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ABSTRACT

Context. Multiple studies on radial migration in disc galaxies have proven the importance of the effect of resonances with non-
axisymmetric components on the evolution of galactic discs. However, the dynamical effects of classic Newtonian dynamics with
dark matter (DM) differ from MOdified Newtonian Dynamics (MOND) and might trigger different radial migration. A thorough
analysis of radial migration considering these two gravitational regimes might shed some light on different predictions of DM and
MOND theories.

Aims. We aim to quantitatively and qualitatively compare the effects of resonances and stellar radial migration (churning) in a Milky
Way-like (MW-like) galaxy in the DM and MOND regimes. We performed numerical simulations of a MW-like galaxy to analyse the
effect of non-axisymmetric structures (galactic bar and spiral arms) considering various parameters of the spiral structure.

Methods. We conducted a two-dimensional numerical simulation consisting of the integration of 2 - 10° stars in a static rotating
galactic potential for 6 Gyr. We analysed the changes in the stellar disc caused by stellar radial migration. To study the effects of
radial migration and resonances in detail, we analysed the change in the star’s position, the guiding radius, as well as the frequency
phase space. We investigated DM and MOND approaches.

Results. The outcome of the simulation shows that the radial migration is much more pronounced in the MOND regime compared to
the DM one. Increasing both the spiral amplitude and the spiral pattern speed results in more prominent radial migration. Compared
to the DM approach, in the MOND regime, we observe up to five times as many stars with a maximum change in the guiding radius
of more than 1.5 kpc during the time interval from 2 — 6 Gyr. Increasing the amplitude of the spiral structure amplifies this effect. On
the other hand, increasing the spiral pattern speed reduces the difference between DM and MOND. Analysis of the frequency phase
space reveals that the most prominent resonances in all DM and MOND configurations are the co-rotation resonance with the spiral
arms (m = p = 1), outer Lindblad resonance with the galactic bar and spiral arms, and the co-rotation resonance (m = 2, p = 1) with
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1. Introduction

Radial migration plays a crucial role in the evolution of the
galactic discs, as it can substantially displace stars from their
birth radius. It is described as a change in the angular momen-
tum of an individual star (a change in the guiding radius, i.e.
churning) (Schonrich & Binney|[2009alb), while the overall dis-
tribution of angular momentum of the disc does not change sig-
Lo nificantly (Sellwood & Binney|[2002). Moreover, stellar orbits
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(\J can be altered by blurring, which is characterised by an increase

== in the star’s epicycle amplitude and eccentricity (Schonrich &
"= [Binney|2009alb).
Models and simulations show that radial migration can occur
E due to external effects, such as perturbation from galactic merg-
ers (Quillen et al.|2009; Donlon et al.|[2024; Merrow et al.|2024)
or under the effect of non-axisymmetric features. Resonances
with spiral arms (e.g. |Sellwood & Binney|2002; Roskar et al.
2008a}, |Vera-Ciro et al.|[2014; Daniel & Wyse|[2015; [Martinez-
Bautista et al.|2021)) and the galactic bar (e.g.|Ceverino & Klypin
2007; Brunetti et al.[[2011} D1 Matteo et al.|2013; |[Kubryk et al.
2013} |Trick et al.|[2021)) are especially powerful in inducing sig-
nificant radial migration. The combined effect of both the galac-
tic bar and the spiral arms was explored as well (Minchev &
Famaey|[2010; [Minchev et al|[2011; |Halle et al.|2018}; [Daniel
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the superposition of the galactic bar and spiral arms, 2Q = Q;, + Q.
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et al.|2019; [Feltzing et al|2020). Minchev & Famaey| (2010)
showed that resonances of such overlap can trigger a strong non-
linear response (the change in orbital angular momentum at the
resonance overlap is larger than the sum from each resonance)
that significantly redistributes the angular momentum of the disc.
The contribution of the spiral arms to overall radial migration
appears to be more important than that of the bar. Klacka et al.
(2012) reported that the influence of the spiral structure on the
radial migration of the Sun is much more prominent than the
effect of the Galactic bar, which is negligible. Radial migration
is also affected by specific parameters of the non-axisymmetric
structures. For instance, |Okalidis et al.| (2022) studied 17 simu-
lated Milky Way-like (MW-like) galaxies and found that galaxies
with a strong bar show larger radial migration. Martinez-Bautista
et al.[(2021)) focussed on the spiral arms, exploring how the dif-
ferent spiral parameters influence radial migration. They found
that the scale length of the spiral arms is the most relevant pa-
rameter of the spiral structure that affects radial migration. Inter-
action with tight-wound spiral arms can lead to the formation of
regions of higher stellar concentrations for stars co-rotating with
the spiral arms (Quillen & Minchev|2005) and might trigger a
large radial migration in the resonance zones (Trick|2022)). Sim-
ulating a barred spiral galaxy, Halle et al.| (2015) found signifi-
cant churning caused by the co-rotation resonance of the bar. The
authors also report that the outer Lindblad resonance (OLR) sep-
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arates the disc into two distinct regions with minimal exchange
of angular momentum. The simulations performed by|Halle et al.
(2018)) discovered that both the thin and thick disc experience a
similar amplitude of churning and that their stars can be trapped
in a co-rotation resonance with the bar.

Radial migration has a profound impact on the galactic disc
and is necessary to explain phenomena such as the metallicity
dependence on the Galactocentric radius (e.g.|Schonrich & Bin-
ney|2009a; Loebman et al.[2016;|Anders et al.|2017; Zhang et al.
2021}, |Okalidis et al.|2022)), the upturn of the stellar age gradi-
ent on the outskirts of local galaxies (Bakos et al.[2008};, |Roskar
et al.|2008a; [Yoachim et al.|2012; [Ruiz-Lara et al.|[2017), or the
scatter in the age-metallicity distribution (e.g. [Haywood|[2008;
Roskar et al.|2008b; Wang & Zhao|[2013} [Kubryk et al.|[2015}
Lu et al.[2024)). Moreover, radial migration was proposed as the
mechanism that forms the thick disc (e.g. [Schonrich & Binney
2009alb; |[Loebman et al.|2011; [Roskar et al.|2013} |Kubryk et al.
2015), although there are also contradictory results showing that
radial migration is ineffective in disc thickening (e.g. [Minchev
et al. [2012] 2014} |Grand et al.|[2016). Considering the impact
of radial migration on the vertical structure of the galactic disc,
Solway et al.| (2012)) found that stars more likely to migrate are
close to the midplane and [Vera-Ciro et al.| (2014) showed that
radial migration is heavily biased towards stars with low vertical
velocity dispersions.

