SFRzobs(t)dt , (4)

where SFRzobs is the median SFR at the redshift epoch

zobs, ti is the age in years of the start of zobs and tf is

the age in years of the end of zobs. Note that for the

median SFR of each redshift range, we only consider

star-forming galaxies and ignore quiescent galaxies.

This Mformed however does not represent the stellar

mass, M⋆ that was added in that time period. This is

because a portion of the total mass formed is returned to

the interstellar medium (ISM), and must be accounted

for in our calculations. Therefore, we also take into ac-

count the “mass loss” factor, which at its simplest is the

percentage of formed mass that becomes stellar mass.

For every redshift epoch, we define the stellar mass

that is not returned to the ISM as

M⋆added(zobs) =

∫ tf

ti

SFRzobs(t)fret(t)dt , (5)

where fret(t) is the mass-loss curve from FSPS (Conroy

& Gunn 2010) that is implemented in Dense Basis to

calculate SFHs from the posteriors. At redshifts of 0.5 <

z < 5, the mass loss rate is roughly ∼ 37% to ∼ 43%,

with higher mass loss at higher-z.
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The SFR-derived M⋆added is then combined with the

Minitial at the starting redshift. The starting redshift

point is at z = 3, therefore Minitial ≡ Mobs,z=3 = 2.4×
109M⊙, and every subsequent redshift epoch:

M⋆added(zobs) =

Mobs,z=3 +

∫ tf

ti

SFRzobs(t)fret(t)dt , (6)

where the integral represents all of the M⋆added gener-

ated from integrating each median SFR at the respec-

tive redshift ranges (ti to tf ) that they cover, with the

mass loss factor fret applied. The comparison of this

added stellar mass growth versus the observed stellar

mass growth (i.e. the median total resolved stellar mass

measured at each redshift bin) is presented in Figure 8.

Although we have SFR measurements since z = 5, we

only integrate the stellar mass added by each median

SFR at each time step since z = 3. That is because the

MWA progenitor sample is complete to z = 3, as seen in

Figure 2, but due to the aforementioned S/N = 30 cut-

off, the sample is incomplete beyond z = 3. This means

we are only sampling the most massive and most highly

star-forming galaxies at 3 < z < 5, so using the median

SFR at those times would bias the calculation. This

limits the mass assembly test to a shorter time frame,

but disk formation may have only formally started at

∼ 12 Gyr ago (Belokurov & Kravtsov 2022), which does

correspond to a redshift of z = 3.

In Figure 8, the resulting mass added line, plotted

in blue with white diamonds, has good agreement with

the observed total stellar mass built up since z = 3,

displayed as the black line. There is a slight discrep-

ancy where the observed SFR builds too much stellar

mass at earlier times, but adds too little stellar mass at

later times. Clearly, SFR cannot be greater than the

mass added. However, derived quantities such as SFR

and stellar mass have systematics in their derivation (i.e.

see Kennicutt 1998 and Conroy 2013 for in-depth discus-

sions of deriving physical quantities from SEDs and stel-

lar population models). Additionally, it is well-known

that the cosmic SFR density over-predicts the observed

cosmic stellar mass density (Madau & Dickinson 2014).

Integrated SFRs are typically biased higher than stellar

mass. Nevertheless, the observed SFR since z = 3 to

z ∼ 1.5 adds stellar mass at a rate consistent with solely

in-situ star formation. However, the mass added by in-

tegrating the observed SFR over time is unable to match

the observed total M⋆ at later epochs, implying some of

the stellar mass added may be ex-situ. Heightened star-

formation activity can also be induced by merger events,

and starbursts may also reduce star-formation in later

times due to stellar feedback. The last major merger of

the Milky Way, Gaia-Enceladus (GSE), is indicated in

Figure 8 as the purple shaded region. The time frame

of GSE is estimated to have occurred 8 − 11 Gyr ago

(Helmi et al. 2018), or at redshift 1 ≲ z ≲ 2.5. The

point in Figure 8 at which the mass added by observed

SFR is no longer enough to account for the observed M⋆

occurs within the GSE merger time frame.

We compare our results to recent MWA simulations

from FIRE-2. The orange shaded region in Figure 8 is

the range of stellar masses for FIRE-2 MWAs (Garrison-

Kimmel et al. 2018). The turning point between bursty

and steady phase star formation from Yu et al. (2023)

is also included as the vertical dashed red line at a look-

back time of ∼ 5 Gyr. Both the observed total stellar

mass, and the added stellar mass line since z = 3 agree

with the stellar mass growth from FIRE-2.

5. MORPHOLOGICAL MEASUREMENTS OF

MWA PROGENITORS

Examining the morphology of the stellar mass maps

can not only strengthen the arguments for inside-out



16 Tan et al.

0 1 2 3 4 5
Redshift

0

1

2

3

4

5

6
Se

rs
ic 

In
de

x
This work
van Dokkum et al. (2013)
Patel et al. (2013)
Papovich et al. (2015)
Tan et al. (2024)

0 1 2 3 4 5
Redshift

0

1

2

3

4

5

Ef
fe

ct
iv

e 
Ra

di
us

 (k
pc

)

Figure 9. Left: Median Sérsic index for each redshift bin. Solid black squares represent this sample of MWA progenitors
from CANUCS. Right: Median half-mass radius Re of each redshift bin in kpc, converted via angular diameter distance
from photometric redshifts. Error bars represent the standard error in each redshift bin. Other lines are Sérsic parameter
measurements from other studies: van Dokkum et al. (2013) in grey, Patel et al. (2013) in pink, Papovich et al. (2015) in orange,
and Tan et al. (2024) in purple.

growth of disks at early epochs, but also reveal whether

disturbances in structure which resulted from galaxy in-

teractions or mergers have played key roles in mass as-

sembly apart from in-situ star formation.

