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ABSTRACT

The prevailing model of galaxy formation proposes that galaxies like the Milky Way are built through

a series of mergers with smaller galaxies over time. However, the exact details of the Milky Way’s

assembly history remain uncertain. Here, we show that the Milky Way’s merger history is uniquely

encoded in the vertical thickness of its stellar disk. By leveraging age estimates from the value-

added LAMOST DR8 catalog and the StarHorse ages from SDSS-IV DR12 data, we investigate the

relationship between disk thickness and stellar ages in the Milky Way using a sample comprising Red

Giants (RG), Red Clump Giants (RCG), and metal-poor stars (MPS). Guided by the IllustrisTNG50

simulations, we show that an increase in the dispersion of the vertical displacement of stars in the disk

traces its merger history. This analysis reveals the epoch of a major merger event that assembled the

Milky Way approximately 11.13 billion years ago, as indicated by the abrupt increase in disk thickness

among stars of that age, likely corresponding to the Gaia-Sausage Enceladus (GSE) event. The data

do not exclude an earlier major merger, which may have occurred about 1.3 billion years after the

Big Bang. Furthermore, the analysis suggests that the geometric thick disk of the Milky Way was

formed around 11.13 billion years ago, followed by a transition period of approximately 2.6 billion

years leading to the formation of the geometric thin disk, illustrating the galaxy’s structural evolution.

Additionally, we identified three more recent events — 5.20 billion, 2.02, and 0.22 billion years ago —

potentially linked to multiple passages of the Sagittarius dwarf galaxy. Our study not only elucidates

the complex mass assembly history of the Milky Way and highlights its past interactions but also

introduces a refined method for examining the merger histories of external galaxies.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the hierarchical theory of galaxy formation, the

Milky Way is formed by the merger and accretion of nu-

merous smaller satellite dwarf galaxies over time(White

& Rees 1978; White & Frenk 1991; Kauffmann et al.

1993; Helmi & White 1999). However, the precise his-

tory of the Milky Way’s mass assembly remains puz-

zling. Central to this challenge is discerning observable

imprints of major merger events and gravitational inter-

actions with satellite dwarf galaxies throughout cosmic

history. Recent advancements, notably through Gaia

(Gaia Collaboration. 2018; Gaia Collaboration. et al.

2023) and SDSS-IV(Majewski et al. 2017) focused on

Milky Way stars, have revealed compelling evidence of

the relics of a major merger with an ancient galaxy

named Gaia-Sausage-Enceladus (GSE) (Helmi et al.

2018; Belokurov et al. 2018). The time of this merger re-

mains uncertain, spanning from 8 to 12 billion years ago

(Gilmore et al. 2002; Navarro et al. 2004; Haywood et al.

2018; Gallart et al. 2019; Lancaster et al. 2019; Fattahi

et al. 2019; Vincenzo et al. 2019; Naidu et al. 2020; Be-

lokurov et al. 2020; Das et al. 2020; Naidu et al. 2021;

Montalbán et al. 2021; Belokurov et al. 2022; Ciucă

et al. 2022). The conventional method for piecing to-

gether the Milky Way’s merger history entails integrat-

ing stellar kinematics with their metallicities. Extensive

data from astrometric sky surveys like Gaia and spec-

troscopic surveys including APOGEE (Majewski et al.

2017), LAMOST (Zhao et al. 2012), GALAH (De Silva

et al. 2015) and others have made the Milky Way an

ideal setting for testing theories of galaxy formation

and evolution. These past mergers may have left be-

hind trails of stellar streams in the halo of the Milky
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Way (Helmi et al. 1999; Ibata et al. 1994; Majewski

et al. 2003; Helmi et al. 2006; Klement et al. 2009; Smith

et al. 2009; Newberg et al. 2009; Nissen & Schuster 2010;

Weiss et al. 2018); however, identifying these remnants

is challenging in configuration space due to the dynam-

ical mixing with other stars over time. Studies suggest

that traces of these events should still be observable in

kinematic spaces such as the Energy-Angular momen-

tum space (Helmi & de Zeeuw 2000; Knebe et al. 2005;

Brown et al. 2005; Helmi et al. 2005; Font et al. 2006;

Choi et al. 2007; Morrison et al. 2009; Gómez et al.

2010; Fiorentin et al. 2015; Malhan et al. 2022). Sub-

sequent examinations using various N-body simulations

have shown that detecting such streams kinematically is

inefficient due to the difficulty in differentiating in-situ

stars from accreted stars. Moreover, satellite energy and

angular momentum are not conserved during these in-

teractions, leading to several independent overdensities

in kinematic-related spaces and complicating the asso-

ciation with specific merger events (Jean-Baptiste et al.