Although the impact of radial migration on the disc is sig-
nificant, it is difficult to quantify it exactly. [Frankel et al.| (2018))
show that radial migration in the Milky Way (MW) disc is strong,
with stars typically migrating by the half-mass radius of the MW
disc over the age of the disc. |[Feltzing et al.|(2020) use data from
spectroscopic surveys to show that 50—-60% of stars have radially
migrated, while around 10% of stars experienced only churning.
Further, they report that only less than 7% of stars have never un-
dergone either churning or blurring. [Frankel et al.| (2020) found
that the evolution of the MW is dominated by diffusion in angu-
lar momentum, while blurring is an order of magnitude lower.
Lian et al.| (2022) found that around half of MW stars at ages of
2 and 3 Gyr have migrated more than 1 kpc from their forma-
tion radius at ages of 2 and 3 Gyr, although only less than 5% of
stars have migrated more than 4 kpc. By analyzing metal-rich red
giants from APOGEE, Lehmann et al.|(2024) found that the ma-
jority of metal-rich stars have experienced churning, while about
half of super-metal-rich stars have experienced blurring. Several
papers have quantified radial migration in the MW based on open
clusters. [Chen & Zhao| (2020) found that 56% of open clusters
have experienced significant churning, while the younger clus-
ters tend to migrate inwards and older clusters outwards, which
is also supported by the results of Zhang et al.[(2021)).|Viscasillas
Vazquez et al.|(2023) investigated the difference in radial migra-
tion of MW open clusters and MW field stars. They report that
older clusters have more inclined and less circular orbits than
isolated stars, while younger clusters are more resistant to per-
turbations than field stars of the same age.

So far, radial migration has been explored only in Newto-
nian gravity. However, in alternative theories, such as MOND,
radial migration might look different. Therefore, in this work,
we explore how the classic Newtonian approach and MOND
affect radial migration. We make a simplified simulation of a
MWe-like galaxy, where we can clearly observe the differences
between the two approaches. We simulate a MW-like galaxy as
a static two-dimensional potential using the classic dark matter
(DM) approach with the Navarro-Frenk-White (NFW) halo. On
the other hand, we also consider MOdified Newtonian Dynamics
(MOND), adopting the formula introduced by McGaugh et al.

Article number, page 2 of 19

(2016). This approach is based on the fit of the rotation curves of
spiral galaxies from the Spitzer Photometry & Accurate Rotation
Curves, (Lelli et al.[2016, SPARC) database, which are similar
to the MW galaxy.

The paper is organised as follows. In Sec. 2] we present the
potentials of the components of the galaxy, the DM halo for
the DM approach, and the MOND formula. In Sec. 3| we intro-
duce our simulation, initial conditions, and numerical methods.
In SecH] we present the theory of resonances focusing on the
co-rotation and Lindblad resonances. In Sec[5] we present the
results of the simulation and compare the differences between
the DM and MOND approaches. In Sec. [6} we discuss the limi-
tations of our work and compare our results with the published
literature. In Sec. [/} we conclude this work.

2. Models

We modelled the trajectory of every particle in the galactic disc
separately. For simplicity, we studied only the two-dimensional
motion in the plane. We used the polar galactocentric coordinate
system with a galactocentric distance, R, and galactic azimuth,
¢, which was measured in the opposite direction as the rotation
of the spiral arms and the galactic bar. We considered two ap-
proaches, one consisting of the classical Newtonian approach
with a DM halo, and the other being the MOND approach. In
the DM approach, the equation of motion can be written as

v = _V(q)b+q)d+(bsp+q)h), (1)
where we decomposed the galactic potential in four components
- the bulge, ®;, (including the bar), the disc, @4, the spiral arms,
®,,, and the DM halo, ®,,.

In the case of MOND, a modification of the equation of mo-
tion was necessary. We adopted the approach of McGaugh et al.
(2016) in the following vector generalisation (e.g.|Klackal2019):

. Gbar
v = s
1- CXp(— ngar/gT) (2)
Gbar = -V(®, + O, + (Dsp) P

where g+ = 1.2 - 107'° m s72, gy is the acceleration due to the
baryonic matter and the components are the same as in the New-
tonian case, except for the halo, which is not present in MOND.
The potentials of each component are described below.

2.1. Galactic disc

We used the exponential disc model from |[Binney & Tremaine
(2008}, Ch. 2.6, 2.164a):

Qu(R) = —nGEoR [lo(M K1 (v) = (Ko O)] 3)
where y = R/2ry, rq is the scale length of the disc, G is the
gravitation constant, X is the planar density of the galactic disc,
and [, and K,, are modified Bessel functions. The parameters of
the disc, adopted from [McMillan| (2017)), are given in Table E}
As we studied the trajectories in the plane only, we took into
account only the thin disc.
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Table 1. Simulation parameters.

[ Structure [ Parameter | Value | Units ]
Bulge and bar M, 1.4-10™ Mo
Q, 55.5 km s~ kpc™!

7 3.44 kpc

Ou 1.86 - M, M, kpc?
02»/01 —0.429 —

Disc 0 896 M, pc?
T4 2.50 kpc
Spiral arms N 100 —
i (locusl) 12.8 deg
i (locus2) 15.5 deg
ry, (locusl) 3.6 kpc
75y (locus2) 2.6 kpc

DM halo Lo.n 8.54-1073 M, pc™?
I 19.6 kpc

Notes. Values of the parameters of galactic components used in all sim-

ulations.

Table 2. Simulation names.

simulation label ‘ regime ‘ Qp [km 5! kpc"] ‘ Agp [km2 s2 kpc’l] ‘
DM_19_1000 Dark Matter 19 1000
DM_25_850 Dark Matter 25 850
DM_25_1000 Dark Matter 25 1000
DM_25_1200 Dark Matter 25 1200
DM_31_1000 Dark Matter 31 1000
MOND_19_1000 | MOND 19 1000
MOND_25_850 | MOND 25 850
MOND_25_1000 | MOND 25 1000
MOND_25_1200 | MOND 25 1200
MOND_31_1000 | MOND 31 1000

Notes. Names of the simulation runs with sets of €, and A, parame-
ters used in the simulation run.