For the morphological measurements, we utilize Stat-

morph (Rodriguez-Gomez et al. 2019), a tool developed

for asymmetry measurements and clump detection for

galaxies. We run Statmorph on the stellar mass maps,

the SFR maps, and the F444W maps.

Resolved maps are prepared for Statmorph in a similar

manner as described in Tan et al. (2022) and Tan et al.

(2024) for morphological fitting.

• We take the corresponding segmentation map of

each object from the catalog to define the fore-

ground and the background pixels.

• Noise is added to the stellar mass and SFR maps

according to the FWHM of the background noise

present in the F444W cutout, using the segmap of

the galaxy from the catalog.

• The input PSF is the F444W PSF, since all of

the photometry has been PSF-matched to F444W,

which means the stellar mass and SFR maps would

have the same resolution as F444W.

• A high value was set for gain to allow Statmorph to

generate its own weight map for the images, as the

provided weight map from the catalog would not

apply to derived stellar mass and SFR quantities.

5.1. Sérsic profiles

A Sérsic profile (Sérsic 1963) is a function with two

main parameters, n the Sérsic index, andRe the effective

radius, or the radius that contains half of the flux (or in

this case, half of the stellar mass).

I(R) = I0 exp
(
−bn

[
(R/Re)

1/n − 1
])

(7)

When n = 1, the Sérsic profile is purely exponential,

and indicates that the surface brightness profile of the

galaxy is likely an exponential disk. When n = 4, the

Sérsic profile likely resembles a de Vaucouleurs profile,

and indicates that the galaxy may be bulge-dominated,

and elliptical in morphology. Most galaxies are in-

between n = 1 and n = 4, as galaxies usually consist

of both a bulge and a disk component.

Statmorph utilizes astropy’s 2DSersic function and

scipy’s curve-fitting package to fit either single or

double Sérsic profiles to galaxy images. Similar to Galfit

(Peng et al. 2010), it takes in a galaxy image and a PSF

kernel as input. When tested on fitting F444W pho-

tometry of MWA progenitors from the A370NCF field,

Statmorph returned similar Sérsic profiles to Galfit when

fitted to the same galaxy image, but has lower failure

rates. We utilize the fitted Sérsic profile to the spatially

resolved stellar mass maps to study general trends in the

changes of the morphology of MWAs over cosmic time.

5.2. Sérsic parameters of MWA progenitors since z = 5

In Figure 9, the median Sérsic index of each redshift

bin is plotted in the left panel, while the median Re

(half-mass radius) is plotted in the right panel. From

3 < z < 5, the median Sérsic index remains constant at

n ∼ 1, and from 1.5 < z < 3, the Sérsic index only grows
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to a value of n = 1.62± 0.09. Within the same redshift

ranges, the median Re, representing the median half-

mass radius of the MWA progenitors, is also increasing.

In the same time frame of 2 < z < 5, the Re increases

from 1.0 ± 0.2 kpc at 4 < z < 5 to 1.84 ± 0.16 kpc at

1.5 < z < 2.

While it appears at first glance as if both Sérsic in-

dex and half-mass radius are not increasing dramati-

cally, it is only true for the Sérsic index. This is because

a galaxy with a Sérsic index of n ∼ 1.6 is still likely disk-

dominated, while an increase in half-mass radius from

1.0 kpc to 1.8 kpc is representative of the galaxy’s size

almost doubling in the same span of time. As noted in

§4.2, the redshift range 2 < z < 5 is the same epoch

where the MWA progenitors exhibit inside-out growth,

where more stellar mass is accumulated in the outskirts

of the galaxy versus in the inner regions, according to

the density profiles in Figure 6 and in Figure 7. This is

further proof that the disks are growing, because half-

mass radius corresponds to size, while the roughly con-

stant Sérsic index shows that the progenitors are not

increasing their central density. Thus they are likely

disk-dominated systems.

The next stage of mass assembly takes place from z =

2 to z = 0.3, and the mass density profiles transition

from inside-out growth to proportional mass build-up

in both inner and outer regions. As discussed in §4.2,
this is the epoch where the change in mass density is

equivalent for both inner and outer regions. Figure 9

shows the median Sérsic index at later times does indeed

increase up to n = 2.42±0.42 at 0.3 < z < 0.5. While it

is impossible to directly measure the Sérsic index of the

MW from an internal vantage point, the bulge-to-total

mass ratio of the MW is measured to be B/T = 0.15 by

Licquia & Newman (2015). Using conversions derived

by Brennan et al. (2015) between B/T ratios and Sérsic

indices, if the radius of the bulge to the radius of the

disk is < 0.4, the Sérsic index of a galaxy with B/T =

0.15 is likely to be n ≲ 2. Therefore, our Sérsic index

measurement of n ∼ 2.4 for the lowest-z progenitors

is similar to that expected for the MW. Furthermore,

consensus on the MW’s bulge is that its structure is a

box/peanut or “X-shaped” bulge (see e.g. Barbuy et al.

2018; Helmi 2020), rather than a classical bulge that is

typically described by a de Vaucouleurs profile.