2017; Pagnini et al. 2023; Koppelman et al. 2020; Ama-

rante et al. 2022; Khoperskov et al. 2023b,a). High-

quality spectroscopic data from various sky surveys has

enabled successive studies to combine chemical abun-

dances with kinematics to trace past merger events. One

can infer separate instances of accretion by identify-

ing sets of stars with distinct kinematic properties and

metallicity distribution functions (Myeong et al. 2019;

Naidu et al. 2020; Ruiz-Lara et al. 2022; Chandra et al.

2023). However, Mori et al. (2024) suggests a potential

bias in this approach, possibly misinterpreting a single

accretion event as multiple ones and underestimating

the mass of the progenitors. This highlights the critical

need for a more robust or at least another complemen-

tary approach to reconstructing our Galaxy’s accretion

history.

It’s been known since the early nineties that satellite

interactions can significantly heat the stars in a galaxy’s

disk, leading to the thickening of the disk in the verti-

cal direction (Toth & Ostriker 1992; Quinn et al. 1993).

So, if we can trace the vertical displacement of the stars

in the disk as a function of their age, we could identify

the number and the intensity of the major interactions

the Milky Way has had in the past with the satellite

galaxies. In this study, we demonstrate that the Milky

Way’s merger history is uniquely imprinted in the verti-

cal thickness of its stellar disk. Our analysis focuses on

the increase in the vertical dispersion of the stellar disk

as a key indicator of merger events, drawing support

from similar patterns observed in the IllustrisTNG50

simulations.

Figure 1. 2-D histogram of RG, RCG, and MTSO-SGB
stars projected in the R-Z plane. In our analysis, we limit
the stars to those within a Galactocentric radius of 8≤R≤11
kpc and a thickness of |Z| ≤3 kpc.

This paper is structured as follows. Section 2 presents

the data used in the analysis. Section 3 discusses

the methodology and results, including comparisons to

Milky Way analogs from the IllustrisTNG50 simulations

and the impact of age uncertainties in detecting merger

events. Finally, Section 4 summarizes the findings and

discusses the potential limitations.

2. DATA

We utilized the publicly available LAMOST Value

Added Catalog (VAC) containing stellar ages of red gi-

ants (RG) and red clump giants (RCG) from LAMOST

DR8(Wang et al. 2023), as well as Metal-Poor Stars

(MPS) consisting of Main Sequence Turnoff and Sub-

giant Branch (MSTO-SGB) from SDSS DR12 (Queiroz

et al. 2023a,b). The ages of MPS were determined us-

ing the StarHorse algorithm (Queiroz et al. 2018), which

uses Bayesian inference to calculate stellar parameters

by comparing spectroscopic measurements and their er-

rors with the PARSEC (Bressan et al. 2012) stellar evo-

lution models. The MPS catalog from Queiroz et al.

(2023a) uses Gaussian priors for ages and metallicities,

so we performed a special run for SDSS DR12 that omit-

ted these priors (hereafter catalog I). While this ap-

proach may increase uncertainties, it ensures that the

observed age trends are not affected by the method’s

assumptions. Refer to the Appendix for analysis using

the catalog from Queiroz et al. (2023a) (hereafter cata-

log II) and detailed discussion.

The LAMOST VAC comprises 1,348,645 sources,

while the SDSS DR12 MPS catalog I consists of 68173

sources. Uncertainties for the ages of RC and RGB stars
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Figure 2. Age vs ∆z of stars in the Milky Way disk. We combined the data of RG and RCG from LAMOST and MPS from
SDSS DR12 and measured the dispersion in the vertical position, ∆z, for every age bin. We modelled each peak as a Gaussian,
and the best-fit curve was determined by least-squares minimization of composition of four peaks. The grey lines at 11.13±0.02
Gyr, 5.20±0.26 Gyr, 2.02±0.04 Gyr, and 0.22±0.02 Gyr indicate the midpoint of the fitted peaks. Additionally, we divided the
ages of the stars into two regions: Region I, spanning from the present day to 8.5 billion years ago, corresponds to a period of
low dispersion in vertical position (defined as thin disk); and Region II for the rest (defined as thick disk). By comparison with
cosmological simulations the region highlighted in magenta, which shows higher ∆z, represents the era of major mergers until
the gas cooled, leading to a lower ∆z region forming the thin disk (see the text). Three green bands represent the duration of
satellite interaction, likely corresponding to the three closest passages of Sgr dwarf, denoted by the FWHM (full width at half
maximum) values of their respective peaks.