2.2. Galactic halo

For the DM halo, we used the commonly used NFW model
(Navarro et al.[1996), for which the potential has the form

r
+—,
T'n

where r is the spherical galactocentric distance, pg , is the density
of the halo, and ry, is the scale length. Parameters are adopted
from McMillan| (2017) and are given in Table[T}

Oy(r) = -

47Gr3
0 ln(l (4)
p

2.3. Spiral arms

For the spiral arms, we used the tight-winding approximation
(Contopoulos & Grosbol||1986), in which the potential of the
spiral pattern has the following form:

®

where ¢ is time, A, is the amplitude of the spiral pattern, Q) is
its spiral pattern speed, and the function g(r) defines the spiral
shape. The spiral shape defined by Roberts et al.|(1979) is

o+ ()]

where ry), is the beginning radius of the pattern and i is the pitch
angle. We followed the approach of|Antoja et al.| (201 1)) and con-
sidered a spiral structure with two loci. The parameter N mea-
sures how sharply the spiral structure changes to the bar structure

D, (r, ) = —Aspre " cos[2(g + Q1) — g(r)],

g(r) = (6)

N tan(i)

in the central regions. The limiting case of N — oo is here ap-
proximated by N = 100, which creates spiral arms that begin to
form an angle of ~ 90° with the line that joins the two starting
points of the locus. The values of the parameters adopted from
Antoja et al.| (2011) can be found in Tables [[|and 2]

We investigated two different spiral shapes (see values r;,
and 7 for locuses 1 and 2 in Table E]) However, our simulations
have shown that the influence of the spiral shape on the final
results is negligible (we did not find any remarkable quantitative
or qualitative difference between locuses 1 and 2). Therefore, we
decided to continue with the spiral shape described as locus 1 in
the Table [Tl

2.4. Central bar

We used a model of the galactic bar developed by [Klacka et al.
(2012) for the non-axisymmetric central part of the MW, also
applicable to our MW-like galaxy. This model consists of a mul-
tipole expansion of the gravitational potential generated by a dis-
tribution of matter presented by [Freudenreich| (1998), based on
the COBE data. The multipole expansion up to @ describes the
gravitational potential outside the galactic bulge (r > r,, where
rp is the maximum extent of the bulge). We did not consider the
area inside the bulge (see Sec.[3.3). Our model has the following
form:

GM, GK
Dy(r,p) = ——= — =,
r 4r o
1
K =0 (1- Q22/Q11) %ﬁ;gj: +COS(2le+2(,0) s

where M, is the mass of the bulge, Q;; and O, describe the
non-spherical mass distribution, and €, is the bar pattern speed.
The values of the parameters, adopted from Klacka et al.|(2012)),
are given in Table[T]

3. Numerical simulation
3.1. Numerical integration

Our simulation represents a two-dimensional motion of stars in
an external force field. It consists of numerical integration of
equations [T] and [2] for each particle, obtaining a time evolution
of the state vector. Our integration lasted 6 Gyr with a time step
of 2.5 Myr. In our case, the chosen time step value is sufficient
enough (positions and velocities of even the most extreme stars
typically differ by less than 1% after forward-backward integra-
tion). All calculations were performed in the polar galactocentric
coordinate system. We simulated five cases with different values
of Qg, and Ay, each in the DM and MOND configuration. All
ten simulations share the parameters listed in Table [T} Table [2]
shows the names and the specific parameters of each simulation
runs. As we aim to study the galactic disc, we set a limiting ra-
dius of 3.6 kpc for integration to exclude orbits within the central
area. We chose the value of 3.6 kpc because it represents the be-
ginning radius of the spiral structure (Table[I). If the galactocen-
tric distance of a star drops below 3.6 kpc during the simulation,
the integration immediately stops. We analysed unfinished ob-
jects in Sec. [3.3] For integration, we used the SciPy (Virtanen
et al.[2020) implementation of the explicit Runge-Kutta method
of order 5(4). We measured the time evolution of the radial dis-
tance, R(?), with a resolution of 10 Myr, a guiding radius of R,(?)
with a resolution of 100 Myr and the rotation curve v (R, f) with
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a resolution of 250 Myr. To calculate the guiding radius, we
adopted a method introduced by |Halle et al.| (2015)), which con-
sists of linear interpolation between all local maxima and min-
ima for each particle, obtaining the relations R,,;,.(¢) and R,,;,(?),
respectively. Then, the guiding radius was established as the av-
erage value:

Rmax(t) + Rmin(t)

Rg(t) = )

®)

3.2. Initial conditions

We integrated 2 - 10° stars for each simulation with initial po-
sitions distributed in 5 kpc < R < 20 kpc. The number of stars
at each radius decreases exponentially according to the thin disc
density distribution, £(R), as is described in Sec. @ The initial
angle, ¢, of each object was chosen randomly.

To determine initial velocities, we used the azimuthal veloc-
ity, vo(R), and the radial velocity, vg(R), from |Lopez-Corredoira
& Sylos Labini (2019). We added random noise from the in-
terval (-10,10) km s™! for v, and (=5,5) km s™! for vg. For
consistency, we used the same rotation curve for both the DM
configuration and the MOND configuration, although the theo-
retical rotation curves differ a bit (the MOND rotation curve is
slightly lower). During the simulation, v,(R) converged to their
respective theoretical values in both configurations, the DM case
corresponding to the values of [Lépez-Corredoira & Sylos Labini
(2019).

A new set of initial conditions was generated for each run (a
different set of model parameters, £2,, and Ay, see Sec. [3;1'[) The
DM and MOND configurations were simulated with the same
initial conditions.

3.3. Exclusion of objects in the central region

We excluded all stars whose radial distance drops below 3.6 kpc
from the simulation, since we are not investigating the central
area of the Galaxy. The percentages of such stars are given in
Table [3] for each simulation run. Generally, the DM configura-
tion results in far fewer rejected objects than the MOND con-
figuration. In addition, increasing both the spiral amplitude, A,
and the spiral pattern speed, €2, leads to a higher fraction of ex-
cluded stars. The initial velocity distributions of the unfinished
objects are approximately uniform, unlike the initial positions.
The majority of the excluded particles had an initial radius below
6 kpc for the DM configuration and below 7 kpc for the MOND
configuration. The initial angle distributions show a moderate
dependency that corresponds to the initial position of the galac-
tic bar. Most of the objects that did not complete the integration
passed below the threshold during the first 10° years of the sim-
ulation.