Over the same redshift range, the median half-mass

radius increases from Re = 1.8±0.2 kpc to Re = 4.1±0.3

kpc at 0.3 < z < 0.5. This effective radius is comparable

to the measurement of the MW’s effective radius from

Zhou et al. (2023) atRe = 4−4.5 kpc, assuming an expo-

nential scale length of the disk of 2.7 kpc from Licquia &

Newman (2015). This is another doubling in the average

size of MWA progenitors from z = 2 to z = 0.3, but over

a longer time scale, ∼ 7 Gyr. The Sérsic index, while it

has increased, is still below n = 4, the limit at which a

galaxy is then considered bulge-dominated. This means

that MWA progenitors remain disk-dominated systems,

which is expected. Although our MWA sample is cho-

sen only as analogs in mass, the lowest-redshift MWAs

in our sample have sizes and Sérsic indices similar to the

Milky Way, suggesting they are also structurally analogs

of the Milky Way as well.

5.3. Gini-M20 Statistics

For our sample of galaxies, fitting a single Sérsic pro-

file to the main galaxy in each cutout has its limitations.

Sérsic profiles can only reveal the most general informa-

tion about the flux distribution (or in our case the mass

distribution) of the galaxy that it is fit to, and fails to

capture the finer structures, such as clumps, tails, or spi-

ral arms. Fitting the unique, finer structures of over 900

galaxies is unfeasible, but there are statistical methods

to quantify the overall “clumpiness” of a galaxy image.

One such method is via Gini-M20 statistics.

The Gini-M20 plane (Lotz et al. 2004) is another mor-

phology tool which utilizes the relative flux distribution

of galaxy images and the contribution of each pixel to

the flux to quantify galaxy morphology. It is excep-

tionally useful for picking out double peaks which can

either indicate pairs of merging galaxies, or star-forming

clumps, depending on the filter used.

The Gini coefficient was first used for astronomical im-

age classification by Abraham et al. (2003). It is defined

for a set of n pixels each with individual flux values Ii
as:

G =
1

Īn(n− 1)

n∑
i=1

(2i− n− 1)Ii, (8)

where Ī is the average flux of all the pixels. The Gini

coefficient is defined in a way such that the values range

from 0 to 1, with G = 0 assigned to an image with a

completely uniform flux, and G = 1 assigned to a field

with a single bright pixel, and all other pixels containing

zero flux. One limitation of the Gini coefficient is that

the surface brightness of galaxies is highly redshift de-

pendent. So the implementation of the Gini coefficient

calculation in Lotz et al. (2004) and in Statmorph is to

construct a Gini segmentation map, which only depends

on the Petrosian radius (Petrosian 1976), and is insen-

sitive to redshift. The Petrosian radius Rp is defined as

the radius at which the surface brightness µ(r) at Rp is

equal to the mean surface brightness µ̄ contained within

Rp, and the ratio of the two values is defined in Lotz

et al. (2004) as:

η =
µ(Rp)

µ̄(r < Rp)
(9)
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Figure 10. Left Panels: Gini-M20 plots of the stellar mass distributions (top) and SFR maps (bottom) of the MWA progenitors.
Right Panels: The Merger Statistic Smerger of the MWA progenitors as a function of redshift, for both the stellar mass maps
and the SFR maps. Color represents the sSFR of each galaxy. Circular points are the star-forming sample, while diamonds are
the quiescent sample. The red line represents the separation between the galaxies with a positive merger statistic, versus the
galaxies with a negative merger statistic (Smerger). The line is defined in Equation 12. The green line represents the division
between bulged-dominated and disk-dominated galaxies. Galaxies with low sSFR, or quiescents, are all clustered around the
bulge region of the Gini-M20 plane for their stellar mass maps, however, the quiescents have an extremely high scatter in the
SFR maps.

The default η for the Petrosian radius calculation in

Statmorph is set to 0.2.

The M20 statistic is the second moment of a galaxy’s

brightest pixels, which contains 20% of the total flux,

relative to the total second order central moment µtot.

For an image with n pixels located at positions (Ii, yi)

with (xc, yc) defined as the galactic centre, µtot is defined

as:

µtot =

n∑
i=1

µi ≡
n∑

i=1

Ii
[
(xi − xc)

2 + (yi − yc)
2
]
, (10)

where Ii is the flux of an individual pixel. Then, M20 is

defined as

M20 ≡ log10

(∑
i µi

µtot

)
,
∑
i

< 0.2Itot, (11)

where Itot is the total flux of the area defined by the seg-

mentation map of the galaxy. Generally, a lower value

of M20 indicates higher flux concentration. However,

unlike the Gini coefficient, M20 is not measured on cir-

cular or elliptical apertures, and the centre of a galaxy

is left as a free parameter. M20 also scales with r2 which

makes it more sensitive to detecting multiple spatially

resolved bright regions.

Results are presented in the Gini-M20 plane, where

different regions of the plane identify roughly the mor-

phology of the galaxy. The Gini-M20 planes for the

stellar mass maps and the SFR maps of the MWA pro-

genitors are shown in the left half of Figure 10. One key

region of the Gini-M20 plane is the top-right half, where

both Gini and M20 are high. The galaxies in this region

exhibit more than one bright peak in its flux distribu-

tion (or in our case, in its stellar mass or SFR distribu-

tion), and are thus more likely to be ongoing mergers.

However, the interpretation of whether an object in that

region is truly a merger is highly dependent on the filter

used. Galaxies with satellites, star-forming clumps, and

spiral arms can be factors that increase the Smerger of

a galaxy’s image.