in the VAC catalog is ∼ 30%, whereas the StarHorse

ages of SDSS DR12 MPS stars have typical uncertain-

ties of approximately 15%. The StarHorse age estimates

are more reliable for older stars, with relative uncertain-

ties dropping below 10% for stars older than ∼11 Gyr

(Queiroz et al. 2023b; Nepal et al. 2024). These were

then cross-matched with the Gaia EDR3 catalog using

TOPCAT (Taylor 2005) to acquire Bailer-Jones photo-

geometric distances (Bailer-Jones et al. 2021) and se-

lected the stars with d/duncert > 5. We transformed

the sky coordinates and distances of these sources into

3D Galactocentric cylindrical coordinates (R,Φ, Z) us-

ing the Astropy package in Python (Astropy Collabo-

ration 2022), assuming a distance of the Sun from the

Galactic center of R⊙ = 8.34 kpc (Reid et al. 2014)

and a distance of the Sun from the Galactic mid-plane,

Z⊙ = 27 pc (Chen et al. 2001). Using MSTO-SGB

stars from SDSS DR12 ensured our sample consisted

of metal-poor thick disk/halo stars representing an old

stellar population at larger vertical heights. LAMOST

VAC offers a wide range of stellar ages covering a large

vertical extent; this is crucial for identifying peaks in

vertical thickness relative to stellar ages to investigate

merger history trends. The distribution of all the stars

in the R-Z plane is shown in Figure 1. For our analysis,

we confined our selection to stars within a galactocentric

radial range of 8-11 kpc to minimize distance uncertain-

ties. We further limited our sample to |Z| < 3 kpc
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to ensure disk stars dominate our sample, resulting in

771243 stars from LAMOST VAC and 24362 from SDSS

DR12 MPS VAC.

3. RESULTS

3.1. Age vs Disk thickness

We analyzed a diverse group of stars such as RG,

RGB and MPS at galactocentric distances of R=8-11

kpc within the Milky Way. We calculated the disper-

sion in the vertical position of stars (∆z) as a proxy for

disk thickness and explored how this quantity correlates

with their ages. We divided the age range into 750 inter-

vals and assessed the variation in vertical position within

each interval as a measure of disk thickness. We calcu-

lated the standard deviation of the vertical positions of

the stars, denoted as ∆z, using the equation

∆z =

√
1

n− 1

∑
i

(zi − z̄)2, (1)

where n is the number of stars in each bin, zi is the

vertical position of ith star and z̄ is the mean of verti-

cal positions of all the stars in a given bin. Since our

analysis involved the standard deviation of vertical posi-

tions, ensuring that a sufficient number of stars in each

bin is critical to calculate this statistic reliably. Particu-

larly for older age bins beyond 12.5 Gyr, the number of

stars in the bins begins to decline (see Figure A4a in the

Appendix for the histogram of stellar ages). We imple-

mented the following approach to mitigate the impact of

these sparsely populated bins on our analysis. We first

obtained the number of stars in each bin and generated

a histogram of the logarithm of these counts, as depicted

in Figure A4b in the Appendix. This histogram repre-

sented the distribution of stellar number counts across

the bins. Fitting a half-normal curve to this distribution

allowed us to estimate the mean and standard deviation

parameters. We then excluded those bins containing the

number of stars falling below the 95% confidence inter-

val, approximately 2-σ from the mean. This condition

ensured a minimum of 222 stars in each bin for the anal-

ysis in Figure 2.

This process uncovered four significant peaks in the

disk’s vertical thickness apparent from the presence

of four peaks in Figure 2 at 11.13±0.02, 5.20±0.26,

2.02±0.04, and 0.22±0.02 billion years ago. The peak

at 11.13 billion years ago precedes a marked decrease in

∆z. To determine the midpoint of these peaks, we used

the lmfit library (Newville et al. 2016) in Python, a

powerful tool for performing curve fitting and non-linear

least squares minimization. We represented the Age-

∆z relationship in the data using a composition of four

Figure 3. Vertical velocity dispersion (σz) as a function
of Age of stars in the Milky Way disk resembling Figure
2. The best-fit curve is found by least-squares minimization
by modeling it as a sum of four Gaussian peaks. The grey
lines at 11.45±0.06 Gyr, 5.71±0.25 Gyr, 2.11±0.22 Gyr, and
0.19±0.03 Gyr indicate the midpoint of fitted peaks of local
deviations in the trend.

.

Gaussian distributions. Furthermore, we included a lin-

ear model as the background to account for an overall

increase in thickness with age, consistent with older stars

being more heated than younger ones. lmfit employs

least squares minimization to find the best-fit curve (or-

ange curve in Figure 2) and the best-fit parameters for

each of the peaks in the data. The best-fit parameters

include the midpoint, width, and amplitude of the re-

spective peak fitted with a Gaussian. We quantify the

Full-Width-Half-Maximum (FWHM) of each Gaussian

found by 2.35 times the half-width of the peak. Fig-

ure A5 in the Appendix displays the residual thickness

(i.e., Data-Model) plotted against age. The residuals are

scattered randomly around zero without any discernible

patterns, implying a good fit with the data.