4. Resonances

Using the models described in Sec. 2} we calculated the co-
rotation and Lindblad resonances for the DM and the MOND
model. Based on the small perturbation approximation and the
theory of Binney & Tremaine| (2008, chap. 3.3), inner Lindblad
resonance (ILR) occurs when Q(R) — Qp = ﬁ, co-rotation res-
onance occurs when Q(R) — Qp = 0, and OLR occurs when
QR)—Qp = —ﬁ, where m is a whole number, either 2 or 4. The
epicyclic frequency, «, is given by

dQ?
2 2
= R—— +407%, 9
K dR ©)
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Table 3. Unfinished Particles.

simulation run

| fraction of unfinished particles [%] |

DM_19_1000 7.6

DM_25_850 9.0

DM_25_1000 11.0
DM_25_1200 14.6
DM_31_1000 20.3
MOND_19_1000 11.9
MOND_25_850 11.8
MOND_25_1000 15.6
MOND_25_1200 204
MOND_31_1000 24.6

Notes. Percentages of particles that did not finish the complete inte-
gration for different simulation runs. The particles were removed when
they passed below the threshold of 3.6 kpc.

where Q is the azimuthal frequency of a star at distance R, and
Qp is the frequency of either the bar or the spiral pattern (Bin-
ney & Tremaine| 2008, p. 189, eq. 3.139). Higher orders of the
co-rotation resonances are denoted as p : m (studied in e.g.
Lépine et al.|2011; Martinez-Bautista et al.|[2021}; [Trick et al.
2021). They occur when Q(R) — £Qp = 0, where m and p are
small natural numbers. If the integration period is higher than
m - p - (rotation period), even higher-order resonances might in-
fluence radial migration.

The formula for co-rotation resonance using the MOND
model follows from Eq. 2}

2 2 p2
vC_,M — Gbar _ QO,MR

R 1- exp(— ngur/gT) R
where v,y is the circular velocity at distance R, €y is the az-
imuthal frequency at distance R, and g, is defined by Eq. [2]
The epicyclic frequency can then be calculated from Eq. [9]as

(10)

2
0,M

2
= R— M
Km dR

+495 ;-

Y

4.1. Resonances in the frequency phase space

To analyse resonances of our models in more detail, we investi-
gated the frequency phase space (e.g.|Ceverino & Klypin/2007),
which enabled us to directly determine which resonances are
present in each model as well as their relative strength and time
evolution. This method is more appropriate than the epicyclic
approximation that assumes nearly circular orbits, which is not
always the case in our simulations (especially for lower radial
distances).

If we consider a particle rotating around the centre with an
azimuthal frequency, Q, = €, and radial frequency, Qr = «,
then the resonance occurs when

l-k+m-Q=p-Qp, (12)

where Qp is the pattern speed of the bar or the spiral arms, and
I, m, and p are small integers. In this approach, co-rotation res-
onances occur when / = 0 (sometimes denoted as p : m), while
the ILR corresponds to / = —1, m = p = 2 and the OLR to
I =1, m = p = 2. The frequency phase space consists of the
azimuthal frequency on the horizontal axis and the radial fre-
quency on the vertical axis. Thus, co-rotation resonances appear
as vertical lines in the frequency phase space. Each additional
resonance will appear as a line in the frequency space. If a star
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R¢—R; [kpc]

L 102

number of particles

R; [kpc]

Fig. 1. Distribution of changes in galactocentric radius, Ry — R;, as a function of R; for different time intervals during the 6 Gyr integration.
The upper panel represents the simulation run DM_25_1000; the lower panel represents the simulation run MOND_25_1000 (corresponding
parameters as listed in Tables[T|and 2). Vertical lines represent theoretical values of resonances: green lines represent resonances produced by the
galactic bar, and grey lines represent resonances caused by the spiral arms. In both cases, the solid lines represent OLRs and the dashed line the

m = p = 1 co-rotation resonance.

is trapped in a resonance, its orbit is closed in a reference frame
rotating with the pattern. Such periodic orbits may lead to a con-
centration of stars around resonance lines in frequency space.

Assuming linearisation of the rotation curve (e.g.
in the form v.(R) = A - R + B, we also calculated an ap-

proximate epicyclic curve in the frequency phase space as

K(Q)zx/E.Q,/H%.

4.2. Comparison of resonance positions

13)

In Table ] we summarise the regions of co-rotation and Lind-
blad resonances. We consider different values of the spiral pat-
tern speed — low, middle, and high values.

In Table 5] we present the positions of the resonances pub-
lished in the literature. Our results are in good agreement with
previous works that use similar values of the spiral pattern speed.
The differences between positions of resonances induced by the
bar are due to different pattern speeds considered in other works.

5. Results
5.1. Radial migration

To analyse results from our simulations, we investigated the ra-
dial migration (the change of guiding radius) and the overall
change in the galactocentric radius as well. In Figs. [T} [A7] and
[A72] we show the change of the final and initial galactocentric
radius, Ry — R;, as a function of the initial radius, R;, for different
time intervals during the 6 Gyr integration for various settings
of Ay, and Q, in both the DM and MOND configurations (de-
tails about used parameters for all ten simulation runs are given
in Tables [T and [2). Similarly, Figs. [2 and [3] show the change in
the final and initial guiding radius, R, — Ry, as a function of the
initial guiding radius, Ry,.

The change in the galactocentric radius is observable
throughout the simulation (see Figs. [T} [A.T] and [A.2), although

this effect is more prominent during the first half of the simula-
tion, a result consistent with[Halle et al.[(2018)). Early on, the disc
of the galaxy is less stabilised, which allows for more significant
interactions and perturbations between stars and the galactic bar
and spiral arms. As the galaxy evolves, these effects contribute
to an overall increase in the dispersion of stellar orbits, demon-
strating how the change in the galactocentric radius shapes the
structure of the galactic disc and the stellar distribution.

As was expected, in the comparative analysis of the DM
model versus the MOND one, the effect of resonances and the
changes in both the galactocentric radius and guiding radius
are significantly more pronounced under the MOND frame-
work. This is because when the MOND model is used, the
non-axisymmetric galactic components responsible for the reso-
nances represent a larger portion of the total gravitational action
of the MW.

The influence of the spiral arms parameters (amplitude, Ay,
and pattern speed, €,,) on the system is apparent, shaping the
dynamics of the disc. As the amplitude of the spiral pattern,
Ajp, increases, it enhances the gravitational torque exerted on the
stars, leading to a higher relative strength of resonances and more
pronounced effects in both the radial migration and the change
in the galactocentric radius. As was expected, higher amplitudes
lead to more extensive shifts in stellar orbits and increase the
spread of orbital eccentricities across the galactic disc.