Since we are using the Gini-M20 plane on a dataset

that spans many redshifts, we define a new dividing line

from which to measure the merger statistic. This is be-

cause the default Smerger from Statmorph is based on

the data that Rodriguez-Gomez et al. (2019) were us-

ing for their studies, which was comparisons of the Pan-

STARRS survey to simulated IllustrisTNG galaxies. We

defined a new line for the Gini-M20 plane based on visual

inspection that the images classified as having a positive
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Smerger indeed has more than one distinct bright peak

in its distribution. The equation that defines the new

dividing line is:

Smerger(G,M20) = 0.322M20 + 1.030G− 0.090. (12)

In Figure 10, one should note that a high Smerger mea-

surement for a galaxy’s SFR map does not necessarily

indicate that the galaxy is an ongoing merger. As can be

seen from the quiescent galaxies on the SFR map Gini-

M20 plane, it has a high scatter, and many quiescent

galaxies have a very positive Smerger in the SFR, but

no quiescent galaxy has a positive Smerger in the stel-

lar mass. Gini-M20 statistics only pick out which pixels

or groups of pixels are the brightest, but if a galaxy

is quiescent, their brightest pixels in the SFR map will

not have as high an SFR as an actively star-forming

galaxy. Therefore, the utility of using Gini-M20, specif-

ically Smerger on SFR maps to classify clumpy versus

non-clumpy morphology has limited use case. Therefore,

we use the Smerger measured on the stellar mass distri-

bution to estimate merger rates with respect to redshift

in §5.5. The implications of the utility of Smerger mea-

sured on SFR distributions is further discussed in §5.6

5.4. Asymmetry measurements

Asymmetry is sensitive to structures such as tidal dis-

turbances, dust lanes, clumpy structures, and double

cores. Asymmetry is correlated to mergers, but depend-

ing on the stage of the merger, the galaxy may not be

highly asymmetric (late stage mergers for instance, do

not exhibit great asymmetry). Nevertheless, asymme-

try is a useful parameter for detecting disturbances in

the process of galaxy evolution, which correlates with

merger rate and with galaxy pair interactions.

The most well-known asymmetry parameter comes

from the CAS (concentration, asymmetry, smoothness)

classification system as described in (Conselice 2003).

Statmorph calculates the asymmetry parameter by sub-

tracting the galaxy’s image rotated 180 degrees from its

original image:

ACAS =

∑
i,j |Iij − I180ij |∑

i,j |Iij |
−Asky, (13)

where Iij and I180ij are pixel flux values of the original

and rotated images, and Asky is the average asymmetry

of the sky background.

An alternative measurement of asymmetry is RMS

asymmetry, which was introduced in Conselice et al.

(2000). An updated version of RMS asymmetry from

Sazonova et al. (2024) is currently implemented in the

latest version of Statmorph:

A2
RMS =

∑
i,j(Iij − I180ij )2 − 2σ2

sky∑
i,j I

2
ij − σ2

sky

, (14)

where σsky is the RMS noise of the background.

Sazonova et al. (2024) argues that RMS asymmetry

is a more robust asymmetry measurement as it is fully

independent from noise and aperture size. However,

both ACAS and ARMS are correlated to image resolu-

tion. Since our study compares galaxies across a wide

span of redshifts, it is of the utmost importance that the

physical resolution scale (i.e. the kpc scale per pixel) is

the same.

5.5. Mergers and disturbed galaxies at high redshift

For the rest of our analysis, we focus mainly on the

morphological measurements of stellar mass maps. We

choose three different proxies for merger rate: Smerger

from the Gini-M20 plane, CAS asymmetry (ACAS), and

RMS asymmetry (ARMS).

We compare the merger statistic, CAS asymmetry,

and RMS asymmetry for the galaxies’ stellar mass maps

in both their original resolution (which is the same res-

olution as the F444W photometry) versus the images

that have been matched the the same physical resolu-

tion via the angular diameter distance obtained at each

object’s redshift. Therefore, the images that have been

resolution-matched have one pixel represent the exact

same physical extent of the galaxy with the poorest res-

olution (at z ∼ 1.6, where the angular diameter distance

vs. redshift reverses in our cosmology). This resolution

is 0.339 kpc per pixel.

We define the merger fraction morphologically with

the stellar mass maps. we use the fraction of galax-

ies with Smerger > 0 in stellar mass to determine the

“merger candidate fraction” (Lotz et al. 2008b). The

merger statistic is a reasonable predictor of ”true” ongo-

ing mergers, as shown from comparisons of the correla-

tion of the value of Smerger on mock observation images

of galaxy mergers at different stages produced from sim-

ulations (i.e. Lotz et al. 2008a; Snyder et al. 2015a,b;

Rodriguez-Gomez et al. 2019). For our purposes, we

use merger fraction synonymously with merger candi-

date fraction, but we note that it is not a true “merger

fraction”.

In the top row of Figure 11, we plot the median

Smerger, ACAS and ARMS as a function of redshift,

while in the bottom row of the same figure, we plot

the merger fractions and disturbed fractions. For all pa-

rameters, both the median parameter based on the origi-

nal stellar mass maps, and the median parameter based

on the resolution-matched stellar mass maps, increase
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Figure 11. Top: From left to right, the median Smerger, ACAS , and ARMS for each redshift bin. In each top panel, the solid
lines with filled squares represent the median of the distribution as measured from the original resolution of the stellar mass
maps, and the dashed lines with unfilled squares represent the median from the resolution matched stellar mass maps. Bottom:
Left panel is merger fraction as determined by number of galaxies per redshift that has Smerger > 0. Center and right panels are
“disturbed” fractions, determined by galaxies with ACAS > 0.3 or ARMS > 0.3 respectively. In all cases, resolution matching
decreases the fraction of disturbed galaxies, but increases the merger fraction at the highest and lowest redshift bins.

with redshift. Though the resolution-matched parame-

ters tend to be slightly lower, with the difference increas-

ing with redshift (as expected, since angular resolution

for this sample is increasing with redshift). There is a

similar trend with the merger fractions (derived from

number of galaxies with Smerger > 0, as seen on the

top-right panel of Figure 10) and disturbed fractions,

derived from either ACAS > 0.3 or ARMS > 0.3 for each

redshift bin. The division line was chosen to be 0.3 be-

cause the median ACAS and ARMS are both ∼ 0.3 at

the highest redshift bin.