We conducted bootstrapping to assess the uncertain-

ties in the lookback times linked to the midpoint of the

peaks derived from fitting the data. By performing ran-

dom sampling with replacement, we created 2000 sub-

samples of equivalent length as the original sample. We

applied the same procedure to acquire an array of opti-

mal fit values for the midpoint of each of the peaks. We

then determined their standard errors. It’s important

to note that this does not account for systematic uncer-

tainties related to ages in the catalogs. We utilized the

best-fit peak heights of each Gaussian curve and their

associated uncertainties to measure the statistical sig-

nificance of the four peaks in Figure 2. By accounting

for the noise level alongside each peak height, we could
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compute the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), which indicates

the strength of the peaks relative to the background

noise. Our analysis yielded SNRs of 34.64, 5.43, 6.79,

and 23.18 for peaks centered at the ages of 11.13±0.02

Gyr, 5.20±0.26 Gyr, 2.02±0.04 Gyr and 0.22±0.02 Gyr

respectively. This evidence confirms that the deviations

observed in Figure 2 are statistically significant (i.e., ex-

ceeding a threshold larger than 3− σ).

3.2. Comparison with Age-vertical velocity dispersion

To further validate the observed trends in the age-

vertical position dispersion (∆z) relationship, we also

examined the age-vertical velocity dispersion (σz) re-

lation. Any trend in the Age–∆z relation should also

manifest in the Age–σz relation, given the disk is rea-

sonably close to equilibrium. We cross-matched two

datasets - the LAMOST VAC and Gaia DR3 data - to

obtain a sample with proper motions and radial veloc-

ities. After excluding stars with no radial velocities,

this resulted in a sample of 1,077,302 stars. We also

cross-matched the SDSS DR12 catalog I with a publicly

available dataset that combines SDSS DR12 radial ve-

locities with proper motions from Gaia for turn-off stars

(Bonifacio et al. 2021) using TOPCAT (Taylor 2005),

yielding an additional 20,512 stars. We combined these

two subsamples and transformed the proper motions and

radial velocities into 3D galactocentric cylindrical coor-

dinates (VR, Vϕ, Vz) using the Astropy package (Astropy

Collaboration 2022), assuming a local circular velocity

Vc = 232.8 km/s (McMillan 2016), the components of

Solar motion (U⊙, V⊙,W⊙ ) = (11.1, 12.24, 7.25) km/s

(Schönrich et al. 2010), R⊙ = 8.34 kpc (Reid et al. 2014)

and Z⊙ = 27 pc (Chen et al. 2001). We then selected

stars with galactocentric radii between 8-11 kpc and

|Z| ≤ 3 kpc. Dividing the ages into 280 bins, we cal-

culated the dispersion in vertical velocities for each bin

and removed those bins with insufficient sources using

the procedure described in section 3.1. The resulting

age–σz relationship, shown in Figure 3, closely resem-

bles the patterns observed in Figure 2, recovering all four

peaks. Fitting a composition of four Gaussian distribu-

tions to the age-σz relationship as described in section

3.1, we identified merger time midpoints at 11.45±0.06

Gyr, 5.71±0.25 Gyr, 2.11±0.22 Gyr and 0.19±0.03 Gyr.

The presence of these four peaks in the age-σz relation

reinforces the robustness of our analysis. In addition to

this, according to the evidence presented in Figure 2 and

Figure 3, the vertical thickness of the Milky Way’s outer

disk is directly proportional to the vertical velocity dis-

persion, suggesting that this region of the disk is closer

to a state of dynamical equilibrium.

We anticipate the disk’s vertical profile thickening pro-

gressively with star age, as older stars tend to increase

their vertical spread by dynamical heating compared to

younger ones. This expected monotonically increasing

relationship between stellar age and disk thickness is

indeed observed; however, our findings also reveal devi-

ations from this pattern. For further insights, we turned

to cosmological simulations to interpret these deviations

and understand the underlying dynamics.

3.3. Milky Way analogues from IllustrisTNG50

Cosmological simulations play a crucial role in under-

standing galaxy evolution and the impact of external

disturbances on various galactic parameters. Among

these, the IllustrisTNG suite (Pillepich et al. 2017;

Springel et al. 2017; Nelson et al. 2017; Marinacci et al.

2018; Naiman et al. 2018; Nelson et al. 2019), and espe-

cially its latest iteration TNG50 (Nelson et al. 2019b),

offers high spatial and force resolution within a 50 Mpc

box sampled by 21603 gas cells with a baryon mass reso-

lution of 8.5× 104M⊙. We can compare our findings on

the Milky Way’s disk with the predictions made by the

TNG50 simulations to gain further insights. This study

uses the publicly available MW/Andromeda analogs cat-

alog in IllustrisTNG50 (Pillepich et al. 2023).

Our analysis shows that galaxies record each en-

counter as variations in the thickness of the stellar disk

over time. Merger events precede an increase in the

disk’s ∆z, a proxy for the vertical thickness. One case

is Subhalo 555601, a simulated galaxy resembling the

Milky Way, with a current total mass of 7.93×1011M⊙.