The co-rotation resonance, m = p = 1, with the spiral arms is
especially important in enhancing the migration effects. Its im-
pact on stellar orbits is clearly observable. Together with other
resonances (especially the OLR with the bar and spiral arms),
their collective influence initiates a complex migration that sig-
nificantly impacts the structural evolution of the galaxy and the
spatial distribution of its stellar components. The difference be-
tween positions of the resonances is mainly due to the difference
between the rotation curves for Newtonian gravity and MOND.
It can be seen from Eq. [T0]and Eq. [[T]that the position of the res-
onances is effectively a function of the rotation curve. Therefore,
the differences in the rotation curves explain the differences in
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Newton
Agp = 850
Q=25

Rg, — Ry, [kpc]

L 102

number of particles

=3+ T T T T T T T T

5 10 15 5 10 15 5 10 15 5 10 15 5 10 15
Ry, [kpc]

102

Rg,—Rg, [kpc]

number of particles

Ry, [kpcl

102

Rg, = Rg, [kpc]
number of particles

Ry, [kpc]

Fig. 2. Distribution of changes in the guiding radius, R,, — R,,, (radial migration) as a function of Ry, for different time intervals during the
6 Gyr integration. Each set of figures represents a different simulation run with parameters as listed in Tables[T]and[2] Vertical lines represent the
theoretical values of resonances: green lines for resonances produced by the galactic bar and grey lines for resonances caused by the spiral arms.
In both cases, the solid lines represent OLRs and the dashed line the m = p = 1 co-rotation resonance.
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Table 4. Resonance positions.
Structure Bar Spiral arms
Q [km s~ kpc™!] 55.5 19 25 31
Regime DM | MOND | DM | MOND || DM | MOND || DM | MOND
) Inner — — — 4.56 — 3.68 — 3.17
Lindblad2: 11 o 1l 731 | 628 || 1999 | 1607 | 1540 | 12.68 || 1259 | 1056
, Inner || - - 572 | 678 433 | 5.18 349 | 423
Lindblad 311 (5 oo 1l 627 | s51 || 1722 | 1435 || 1328 | 1135 || 1088 | 943
. Inner || - - 728 | 7.89 555 | 604 | 445 | 489
Lindblad 4: 11 ¢ ol s74 | sa1 || 1562 | 1349 | 1222 | 1067 || 1001 | 885
1:1 |/ 409 ] 390 [[11.62] 1084 || 9.00 | 850 734 | 6.96
Co-rotation | 5:3 || 6.85 | 650 | 18.81 | 1683 | 1449 | 1329 || 11.85| 11.04
7:5 | 577 | 549 || 1592 | 1448 || 1231 | 1144 | 1008 | 948

Notes. Calculated galactocentric distances of Lindblad and co-rotation resonances, in kiloparsecs. In the case of the Lindblad resonances, the value
represents the centre of the resonance zone. Empty cells are outside of the range of (3 — 20) kpc.
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Table S. Comparison of resonances positions.

| Work H Resonance type [ Pattern speed [km s~ kpc™1] [ Position [kpc] ‘
[ |Quillen & Minchev] (2005)) ILR4:1 spiral 18.1 8.0
| |Antoja et al[(2011) ILR4:1 spiral 18 8.0
Lépine et al(2011) CR1:1 spiral 24 8.4
OLR?2:1 spiral 24 14.0
ILR4:1 spiral 24 6.2
Martinez-Barbosa et al.|(2015) CR1:1 spiral 20 10.9
OLR?2:1 spiral 20 16.0
OLR2:1 bar 40 10.2
Bovy et al.[(2019) CR1:1 bar 41 5.5
OLR4:1 bar 41 7.7
OLR2:1 bar 41 9.5
Lucchini et al.|(2024) OLR2:1 bar 40 12

Notes. Comparison of the position of various resonances in previously published works.

the position of the resonance-induced peaks in Figs. [T} [A.T}[A.2]
2l and[3]

The feature visible in the first three panels of the top row of
Fig.|3| at the spiral arms’ co-rotation resonance is caused by the
short time interval for the low value of the spiral pattern speed,
Q;p = 19 km s™! kpc!. The 1 Gyr time interval represents
only about three revolutions of the spiral arms; thus, the effect
of the resonance does not have enough time to fully manifest.
For longer time intervals, this feature vanishes.

5.2. Resonance analysis

We investigated the frequency phase space and its time evolu-
tion for all three €, configurations, tracking the average orbital
and radial frequency of each particle with a 1 Gyr time step.
In general, the most prominent resonances in all five configu-
rations are the spiral arms’ co-rotation resonance, m = p = 1,
the bar and the spiral arms’ OLR, and the co-rotation resonance,
m = 2,p = 1, with the superposition of the galactic bar and
spiral arms, 2Q = Q; + Q,. The galactic bar co-rotation res-
onance, m = p = 1, which corresponds to pattern speed of
55.5 km s~! kpc™!, is not present, as it lies beyond the range of
our phase space. The epicycle approximation curve reasonably
captures the general trend for lower frequencies but underesti-
mates it for higher frequencies. This is not surprising, as these
areas correspond to a lower radial distance, where the actual
rotation curve deviates more from the linear approximation of
the theoretical rotation curve of our model. In addition, areas of
smaller radius exhibit orbits that are generally less circular than
orbits in more distant parts of the disc. We also found that the
frequency space evolves more rapidly over time in the MOND
regime than in the DM regime. Remarkably, the prominent spi-
ral arms co-rotation resonance, m = p = 1, has a tendency to first
remove and then pull back stars from its position in all MOND
configurations. In contrast, DM configurations produce a stable
cluster of objects near the m = p = 1 spiral arm co-rotation
resonance. Another difference between the time evolution of the
frequency phase space in the DM and MOND configuration is
that the MOND model leads to fluctuations around the epicycle
approximation curve of particles with low azimuthal frequen-
cies, while the DM regime displays more steady distributions at
low frequencies. Finally, the MOND distributions are system-
atically shifted to the left (smaller Q) in the frequency phase
space compared to the DM distributions. This is in agreement
with both theoretical and simulated rotation curves, which are
slightly higher for the DM configuration than for the MOND
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configuration, resulting in systematically lower orbital frequen-
cies Q for MOND. In addition to these general features, we took
a closer look at each €, configuration individually:

e Q, = 19kms™! kpc™': The frequency maps for simulation
runs DM_19_1000 and MOND_19_1000 are shown in Figs.
and respectively. The effect of the OLR from the
spiral arms is weakened as the small value of €, places it to-
wards lower frequencies (larger radial distances). However,
this moves the ILR with the spiral arms closer to the epicycle
approximation curve. In fact, this is the only configuration in
which the ILR with the spiral arms is well populated. Re-
markably, it stabilises objects in the frequency phase space.
Another prominent line covering a wide interval of frequen-
cies is the spiral arms resonance [ = —1, m = p = 3. The
spiral arms resonance [ = —1, m = p = 4 is also present,
most notably in the area where it intersects the spiral arms
co-rotation resonance m = 3, p = 5 and the OLR with the
galactic bar, resulting in a big cluster of particles. When com-
pared to the DM configuration, the MOND configuration ex-
hibits a more prominent co-rotation resonance, m = 2, p = 1,
with the superposition of the galactic bar and the spiral arms.