The merger fraction on the whole follows a down-

ward trajectory, and the peak Smerger is 19.3 ± 4.0%

at 3 < z < 4 for the original resolution stellar mass

maps, and 20.8 ± 9.3% at 4 < z < 5 for the resolution-

matched stellar mass maps. This demonstrates that in

general, the rate of active, ongoing mergers increases

with redshift, and there were more frequent mergers

in the past, as we approach the epoch of reionization.

This is also supported by the disturbed fraction also

increasing with redshift, whether the fraction is mea-

sured based on ACAS or ARMS . The maximum of the

resolution-matched disturbed fraction based on ACAS is

45.8±13.8% and the maximum disturbed fraction based

on ARMS is 50.0±14.4%, both found at the highest red-

shift bin (4 < z < 5). Since asymmetry accounts for dis-

turbances to galaxy structure, there is a slight upward

trend at the lowest redshift bin.

5.6. Overlap of star-forming regions with stellar mass

distribution

As stated earlier in §5.3, Smerger is, in this case, a mea-

surement of the likelihood that an image contains dou-

ble or multiple peaks. Therefore, if we use Smerger on

the SFR maps, then it could be a generalized measure-

ment for whether a galaxy is clumpy in star formation.

However, Smerger,SFR does not reveal any information

about where the clumps are located, or the intensity of

the star formation (i.e. the burstiness of the star forma-

tion). Due to these limitations, we utilize an alternative

method to measure clump fraction for our sample. This

is based on the clump detection methods outlined in Sok

et al. (2022) using rest-frame u-band images of galaxies,

based on the method developed by Wuyts et al. (2012),

and refined in Sok et al. (2024) for both rest-frame u-

band and stellar mass maps. In addition, we also mea-

sure the similarity between the stellar mass map and

the SFR map for each galaxy using the Normalized Mu-

tual Information index (NMI, Studholme et al. 1999) be-

tween the stellar mass maps and SFR maps. The more

correlated two images are, the higher the NMI, and the

more similar the SFR distribution is to the stellar mass

distribution.

In Figure 12, we plot both the median NMI between

stellar mass and SFR maps in the top-left, and the

clumpiness fractions in the bottom left. Both clumpy

fraction measurements show a similar trend of decreas-

ing with redshift. The clumpiness fractional being in-
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Figure 12. Top-Left: Normalized mutual information (NMI) comparing mass maps to SFR maps for each MWA progenitor
(purple points). The median NMI at each redshift bin is plotted as the purple line, with the error bars as 1σ of the distribution.
Red line indicates an NMI of 2, where two images are identical. Dashed black line indicates an NMI of 1, when any non-blank
image is compared to a blank field. Median NMI decreases with redshift, showing that the SFR maps are more similar to
mass maps at earlier times than at later times. Bottom-Left: Clumpy fraction as a function of redshift, as determined by
the clump-finding algorithm from Sok et al. (2024) for u-band in dark blue, and stellar mass maps in dark red. Stellar mass
clumpiness fraction correlates to Stellar mass merger statistic and merger fraction in Figure 11. Likewise, u-band clumpiness
fraction correlates to SFR clumpiness fraction, also determined by Smerger > 0 (dotted light blue line). Right Panel: Example
of a high-z galaxy with a high NMI (top) and a low-z galaxy with a low NMI (bottom). These figures show that while fraction
of galaxies that are clumpy in u-band or SFR increases with decreasing redshift, the amount of area covered by the clumpy
star-forming regions make up less of the galaxies’ total surface area as well, as seen in the decreasing NMI.

versely proportional to redshift seems counter to models

of star formation and disk assembly. We note however,

that it is clear from the results outlined in §4 that star

formation is much greater at earlier times. Therefore, we

include the NMI measurement to see if the regions where

star formation rate is occurring correspond to regions of

higher stellar mass. In the median NMI, the correlation

between the SFR maps and the stellar mass maps are

decreasing with redshift. Furthermore, we show two ex-

ample galaxies, one at high-z and one at low-z, to show

that indeed, the SFR maps are more similar to stellar

mass maps at earlier times.

From this, we can infer that at early times, such as the

galaxy that is at z = 4.74 in the top-right figure, regions

of bursty star formation correspond more to where the

stellar mass is. In that sense, it is not that bursty star

formation is less clumpy, but that both SFR and stellar

mass are both clumpy at higher-z. But once more stellar

mass is set in place, the star-forming regions make up

less and less of the galaxy, and eventually only form

in the outskirts of the galaxy, which is evidenced by the

bottom right images of the galaxy at z = 0.57, where the

SFR, while technically ”clumpy”, does not correspond

to the smooth stellar mass distribution, and is also much

lower than at high-z.