We calculated the relationship between stellar age and

vertical thickness for this model by categorizing stellar

ages into 700 bins and determining the dispersion in

vertical positions for each bin. Figure 4a shows an over-

all increase with age, except for a significant deviation

marked in magenta. This deviation begins 10.3 billion

years ago, peaking at 8.9 billion years, then sharply de-

clines until 6.6 billion years ago, marking a period of

increased vertical dispersion. This anomaly correlates

with a 5:1 mass ratio merger event, with the highlighted

time frame in the graph corresponding to the duration

of this interaction. After 6.6 billion years, the galaxy

exhibits a steady, secular evolution, characterized by a

consistent decrease in Age–∆z dispersion, absent from

any further disruptions from major mergers or close en-

counters. For Subhalo 555601, we took 200,000 stars

within a radial range of 6 kpc, encompassing galacto-

centric radii between 8 and 14 kpc. However, the results

remained consistent even with a narrower radial width

of 1 kpc. The selection of stars with varying vertical

thickness did not impact the overall results as well, al-
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Figure 4. (a) Age vs ∆z trend of the present day snapshot of the Milky Way analogue with ID 555601 in TNG50, featuring
the signature of a major merger. The highlighted region marks a notable merger occurrence (refer to Figure 5), whose impact is
evident in the vertical thickness of the stars formed during this period within the galaxy, as observed at present. (b) Age vs ∆z

trend of the present-day snapshot of the model 392277 in TNG50 highlights a flyby’s signature. The top right panel illustrates
the influence of a flyby between 3.2 and 1.6 billion years ago on the thickness of stars formed during that time in the Milky Way
analog 392277, as observed at present. Meanwhile, the bottom right panel depicts the distance between the satellite and the
host galaxy (dsh) over time (equivalent to the ages of the stars born during that time). The parameters in both panels show a
significant correlation, with the maxima on the Age vs ∆z plot in the top panel representing the time of closest approach of the
flyby (marked in grey).

though it influenced the magnitude of ∆z. This accounts

for relatively lower ∆z values observed in the data as in

Figure 2, since the analysis focuses on a narrower range

of vertical thickness. Randomly sampling 10,000 stars

from the 200,000-star dataset of the model galaxy also

yielded consistent results, including the magnitude of

∆z, indicating the analysis is robust to low sample sizes.

A significant merger event can dramatically affect the

structure of a galaxy’s disk and its vertical dispersion

∆z. As a satellite galaxy draws nearer to its host, the

gravitational disturbance heats the host’s disk, increas-

ing its vertical thickness. This effect is more pronounced

the closer and more massive the satellite galaxy gets,

disrupting the host galaxy’s structure and leading to in-

creased vertical dispersion. During such mergers, the

gaseous component of the disk, being more extended

and less gravitationally bound, would be particularly

susceptible to disruption. A disturbance in the gas can

lead to the formation of new stars outside the midplane

of the disk, consequently giving them a greater varia-

tion in their initial vertical positions and motions. As

the merger progresses, the redistribution of angular mo-

mentum and dispersion from inter-cloud collisions allows

the gas to slowly settle back into the disk plane, form-

ing new stars with less vertical dispersion. The shaded

region in Figure 4a and 5 highlights this process. Once

the gas has resettled into the plane, it leads to the for-

mation of stars that subsequently contribute to creating

a thin stellar disk. In the absence of any major mergers,

stars in the thin disk experience minimal heating over

time. In contrast, a significant flyby of a satellite galaxy

causes a slight increase in vertical dispersion (D’Onghia

et al. 2010), appearing as a minor spike in the age-∆z

profile with the peak corresponding to the closest ap-

proach of the satellite as illustrated in Figure 4b. The

coincidence in the age of the peak in ∆z with the time

of closest approach of the satellite implies that ∆z is

indeed a robust indicator of the times of past mergers.

In Figure 2, guided by the comparison with the sim-

ulations, we identify two distinct periods in the Milky

Way’s history: Region I, which extends from the present

day to 8.5 billion years ago, marked by lower vertical

thickness, and Region II, which spans the period from

the big bang up to 8.5 billion years ago characterized by

comparatively higher vertical thickness. Our analysis

draws on two Milky Way analogs from the TNG50 sim-

ulation, identified by Subhalo IDs 462710 and 372755,

displaying patterns similar to these defined periods.

Figure 6a, showing the age–∆z trend of a snapshot

of Subhalo 462710 that resembles Region I of Figure 2,

showcases three peaks around 0.22, 0.95, and 2.38 billion

years ago, each marking a close encounter with a satellite

dwarf galaxy. The increasing amplitude of these peaks

culminates in the most recent and closest encounter, sig-
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Figure 5. Simulation snapshots showing the merger interaction corresponding to a range of lookback times (t) corresponding
to the highlighted area in Figure 4a.

nificantly disturbing the Galactic disk. This sequence of

interactions, mirrored in Figure 2 by peaks in the data

at 5.20±0.26, 2.02±0.04, and 0.22± 0.02 billion years

ago, underscores repeated encounters with a satellite

galaxy, perhaps the Sagittarius dwarf (Sgr). The satel-

lite’s most recent encounter, occurring approximately

0.9 billion years ago until its closest approach at 0.22

billion years ago, aligns with the observed phase mixing

times from the Gaia phase space spiral (Antoja et al.