e Q, = 25kms™! kpc™!: We simulated configurations with
three different Ay, for this value of Q,, (see Table @) but
there was only a small quantitative difference. The time
evolution of the frequency phase space for simulation runs
DM_25_1000 and MOND_25_1000 are shown in Figs. [Z_f]
and [5] respectively. The prominent spiral arms co-rotation
resonance m = p = 1 overlaps with the galactic bar reso-
nance [ = m = p = 1. The co-rotation resonance m = 2,
p = 1 from the superposition of the spiral arms and the galac-
tic bar, the spiral arms resonances [ = —1,m = p =3, = -1,
m=p=4,andl = 1,m = p = 4, and the spiral arm co-
rotation resonance m = 5, p = 7 are also visible, especially
in the DM configuration.

e Q, = 31kms™! kpc™!': The frequency maps for simulation
runs DM_31_1000 and MOND_31_1000 are shown in Figs.
[B.3] and [B.4] respectively. The spiral arm co-rotation reso-
nance, m = p = 1, is very strong in this case. It intersects
with the OLR with the galactic bar. The spiral arm resonance,
Il =1, m = p = 4, is also visible, crossing the galactic bar
resonance, [ = m = p = 1. The co-rotation resonance, m = 2,
p = 1, with the superposition of the galactic bar and spiral
arms is present only in the DM configuration.
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5.3. Maximal change in the guiding radius — A statistical
analysis

We used the change in the guiding radius (Eq. [8) of stars to inves-
tigate and quantify changes in the radial structure of the galactic
disc. We evaluated the simulation in time bins of 1 Gyr. For each
star, we calculated the maximum change in the guiding radius,
|[dRe| = R,,..—R,,..» during each time period. If a star reached the
distance R, earlier than the distance R, , we set dR, as pos-
itive, which corresponds to outward changes in R,; otherwise,
we denoted it as negative, which represents inward changes in
R;. Our results are summarised in Table[6] using radial bins of 1
kpc.

For the DM configuration, there is no significant trend in
the time evolution of the maximal change in the guiding radius.
However, time variations are present in the MOND configura-
tion, where a larger fraction of stars tend to move inwards during
the first half of the integration than during the second half. This
means that a smaller portion of stars exhibit a small change in R,
(IdR,| < 0.5 kpc) in the first half of the simulation, compared to
the last 3 Gyr of the simulation. In all five MOND configurations,
the fraction of stars with small changes in R, increases with time.
This effect might be partially caused by using the same set of
initial conditions for the DM and MOND regimes, although the
theoretical rotation curve is slightly lower for the MOND con-
figuration than for the DM one. The fractions of stars with small
changes in R, in the DM configurations span a wider range, from
around 40% up to 85%, depending on the parameters of the spi-
ral structure. On the other hand, the MOND configurations show
much lower fractions of stars with small changes in R, varying
from 18% to 45% (depending on the spiral parameters).

Furthermore, for each configuration of the spiral parameters,
the MOND simulation shows more significant changes in Ry,
with a higher fraction of stars experiencing a larger change in the
guiding radius, |dR,|, for MOND compared to the DM approach.
Two MOND configurations with Qg, = 25 km s~ kpc™" and

Ay, = {1000, 1200} km? s72 kpc_1 have more stars with a max-
imal change in the guiding radius of 0.5 kpc < |dR,| < 1.5 kpc
than stars with |dR,| < 0.5 kpc. This effect is much more promi-
nent when we consider smaller bins for radial distance (e.g.
200 pe).

To capture the overall trend, we investigated dR, within a
4 Gyr time interval (2 — 6 Gyr, the last column in Table [6). A
double peak distribution is present for all MOND configurations
with Q,, = {19,25} km s kpc_1 as well as the DM configura-
tion with Q, = 25km s~! kpc™! and A, = 1200 km* s kpc ™',
where the bin with |[dR,| < 0.5 kpc contains fewer stars than

. . . |dRemonpl>1.5 kpe
the surrounding bins. The ratio, TRy T3 Kpe

of stars with a maximum change in the guiding radius larger
than 1.5 kpc during the time interval 2 — 6 Gyr in the MOND
and DM configurations, is presented in Table [/} All MOND
configurations show a higher portion of stars with a maximum
change in the guiding radius larger than 1.5 kpc than the DM
configurations. This ratio increases with the amplitude of the
spiral pattern, Ay, but decreases with the spiral pattern speed
from around 5.4 for Q;, = 19 km s~ kpc™' to about 1.9 for
Q,, =31 kms~ ! kpc.

We did not truncate the spiral arms at the OLR, as is dis-
cussed in [Shu| (2016). The region beyond the OLR (see Table
contains a relatively small number of test particles due to the
exponential decrease in density. Moreover, the spiral arms also
exhibit an exponential decrease (see Eq. E]); thus, the effect of the
spiral structure in these remote regions is minor. Consequently,

of the fraction

the spiral truncation does not change the results of our simula-
tions from a qualitative point of view.

6. Discussion

Our results are in good agreement with recent works that explore
radial migration with various datasets and simulations. For in-
stance, |[Feltzing et al.| (2020) investigated astrometric data from
the Gaia DR2 cross-matched with APOGEE DR 14 and explored
the blurring and churning in the MW. In their work, radial migra-
tion of a star is based on whether its formation radius lies within
the pericentre and apocentre of its current orbit. They found that
around 50 — 60% of stars have radially migrated, while about
35 — 45% of stars have radially migrated and are currently on
circular orbits with L,/L. > 0.95 (L, is angular momentum of a
star in the z direction in cylindrical coordinates and L, is angular
momentum in the z direction that the star would have if it were
on a circular orbit characterised by the same energy as the cur-
rent orbit). Moreover, around 10% of the stars have experienced
radial migration with L /L, > 0.99. Compared with our results
(see Table [6)), depending on the spiral structure parameters, Q,
and Ay, around 15-60% and 55-82% of stars have experienced
|dR| > 0.5 kpc in the DM and MOND simulations, respectively.