6. DISCUSSION

Semi-analytic galaxy simulations (such as Benincasa

et al. 2020; Grudić et al. 2023; Yu et al. 2023; Pinna
et al. 2024; Semenov et al. 2024) have just begin to ex-

plore the question of how exactly the MW’s disk formed

and evolved, especially as we have evidence that a sub-

set of the stars in the MW’s thick disk originated from

a major merger that occurred 8-11 Gyr ago known as

Gaia-Enceladus (GSE merger). We will consider how

the CANUCS sample of observed MWAs compares to

previous simulation-based studies of MWA formation.

Recall that in §4.3, we compared the total mass

growth of the CANUCS MWAs to the mass growth of

MWAs in FIRE-2. Specifically, we included the study

of thin and thick disk formation using FIRE-2 MWAs

presented in Yu et al. (2023), where the authors tracked

the kinematic and morphological evolution of star parti-

cles within twelve simulated MWAs. This SFR turning

point from Yu et al. (2023) , which occurs at ∼ 5 Gyr

(z ∼ 0.5) and is plotted in Figure 8, is significant be-
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cause it is also when their simulated galaxies switch from

assembling the thick disk to assembling the thin disk. In

our sample, the timing of the turning point corresponds

to the largest jump in the half-mass radius (Re, right

panel of Figure 9), where Re increases from 2.5 kpc to

4.1 kpc. This means the size growth in the last ∼ 5

Gyr of the MWAs happened during this “steady phase”

of star formation and occurred in the outskirts of the

galaxies (as demonstrated in Figures 6 and 7, as well as

on the right panel of Figure 12), and this growth may

be the equivalent of thin disk assembly in MWAs.

Although we find strong evidence for inside-out

growth as well as disk assembly with our MWA sample,

our mass map derived morphology parameters exhibit

both opposing and agreeable trends to Yu et al. (2023).

The Sérsic index of our sample increases with decreas-

ing redshift, showing that our MWAs are becoming more

bulge-dominated at later times, even after removing qui-

escent galaxies. In contrast, the circularity of stellar or-

bits for the FIRE-2 MWAs in Yu et al. (2023) (which

they use as a proxy for disk-like morphology) increases

with decreasing redshift, showing their mass distribu-

tions are becoming more disk-dominated at later times.

Another simulation-based study with MWAs in

TNG50 from Sotillo-Ramos et al. (2022) tracked both

in-situ SFR and “diskiness” (measured via D/T or disk-

to-total mass ratio) over time, and found that increased

in-situ SFR is associated with increased diskiness of the

MWAs. Their definition of disk is also dependent upon

circularity (ϵ > 0.7 for the disks). However, a major

merger episode will disrupt diskiness, but still increase

in-situ SFR (in a starburst), with the disks reforming

afterwards (the orbits of the newly formed stars settling

into circular orbits). It can be argued that the gener-

ally decreasing trend of the merger and disturbed frac-

tions of the CANUCS MWAs is evidence of this settling

down after the starbursts that occurred at z > 3. The

timescale of the disk reformation according to Sotillo-

Ramos et al. (2022) is anywhere from < 1 Gyr to ∼ 2

Gyr. If a redshift bin covers a span of time that is ≳ 1

Gyr, then it is more likely the median Sérsic index n

in our observed MWA sample will average out all of the

morphology of the merging and non-merger galaxies and

return a disk-like value close to n = 1.

6.1. Star formation, mergers, and morphology

On the other hand, ACAS , ARMS , and Smerger of

the CANUCS MWA progenitors all show an increas-

ing trend with increasing redshift. Asymmetry param-

eters are correlated with galaxy pair interactions and

tidal features, both of which contribute to turbulence

and non-circular orbits. Ultimately, Sérsic profiles are
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derived from surface brightness, which is not related to

orbit circularity. Meanwhile, asymmetry parameters are

more closely related to orbital circularity, and thus sim-

ilar trends appear between observation and simulation.

6.2. Merger rates over time

The time frame of the last major merger of the MW,

the GSE merger, corresponds to a redshift of 1 < z <

2.5. This is an interesting epoch because all of the pa-

rameters that track merger rates plotted in Figure 11

appear to show an upturn at 1 < z < 2, despite the

overall decreasing trend of merger rates and asymme-

try with decreasing redshift. This upturn is the most

pronounced for the merger statistic, plotted on the left

panels, where the merger fraction at 1 < z < 1.5 is

∼ 14.0± 3.4%.

In Figure 13, we re-bin the merger fraction defined

by Smerger > 0 of CANCUS MWA progenitors, from

the bottom-left panel of Figure 11, by lookback time

instead of redshift (black solid line with grey shading).

The peak of the merger fraction as broken down by look-

back time is 12-13 Gyr ago, corresponding to redshifts

z > 3, as expected. Interestingly, the merger fractions

as a function of lookback time no longer has the drastic

upturn that appears when binned by redshift. We com-

pare the CANUCS MWA merger fraction with results

from TNG50, specifically Sotillo-Ramos et al. (2022),

as they focused on disk survival rates of MWAs that

experienced major mergers. The number of MWAs in
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TNG50 for which their last major merger occurred at

a certain lookback time is also plotted in Figure 13 as

the blue dashed line. The CANUCS MWA merger frac-

tions also agree well with the distribution of last ma-

jor merger occurrence versus lookback time from the

TNG50 MWAs. Note that this is not a one-to-one com-

parison of occurrence rates of mergers. Simulations have

access to the full star formation histories of each galaxy,

and know when, and how many mergers occurred. Ob-

servational results are snapshots of various galaxies at

only one point in their evolutionary history.