2020). Das et al. (2024) has reported an increase in the

vertical velocity dispersion of Milky Way stars around 6

billion years ago consistent with our findings, which has

been attributed to the first pericentric passage of the

Sagittarius dwarf galaxy, based on an analysis combin-

ing stellar kinematics and chemistry. Furthermore, all

three peaks coincide with the suggested periods of Sgr

infall deduced from its star formation episodes (Siegel,

M. H. et al. 2007) and are consistent with the timings

inferred from the Milky Way’s star formation history

(Ruiz-Lara et al. 2020).

The peak in disk thickness indicating the closest ap-

proach of the satellite observed around 0.22 billion years

ago may reflect the significant impact of a recent en-

counter between the Milky Way and the Sagittarius

dwarf galaxy on the Galactic disk (Thulasidharan et al.

2022; Poggio et al. 2024). However, the possibility that

this peak is attributed to the interaction with the Large

Magellanic Cloud cannot be ruled out, as previous stud-

ies have suggested that the LMC is undergoing its first

passage around the Milky Way (Besla et al. 2007; Kalli-

vayalil et al. 2013). This peak in disk thickness is also

consistent with the findings of Laporte et al. (2017),

which indicated that the LMC’s pericentric passage oc-

curred around 0.1 Gyr ago, and the LMC is now moving

away from the Milky Way after passing the pericenter.

Figure 6b resembles Region II of Figure 2, but for

multiple major merger events. The two significant peaks

at 8.24 and 6.83 billion years ago in Figure 6b mirror

substantial merger events in a model galaxy’s past, with

the latter occurring while the galaxy was still settling

from the first. The initial merger, nearly equal in mass

to the model galaxy then (with a mass ratio of ∼1:1),

contrasts with the subsequent less massive merger (mass

ratio of 10:1). The intensity of these peaks in Figure 6b
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Figure 6. Age vs ∆z trend in the present day snapshots of Subhaloes 462710 and 372755 from the TNG50 simulation resembling
the highlighted regions I and II respectively in Figure 2. The orange curve is the best fit to the peaks resembling the Milky
Way data by modelling it the same way as Figure 2 and the grey lines indicate the best-fit midpoint of the peaks. We have only
shown the trend for the relevant range of stellar ages in the models. (a) The three highlighted regions represent the satellite’s
three pericentric passages and resemble Region I in Figure 2. (b) The highlighted area is similar to Region II of Figure 2
and represents the merging phase, during which the galaxy experiences two major mergers before forming a thick disk and
transitioning to a region with low vertical thickness, known as the thin disk. Another smaller peak, around 6 billion years,
indicates a third (minor) merger occurring while the galaxy was still in the process of merging from the second event (See the
text for more details).

reflects the relative masses involved in these mergers,

marking a transition from a period of high to low vertical

thickness. Figure 2 reveals a plateau starting at 11.13

± 0.02 Gyr, before transitioning to a more quiescent

phase at ∼ 8.5 Gyr, indicating a single significant major

merger event aligned with the GSE. This, however, does

not exclude the possibility of other merger events in the

early history of the Galaxy. The uncertainty in the ages

associated with the older stars could obscure significant

signatures of these mergers, making them difficult to

resolve. We discuss this in more detail in the following
section.