Moreover, Feltzing et al.| (2020) quantified the fraction of
stars that have not undergone radial migration. They found that
around 5 — 7% of MW’s stars have an absolute value for the
difference between the current radius and the formation radius
smaller than 200 pc. Repeating the same analysis as is presented
in Sec. [5.3] but with smaller radial bins of 200 pc, we obtain
5—12% and 2 — 5.8% of stars with a maximum radial migration
below 200 pc for the DM and MOND configurations, respec-
tively (using 1 Gyr time bins).

The time evolution of a galactic disc in a late-type galaxy was
recently examined by [Martinez-Bautista et al.|(2021), where the
authors simulated radial migration of stars in a steady potential.
Their work is focussed on radial migration induced by the spi-
ral structure (the galactic bar is omitted) with a potential that is
the same as in our work (see Eq. [5). The results presented in
the form of the initial radius, R;, versus the change in radius,
Ry — R;, for different time intervals (see their Fig. 3) show the
same pattern with similar ridges (which correspond to different
resonances) as in our work (Figs.[T}[A.T] and[A.2). A similar pat-
tern was observed by [Halle et al.[|(2018). In agreement with our
results, the most prominent ridges found by [Martinez-Bautista
et al| (2021) are caused by the spiral arms’ co-rotation reso-
nance and spiral arms’ ILR and OLR, while the higher-order spi-
ral arm resonances are visible as well (with significantly smaller
strength). They also investigated eccentricities, showing that the
co-rotation and Lindblad resonances are responsible for complex
radial migration. This is in agreement with our results (see the
ridges corresponding to the co-rotation and Lindblad resonances
in Figs. 2] and [3). Furthermore, Martinez-Bautista et al.| (2021)
investigated the influence of the spiral parameters €, i, and 74
on radial migration, finding qualitatively similar results to ours,
with the parameter r; being the most important.

The results from an N-body simulation presented by Halle
et al| (2018) suggest that the non-axisymmetrical features in
MW-like galaxies develop naturally. Furthermore, their results
show that the thin and thick disc components respond simi-
larly to the non-axisymmetrical features, further justifying our
approach with a planar galaxy. We have obtained similar re-
sults regarding the radial migration caused by co-rotation res-
onance with non-axisymmetrical components, in our case the
spiral arms, where stars trapped at co-rotation resonance are
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Qp | Ay dR, [kpc] 0-1Gyr 1 -2 Gyr 2 -3 Gyr 3 -4 Gyr 4 -5 Gyr 5-6Gyr 2 - 6 Gyr
DM | MOND DM | MOND DM | MOND DM | MOND DM | MOND DM | MOND DM | MOND
19 | 1000 <25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.13
(-2.5,-1.5) || 0.00 0.74 0.00 2.20 0.00 1.11 0.00 0.90 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.10 2.20 5.56
(-1.5,-0.5) || 7.51 33.94 7.37 32.74 7.40 30.57 8.16 30.10 7.85 28.12 8.24 27.00 2241 | 27.72
(-0.5,0.5) || 83.74 | 29.83 85.98 | 30.11 85.57 | 32.80 84.95 | 3458 84.58 | 37.88 84.50 | 41.02 51.78 | 11.36
(0.5, 1.5) 8.75 33.91 6.65 33.66 7.03 34.01 6.88 33.88 7.57 3345 7.26 31.80 19.88 | 39.14
(1.5,2.5) 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.27 0.00 1.48 0.00 0.50 0.00 0.24 0.00 0.07 1.80 11.85
>2.5 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.24
25 850 <-2.5 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.25 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.66
(-2.5,-1.5) || 0.23 3.37 0.80 2.30 0.69 0.59 0.72 0.09 0.74 0.02 0.65 0.05 4.15 6.17
(-1.5,-0.5) || 17.48 | 29.59 18.02 | 29.76 16.45 | 30.66 19.11 | 26.27 17.57 | 23.34 18.86 | 21.46 30.73 18.40
(-0.5,0.5) || 62.64 | 31.34 65.21 31.52 63.98 | 34.48 63.59 | 37.60 63.66 | 41.17 63.03 | 44.39 32.51 12.49
(0.5, 1.5) 19.49 | 31.34 15.57 | 33.66 18.36 | 33.77 16.11 | 35.96 17.58 | 35.40 17.03 | 34.02 28.16 | 47.07
(1.5,2.5) 0.16 3.98 0.40 2.24 0.53 0.42 0.47 0.08 0.45 0.07 0.43 0.08 4.45 14.62
>2.5 0.00 0.34 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.58
25 | 1000 <-2.5 0.00 0.33 0.00 0.37 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.63
(-2.5,-1.5) || 0.86 5.02 1.74 2.40 1.45 0.75 1.68 0.24 1.56 0.24 1.54 0.46 5.01 6.35
(-1.5,-0.5) || 22.04 | 30.53 23.78 | 30.61 22.52 | 29.53 24.02 | 25.43 2290 | 24.56 2496 | 23.92 32.49 13.81
(-0.5,0.5) || 50.68 | 24.49 52.47 | 23.87 51.22 | 26.86 51.00 | 30.95 51.21 33.60 50.12 | 36.59 26.97 10.70
(0.5, 1.5) 2545 | 34.09 20.90 | 39.72 2335 | 41.97 22.09 | 42.77 2294 | 41.03 22.17 | 38.36 30.20 | 34.80
(1.5,2.5) 0.97 4.69 1.11 2.43 1.46 0.81 1.21 0.59 1.39 0.57 1.20 0.68 5.17 30.36
>2.5 0.00 0.85 0.00 0.60 0.00 0.06 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.08 3.34
25 | 1200 <-2.5 0.00 1.42 0.00 0.59 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.24 1.79 1.48
(-2.5,-1.5) 1.88 7.06 322 3.26 2.83 1.38 2.90 1.18 3.04 1.67 2.78 2.26 491 6.34
(-1.5,-0.5) || 27.02 | 28.40 28.25 | 28.40 27.73 | 25.95 28.70 | 25.76 28.00 | 27.38 29.86 | 27.83 34.29 12.19
(-0.5,0.5) || 39.92 | 18.75 40.57 18.73 39.78 | 21.78 39.51 | 23.54 39.31 | 25.27 38.66 | 26.75 22.35 8.85
(0.5, 1.5) 28.96 | 36.86 25.68 | 44.05 26.86 | 47.58 26.24 | 46.68 27.15 | 42.92 26.17 | 39.52 30.29 | 25.27
(1.5,2.5) 222 6.21 2.28 3.99 2.79 2.92 2.65 2.63 2.50 2.59 2.53 3.23 4.58 32.72
>2.5 0.00 1.29 0.00 0.98 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.16 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.18 1.8 13.14
31 | 1000 <-2.5 0.00 0.56 0.00 0.34 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.08 0.00 0.11 0.00 0.18 0.23 1.80
(-2.5,-1.5) 3.81 6.33 1.97 3.08 2.34 1.63 2.85 1.95 3.00 2.35 2.64 2.58 10.11 7.31
(-1.5,-0.5) || 22.46 | 16.65 26.03 | 22.48 25.32 | 24.72 23.66 | 25.95 23.59 | 26.11 24.00 | 26.66 21.32 | 13.96
(-0.5,0.5) || 42.30 | 29.01 43.60 | 28.79 4520 | 32.63 46.18 | 33.86 46.35 | 34.81 46.93 | 35.24 35.16 16.55
(0.5, 1.5) 2791 | 36.74 2372 | 39.93 2455 | 37.27 2455 | 3493 24.41 33.10 23.68 | 32.00 23.02 | 30.89
(1.5,2.5) 3.52 9.99 4.68 4.57 2.59 3.26 2.76 3.04 2.66 3.37 2.75 3.18 9.82 229
>2.5 0.00 0.72 0.00 0.81 0.00 0.36 0.00 0.20 0.00 0.15 0.00 0.15 0.34 6.60