Since certain redshift epochs correspond to the for-

mation of different regions of the MW or other similar

disk galaxies, the abundance-matched progenitors ob-

served at that redshift will reveal what environments or

interactions may have assembled these structures. The

thin disk, as the outermost structure with the youngest

stellar populations appear to be formed via steady star

formation at the outskirts of a fully formed disk galaxy

at z < 1 (Yu et al. 2023). Unless a major merger takes

place after the steady phase of star formation sets in

(such as with M31, see D’Souza & Bell 2018), this steady

star formation will not disrupt the morphology of the

thin disk. The thick disk, however, formed before and

during cosmic noon (1 ≲ z ≲ 3) , where we see burstier

star formation and more chances of mergers: events that

would dynamically heat the forming disk. Mergers may

disrupt or even destroy disks (Sotillo-Ramos et al. 2022),

but the disk is able to reform given enough time, albeit

with larger scale heights. Before the formation of the

thick disk, the bulge would form in a very early universe

with much more density, and far more major mergers.

Systems like the the Sunrise arc (Vanzella et al. 2023),

Firefly Sparkle (Mowla et al. 2024), and Cosmic Gems

(Adamo et al. 2024; Bradley et al. 2024), are among

the first glimpses into the highly chaotic formation of

the central regions of much more rotationally supported

“grand design” spiral galaxies in the present universe.

7. SUMMARY

We used abundance matching on all ten fields of the

CANUCS catalogs to find a sample of 909 spatially re-

solved MWA progenitors since z = 5. The stellar mass

ranges of these galaxies match well with both simula-

tions and previous observation-based studies of MWA

evolution. We then performed resolved SED-fitting with

Dense Basis to create stellar mass and SFR maps of our

MWA progenitors in order to track the mass assembly,

sSFR, and morphology evolution. Our main results are

as follows:

• There is strong evidence of inside-out growth for

the selected MWA progenitors before z = 2. From

the mass density profiles (Figures 6 and 7), we

find that at 2 < z < 5, the M⋆ in the outer re-

gions (R > 2 kpc) grows by 0.8 dex, which is eight

times more than the M⋆ growth in the inner re-

gions (0.1 dex within R < 2 kpc). The maximum

sSFR of each stacked and normalized sSFR profile

in Figure 6 from z ∼ 4 to z ∼ 0.5 is located at or

close to the furthest point from the profile’s center.

The sSFR of the inner regions in Figure 7 decrease

steadily since z = 5, while the sSFR of the outer

regions increase between 2 < z < 5, matching the

inner regions at z ∼ 3, and only begin to decrease

after cosmic noon (z ∼ 1.75).

• Additionally, in Figure 9, the median Sérsic in-

dices of the MWA progenitors demonstrate that

up to z ∼ 0.5, these galaxies remain highly disk-

dominated systems. Meanwhile, the change in

their median half-mass radius implies that the pro-

genitors are doubling in size from z ∼ 5 to z ∼ 3,

and again from z ∼ 3 to z ∼ 0.3. The lack of

strong evolution in Sérsic index combined with

steady growth in Re imply the galaxies are build-

ing their disks inside-out at earlier times.

• The merger rates of our MWA progenitors are

defined using the position of the galaxy’s mass

map on the Gini-M20 plane (Smerger > 0, Fig-

ure 10 ). The most conservative merger fraction

at 4 < z < 5 is 16.7± 8.3% (Figure 11). Between

45.8 ± 13.8% to 62.5 ± 16.1% of MWA progeni-

tors at 4 < z < 5 are classified as disturbed, us-

ing either CAS or RMS asymmetry. Merger frac-

tions and disturbed fractions have an overall de-

creasing trend with redshift. The mass growth of

early galaxies likely involve frequent interactions

and higher merger rates than low-z galaxies.

• The clumpiness of the stellar mass maps is higher

at high-z, especially 4 < z < 5, but remains at

< 20% at z < 4 (Figure 12). Although the clumpi-

ness of the SFR maps increases towards lower-

z, the overall SFR decreases, so the star-forming

clumps at lower-z are less bursty than their higher-

z counterparts. There is also more mismatch be-

tween regions of high SFR and the underlying stel-

lar mass distribution. This means that highly star-

forming regions at higher-z are more likely to be

located where there is more stellar mass, whereas

the star-forming regions at low-z usually are found

in regions with lower mass density. MWAs evolve

from small, disturbed systems with extreme star

formation activity to a large disk with pockets of
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star formation that surround a massive, quiescent

bulge.

Since both SFR and asymmetry of the CANUCS

MWA progenitors all increase as z increases, this

matches simulations of MWA evolution where disk

galaxies exhibit burstier star formation at earlier times

that leads to less circularized/more eccentric and thus

more “asymmetric” stellar orbits. Therefore, the thick

disk of MWAs in general may be formed either via bursty

episodes of star formation that dynamically heat a less

massive disk, or via mergers disrupting the disk or in-

ducing a starburst as the galaxy forms.
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Rihtaršič, G., Bradač, M., Desprez, G., et al. 2024, arXiv

e-prints, arXiv:2406.10332,

doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2406.10332

Rodriguez-Gomez, V., Snyder, G. F., Lotz, J. M., et al.