3.4. Impact of age uncertainties in the observational

data on the detection of merger events

To assess the impact of age uncertainties, we in-

troduced similar Gaussian uncertainties in the ages of

model galaxy stars based on observed data. For Sub-

halo 462710, which represents the influence of multi-

ple satellite passages later in the galaxy’s history (as

shown in Figure 6a), we applied a 30% age uncertainty,

consistent with the typical uncertainties in the LAM-

OST sample. The results, illustrated in Figure 7a, in-

dicate that although the peak amplitudes were slightly

reduced, all peaks were still detectable. Similarly, for

Subhalo 555601, which showcases a major merger sig-

nature at 8.9 Gyr (Figure 4a), we introduced a 15%

age uncertainty. This choice reflects the typical uncer-

tainty of the StarHorse ages for SDSS DR12 stars. The

results, shown in Figure 7b, reveal that the impact of

uncertainty on older stars is more pronounced, leading

to peak broadening and obscuring the precise onset of

the merger. However, the sharp decline from 8.9 Gyr

to 6.6 Gyr remains evident, clearly indicating a major

merger event. This suggests that in Figure 1, while the

precise timing of the interaction cannot be determined,

the observed signature still reflects a major merger (or

a combination of multiple events?), and the transition

from a thick disk to a thin disk phase is evident. Some

studies have achieved age estimates with uncertainties

as low as 10% (eg: Bonaca et al. (2020)). We also ap-

plied 10% errors to the model galaxy 372755 of Figure

6b involving multiple mergers at 8.24 Gyr and 6.83 Gyr,

which also resulted in peak broadening, although the in-

dividual merger events remained somewhat distinguish-

able. However, if multiple major merger events occurred

in the Milky Way’s early history i.e. before 11 Gyr, the

broadening of the peaks due to age uncertainties would

be more pronounced. Age uncertainties should not allow

such clear resolution of these events unless other factors,

such as the merger mass, have a significant impact. Even

a 10% uncertainty for older stars can obscure significant

merger signatures, rendering them challenging to dis-

cern. Given the potential for multiple mergers in the
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Figure 7. Age vs ∆z relationship after introducing uncertainties in ages of stars in the present-day snapshot of Milky Way
analogs (a) 462710 and (b) 555601 from TNG50, mimicking the observational data. The grey lines correspond to the real
location of peaks derived without uncertainties. See section 3.4 for details.

early history of the Milky Way, the broadening of the

peaks could complicate the identification of individual

events, underscoring the importance of highly accurate

age estimates for older stars to resolve these signatures

distinctly.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The influence of satellites and mergers on the heating

of a galaxy’s disk has been previously proposed through

various simulation studies (Toth & Ostriker 1992; Quinn

et al. 1993; Martig et al. 2014; Grand et al. 2016; Khop-

erskov et al. 2023b). With the availability of extensive

data on Milky Way stars and improved age measure-

ments, we can now directly observe the merger history

of the Milky Way by examining the relationship between

stellar age and vertical position dispersion, which paral-

lels the age-velocity dispersion relation shown in Figure

3. This analysis ties specific Galactic events, as observed

in the TNG50 simulation, to discernible features in the

Milky Way’s disk thickness over time, providing insights

into the dynamics of major mergers and satellite encoun-

ters shaping our Galaxy’s evolution. Our research also

unveils insights into the structural evolution of the Milky

Way. The analysis has delineated the transition from

the geometric thick to the geometric thin disk, pinpoint-

ing the formation of the Milky Way’s thick disk around

11.13 billion years ago with a transition time of ∼ 2.6

billion years until the formation of the thin disk. This

transformation marks a significant phase in our Galaxy’s

history.

This study establishes the age-∆z relationship as a

powerful method for investigating the merger history

of the Milky Way galaxy. While deriving precise stel-

lar ages remains inherently challenging, and our results

depend on the robustness of these estimates, we uti-

lized the most reliable and extensive samples available

to date. As new observational data from diverse sky sur-

veys become available, and with enhanced stellar age es-

timates, this straightforward approach may uncover ad-

ditional signatures of merger events, particularly those

occurring during the early stages of our Galaxy’s for-

mation and evolution. This method enriches our under-

standing of our Galaxy and offers a framework appli-

cable for exploring the dynamic pasts of other galaxies

across cosmic times.

APPENDIX

A1. Age-∆z relation using prior dependant ages for the Metal Poor Stars

We also performed a similar analysis combining LAMOST VAC stars with SDSS DR12 MPS catalog II from Queiroz

et al. (2023a) and obtained two distinct peaks at earlier times instead of one, at 10.71± 0.02 Gyr and 12.26 ± 0.01 Gyr,
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Figure A1. Same as Figure 2 but using the data of RG and RCG from LAMOST and catalog II of SDSS DR12. The best-fit
curve is found by least-squares minimization by modeling the distribution as a composition of five Gaussian peaks. The grey
lines at 12.26 ± 0.01 Gyr, 10.71 ± 0.02 Gyr, 5.20 ± 0.09 Gyr, 2.02± 0.04 Gyr and 0.23 ± 0.02 Gyr indicates the midpoint of
peaks of local deviations in the trend. Compared to Figure 2, we see two distinct peaks in the earlier times instead of one. See
A1 for detailed discussion.

Figure A2. Left panel shows the distribution of 795605 sources from both LAMOST and catalog I used for our analysis in
Figure 2. in the l− b plane. On the right is the Age vs ∆z distribution of stars in the highlighted rectangular region. The grey
vertical lines are the times of merger events derived in Figure 2.
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Figure A3. Age-∆z relation for (a) the RCs and RGBs from LAMOST VAC and (b) MPS from SDSS DR12 VAC

.

as presented in Figure A1. The older 12.26 Gyr peak, if real, suggests a substantial merger event, likely commencing

around 0.5 billion years post-Big Bang and lasting for approximately 1.6 billion years preceding the GSE merger.

The prominence of the 12.26 billion-year peak would indicate its profound impact, more significant than the GSE

event. Interestingly, the time gap of around 1.54 billion years between these two peaks is consistent with the ‘Kraken

progenitor’, which is proposed to be the most significant merger the Milky Way has ever experienced (Kruijssen et al.