Notes. The maximal change in the guiding radii in our simulations for various parameters of the spiral structure. We investigated the change in
time intervals of 1 Gyr (first six columns) and a longer interval of 4 Gyr (last column). The negative dR, represents an inward change in R,,
while the positive dR, stands for an outward change of R,. The values represent the percentages of stars experiencing a maximal change in the
guiding radius in the respective interval of dR,. For each time bin, the left sub-column represents the DM configuration, while the right sub-column

corresponds to the MOND configuration. The units of Q;, and A;, are km s~ kpc™! and km? 572 kpc

Table 7. Ratio of the MOND and DM fractions of stars with significant

changes of the guiding radius.

[dR; monp[>1.5 kpc

’ Q) ‘ Asp ‘ [dRow > 15 kpe
19 | 1000 5.45
850 2.56
25 | 1000 3.94
1200 4.10
31 | 1000 1.88

Notes. A maximum change in the guiding radius larger than 1.5 kpc
during the time interval 2 — 6 Gyr was considered. The units of €, and
A, are km s~! kpc™! and km? s72 kpc™!, respectively.

churned outwards and inwards. We have also obtained consis-
tent results about the nature of extreme migrators; namely, that
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!, respectively.

their initial position must be close to the co-rotation resonance
(see Figs.[T}[AT}[A.2L 2] and 3).

Resonance overlaps, such as those visible in Figs. [ and [5
were studied by Ghosh et al.| (2023) in the context of MW mod-
elling. They found that resonance overlaps lead to an overes-
timation bias of the rotational velocity. In our model, this bias
represents a limitation for dense regions close to the centre of
our MW-like galaxy. Therefore, the significant changes in the
galactocentric radius observed in our simulation in the inner re-
gion can be partially attributed to this bias. Together with stars
being excluded from the simulation because they approach too
close to the galactic centre, the accuracy of our simulations is
limited in the inner regions of the galaxy.

7. Conclusions

In this work, we have studied stellar migration in the galactic
disc, considering the DM model and MOND theory to evaluate
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their effects on the evolution of the galaxy. We have explored
the effects of the spiral arms amplitude, Ay,, and the pattern
speed, €. Increasing both Ay, and Q,, enhances the effect
of resonances, leading to a more pronounced radial migration
and changes in the galactocentric radius in both regimes. The
strongest effect is generated by the co-rotation resonance with
the spiral arms (m = p = 1) and the OLRs with the galactic bar
and spiral arms. We observe this behaviour in both the DM and
MOND approaches. Radial migration and changes in the galac-
tocentric radius, driven by resonances with the galactic bar and
spiral arms, are more pronounced in MOND. We observe more
significant changes in the frequency phase space throughout the
time evolution in the MOND case compared to the DM case.
Compared to the DM approach, in the MOND case, we observe
up to five times as many stars with a maximum change in the
guiding radius of more than 1.5 kpc during the last 4 Gyr of the
simulation. However, this effect becomes less pronounced with
an increase in the spiral pattern speed. In future work, we plan
to generalise the model by incorporating the vertical dimension
and to study the resonances in the DM and the MOND regimes
in 3D.
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Appendix A: Distribution of changes in galactocentric radius for the rest of simulation runs

Here we present the continuation of Fig. |I|, showing the distribution of changes in galactocentric radius Ry — R; with respect to R; as
in Sec.[5.1] for the rest of simulation runs (Figs.[A.T] [A.2).
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Fig. A.1. Distribution of changes in galactocentric radius Ry — R; as a function of R; for different time intervals during the 6 Gyr integration.
Each set of figures represents different simulation run with parameters as listed in Tables [TJand [2] Vertical lines represent theoretical values of
resonances: green lines represent resonances produced by the galactic bar, and grey lines represent resonances caused by the spiral arms. For both
cases, the solid lines represent OLRs and the dashed line the m = p = 1 co-rotation resonance.
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Fig. A.2. Continuation of Fig.

Appendix B: Frequency phase space for Q;, = 19; 31 km s~1 kpc™!

Here we present frequency maps as in Sec. [5.2] for simulation runs DM_19_1000 (Fig. [B:I), MOND_19_1000 (Fig. [B22),
DM_31_1000 (Fig.[B.3) and MOND_31_1000 (Fig.[B.4).
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Fig. B.1. Time evolution of the frequency phase space with a time step of 1 Gyr for the simulation run DM_19_1000. The light blue curve indicates
the epicycle approximation. Displayed resonances include spiral arms co-rotation resonances m = p = 1 and m = 3, p = 5 (thick and thin grey
dashed lines respectively), co-rotation resonance m = 2, p = 1 with the superposition of the spiral arms and the galactic bar (blue dashed line),
ILRs and OLRs with the spiral arms (thick solid grey lines), OLR with the galactic bar (thick green solid line), spiral arms resonances [ = —1,
m=p=4and!=—-1,m = p = 3 (thin grey solid lines).
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Fig. B.2. Same as Fig.
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