2019, MNRAS, 483, 4140, doi: 10.1093/mnras/sty3345

Rusta, E., Salvadori, S., Gelli, V., Koutsouridou, I., &

Marconi, A. 2024, arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2407.06255,

doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2407.06255

Salvadori, S., Ferrara, A., Schneider, R., Scannapieco, E., &

Kawata, D. 2010, MNRAS, 401, L5,

doi: 10.1111/j.1745-3933.2009.00772.x

Santini, P., Fontana, A., Castellano, M., et al. 2017, ApJ,

847, 76, doi: 10.3847/1538-4357/aa8874

Sarrouh, G. T., Muzzin, A., Iyer, K. G., et al. 2024, arXiv

e-prints, arXiv:2401.08781,

doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2401.08781

Sazonova, E., Morgan, C., Balogh, M., et al. 2024, arXiv

e-prints, arXiv:2404.05792,

doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2404.05792

Schaye, J., Crain, R. A., Bower, R. G., et al. 2015,

MNRAS, 446, 521, doi: 10.1093/mnras/stu2058

Schreiber, C., Pannella, M., Elbaz, D., et al. 2015, A&A,

575, A74, doi: 10.1051/0004-6361/201425017

Semenov, V. A., Conroy, C., Smith, A., Puchwein, E., &

Hernquist, L. 2024, arXiv e-prints, arXiv:2409.18173,

doi: 10.48550/arXiv.2409.18173
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Figure 14. Left Panel: Rest-frame UVJ diagram of 9516 galaxies from the CANUCS CLU fields with redshifts 0 < z < 5
shown as the grey bins. Darker bins indicate higher number count of galaxies. The MWA progenitors are plotted on top, with
each circle representing one galaxy, and the color indicating the integrated sSFR. The UVJ boundaries used in this work are
shown in yellow with dashed yellow line indicating the UVJ boundaries from Williams et al. (2009). Right Panel: Histogram
distribution of the same 9516 galaxies and their distance from the diagonal UVJ boundary line. Purple dashed line indicates
local minimum, and is analogous to the UVJ diagonal line in the left panel.

APPENDIX

A. UVJ COLOR CALIBRATION FOR THIS DATASET

In §2.4, the UVJ diagram is used to determine the quiescent fraction of potential MWA progenitors and remove them

from the analysis. In order to have unbiased UVJ boundaries, we cannot use the MWA progenitor sample itself to

determine the boundaries due to the low quiescent fraction and lack of bimodality. Instead, a sample of 9516 galaxies

from the cluster fields is used to fit the UVJ boundaries. The slope of the red sequence determines the slope of the

calibrated line, and the local minimum of the distribution determines the y-intercept.

In Figure 14, we plot the full sample of galaxies that are used to calibrate the UVJ lines. The original color cuts

were generated for every galaxy present in the CLU fields from 0.5 < z < 6, which we have adjusted to 0 < z < 5 to

match the redshift range of the MWA progenitor sample in this work. The reason the cluster fields are used but not

the NCF fields is because there are not enough quiescent galaxies in the NCF fields for a clear bimodal distribution in

UVJ color space. The quiescent fraction of the CANUCS sample at 0 < z < 5 in the NCF fields is only 0.07%, while

in the CLU fields it is 24% in the same redshift range due to the presence of the clusters.

B. CREATING 1-D PROFILES

As summarized in §4.1, we created 1-D stellar mass and SFR density profiles by placing down elliptical annuli with

width 0.1kpc centered on the stellar mass maps and SFR maps of each respective galaxy. The stacking is performed

along the semi-major axis of each galaxy for consistency. Figure 15 is an expanded version of Figure 6 from §4.1.
Displayed are each individual galaxy’s density profile divided into eight subplots by redshift bin. The stacked and

normalized profile is shown in the same color as in Figure 6. The dashed grey lines represent profiles of quiescent

galaxies while solid lines are the star-forming galaxies. The dashed colored lines represent the stacked and normalized

profile for each redshift bin including both star-forming and quiescents, while the solid colored lines only include star-

forming galaxies. The profiles are also not truncated by the noise floor. One difference between Figure 6 and Figure

15 is that the bottom panel of Figure 15 shows the SFR density instead of the sSFR density. Indeed the sSFR density

profiles were created via dividing each stacked and normalized SFR density profile at each redshift by its corresponding

mass density profile.
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Figure 15. Top Panel: 1-D stellar mass density profiles for each MWA, plotted in grey. Colored lines are the stacked and
normalized profile of all the galaxies in each redshift bin. Shaded regions represent the 1-sigma (68th percentile) region. The
vertical grey shaded region near R = 0kpc represents the average physical size of the PSF FHWM at that redshift bin. Bottom
Panel: Similar to the plot above but for SFR density profiles. The total number of galaxies per redshift bin, and the quiescent
fraction is also displayed in the top-right corner.


	Introduction
	Data & Sample Selection
	Survey Design
	Data Reduction
	Sample Selection via Abundance Matching
	Quiescent fraction in the MWA sample

	Spatially resolved SED-fitting on JWST photometry
	Voronoi binning of galaxy images
	Accurate flux errors for photometric catalogs of Voronoi bins
	Creating stellar mass and SFR maps

	Resolved mass assembly and star formation of MWA progenitors
	Density profiles as a function of galactocentric radius
	Inner regions versus outskirts
	Is SFR the main driver of mass assembly?

	Morphological Measurements of MWA progenitors
	Sérsic profiles
	Sérsic parameters of MWA progenitors since z=5
	Gini-M20 Statistics
	Asymmetry measurements
	Mergers and disturbed galaxies at high redshift
	Overlap of star-forming regions with stellar mass distribution

	Discussion
	Star formation, mergers, and morphology
	Merger rates over time

	Summary
	Acknowledgments
	UVJ color calibration for this dataset
	Creating 1-D profiles