2018; Massari et al. 2019; Kruijssen et al. 2020; Garćıa-Bethencourt et al. 2023). This analysis suggests that the

transition to the thin disk began around 10.71 ± 0.02 Gyr and lasted for 1.5 billion years. This indicates a later

lookback time and a shorter transition period from the thick disk than shown in Figure 2. The latter three peaks have

midpoints similar to those in Figure 2, which is expected as the LAMOST sample dominates for that age range.

The study that published the StarHorse catalog reports using mean age priors of 10.5 Gyr for the thick disk and

12.5 Gyr for the halo (Queiroz et al. 2023b). While the midpoint of the two distinct peaks at earlier times deviates

somewhat from the mean of age priors of the thick disk and halo components, their existence may simply be an

artifact stemming from the influence of the age priors used. Given the age uncertainties, even though it drops below

10% for stars older than 11 Gyr for the Starhorse ages, two clearly resolved peaks seem suspicious (See section 3.4

for a detailed discussion). Further analysis incorporating more accurate age determinations, potentially drawing on

additional survey data sources, would be required to conclusively confirm whether there are two distinct peaks or just

a single prominent one.

A2. Exploring selection effects

The projection of stars used in our analysis in the l − b plane is displayed in Figure A2a. The distribution of

stars is not uniform nor symmetric about the b = 0 plane, with gaps in data, particularly around 0 ≤ b ≤ 50 and

100 ≤ l ≤ 200, due to the combined footprint of the LAMOST and SDSS surveys. To address potential biases

arising from this unevenness, we focus on stars within the black rectangular region encompassing 150 ≤ l ≤ 200 and

−50 ≤ b ≤ 50 in the plane of l − b, and examine the vertical dispersion of stars in position against their age. The

presence of all four peaks observed in Figure A2b confirms that these peaks are not artifacts resulting from selection

biases.

A3. Age-∆z for LAMOST-only and SDSS DR12-only samples

Figure A3 depicts the age-thickness relationship for each sample independently. Figure A3a showcases the LAM-

OST VAC stars located between 8-11 kpc and |Z| < 3. Additionally, we selected stars with a LAMOST spectral

Signal-to-Noise Ratio of ≥ 50, as these stars have distance uncertainties less than 10% (Wang et al. 2023). This figure

shows that the three peaks observed in Region I of Figure 2 originate from the LAMOST sample. Figure A3b presents

the age-thickness relation for catalog I and II, predominantly composed of metal-poor stars, dominating the age range

∼> 8 Gyr, i.e., Region II from Figure 2.
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Figure A4. (a) Histogram of stellar ages of the stars in the sample divided into 750 bins. (b) Distribution of number of age
bins with N sources.

.

Figure A5. Residual thickness plotted against the age of the stars demonstrating the goodness of the fit in Figure 2.
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Astronomy & Astrophysics, 665, A58

Schönrich, R., Binney, J., & Dehnen, W. 2010, MNRAS,

403, 1829

Siegel, M. H. et al. 2007, Astrophys. J., 667, L57

Smith, M. C., Evans, N. W., Belokurov, V., et al. 2009,

MNRAS, 399, 1223

Springel, V., Pakmor, R., Pillepich, A., et al. 2017,

MNRAS, 475, 676–698

Taylor, M. B. 2005, in Astronomical Society of the Pacific

Conference Series, Vol. 347, Astronomical Data Analysis

Software and Systems XIV, 29

Thulasidharan, L., D’Onghia, E., Poggio, E., et al. 2022,

Astronomy and Astrophysics, 660, L12

Toth, G., & Ostriker, J. P. 1992, Astrophysical Journal,

389, 5

Vincenzo, F., Spitoni, E., Calura, F., Matteucci, et al. 2019,

Monthly Notices of the Royal Astronomical Society:

Letters, 487, L47–L52

Wang, C., Huang, Y., Zhou, Y., & Zhang, H. 2023,

Astronomy and Astrophysics, 675, A26

Weiss, J., Newberg, H. J., & Desell, T. 2018, The

Astrophysical Journal Letters, 867, L1

White, S. D. M., & Frenk, C. S. 1991, Astrophysical

Journal, 379, 52

White, S. D. M., & Rees, M. J. 1978, MNRAS, 183, 341

Zhao, G., Zhao, Y., Chu, Y., Jing, Y., & Deng, L. 2012

https://arxiv.org/abs/2402.00561
https://arxiv.org/abs/2303.16217
https://arxiv.org/abs/2407.18659

	Introduction
	Data
	RESULTS
	Age vs Disk thickness
	Comparison with Age-vertical velocity dispersion
	Milky Way analogues from IllustrisTNG50
	Impact of age uncertainties in the observational data on the detection of merger events

	Discussion and Conclusion
	Age-z relation using prior dependant ages for the Metal Poor Stars
	Exploring selection effects
	Age-z for LAMOST-only and SDSS DR12-only samples


