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ABSTRACT

Using numerical simulations of a barred disk galaxy embedded in nonspinning and spinning dark

matter (DM) halos, we present a novel mechanism of ‘cooling’ the vertical oscillations of halo DM par-

ticles, which acquire the disk kinematics. The underlying mechanism consists of resonant interactions

between halo particles and the stellar bar. The cooling mechanism acts both on dynamical and secular

timescales, i.e., from ∼ 0.5Gyr to few Gyr, and the stellar bar acts to absorb the kinetic energy of the

vertical motions. Using a Milky Way-type stellar halo, we estimate the population of metal-poor disk

stars which have been trapped by the MW disk and analyze its kinematics. We find that the population

of metal-poor MW disk stars with |z| <∼ 3 kpc detected by the Gaia DR3 and other surveys can have

their origin in the stellar halo. The cooled population also migrates radially outwards compared by

acquiring energy from the spinning bar, and prograde-moving stars have a different distribution from

the retrograde ones. Next, we have calculated the ratio of the prograde-to-retrograde orbits of the

cooled population and found that this ratio varies radially, with the fast-spinning stellar halo resulting

in the shallower radial increase of this ratio outside of the corotation. The nonspinning stellar halo

shows a monotonic increase of this ratio with radius outside the corotation. Together with analyzed

radial migration of these halo stars, the cooling phenomenon of halo metal-poor stars can explain their

current disk population, and has corollaries for chemical evolution of disk galaxies in general.

Keywords: Galaxy dynamics(591) — Galaxy bars(2364) — Galaxy disks(589) — Galaxy evolution(594)

— Galaxy formation(595)

1. INTRODUCTION

Recent observations have detected a population of low metallicity stars with [Fe/H]≤ −2.5 dex in the Milky Way

(MW) stellar disk. About 31% of these stars reside in the galactic disk, within |z| ≤ 3 kpc of its midplane (e.g.,

Sestito et al. 2020; Lucey et al. 2021). The Pristine photometric survey (Starkenburg et al. 2017), Hamburg/ESO

(Reimers 1990; Beers et al. 1999) and Gaia EDR3 (Gaia Collaboration et al. 2021) surveys have quantified some of the

properties of this population. Moreover, this population appears to be statistically biased to populate prograde orbits

with respect to the disk rotation. Bellazzini et al. (2023) have analyzed the metal-poor stars in the Solar neighborhood

and found that among the disky kinematics, the ratio of the prograde to retrograde orbits is ∼ 3/1. Finally, Zhang

et al. (2023) have analyzed the Gaia DR3 kinematic sample of the metal-poor population in the MW and found two

kinematic groups — one stationary and one with a net prograde rotation of 80 km s−1.

Several suggestions have been made to the origin of these metal-poor stars in the disk. It can come from the early

buildup of the MW, especially stars on the retrograde orbits, and from minor mergers (e.g., Sestito et al. 2021; Carollo

et al. 2023). Metal-poor disk stars also appear on very eccentric orbits. Other suggestions include the early formation
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of the metal-poor stars entirely in the MW disk that is heated to form a thick disk (e.g., Di Matteo et al. 2020). Or

they could be shepherded by the stellar bar, i.e., trapped by its corotation resonance from the inner galaxy (e.g., Yuan

et al. 2023).

Here, we analyze a new process which affects the halo population, moving a small fraction of this population into

the stellar disk, and propose a novel scenario for the origin of the observed low metallicity stellar population confined

close to the mid-plane of the MW and other disk galaxies. The majority of disk galaxies host stellar bars on various

spatial scales (e.g., Sellwood & Wilkinson 1993; Knapen et al. 2000; Jogee et al. 2004). These systems have been

modeled extensively using 3-D numerical simulations, and many of their properties have been successfully analyzed

(e.g., Sellwood 1980; Athanassoula et al. 1983; Pfenniger 1984; Weinberg 1985; Combes et al. 1990; Raha et al. 1991;

Athanassoula 2003; Martinez-Valpuesta et al. 2006; Dubinski et al. 2009; Villa-Vargas et al. 2009; Bi et al. 2022).

Nevertheless, these collisionless systems continue to provide new effects, such the effect of spinning DM halos and

bulges (e.g., Long et al. 2014; Collier et al. 2018; Li et al. 2023b; Li et al. 2023c). We define the DM halo spin as

λ = J/Jmax following Bullock et al. (2001), where J is the halo angular momentum and Jmax is maximally allowed J .

Interactions between the stellar population of galactic disks and galactic bars have been studied extensively and are

dominated by resonances. These interactions include resonances between the orbits in the disk plane and those in the

vertical plane have been found to be associated with the energy transfer from the disk motions to the vertical motions

(Friedli & Pfenniger 1990; Combes et al. 1990; Li et al. 2023a). More generally, one expects that interactions between

the DM halo population and the embedded barred stellar disks involve resonances between halo orbits and stellar

bars. In this work, we highlight one of such resonant effects which leads to the cooling of vertical stellar oscillations

in spinless and spinning halos. We limit ourselves to the outcomes of this effect — the origin of disk metal-poor stars.

In the follow-up work, we will take a more comprehensive look at halo-disk resonances.

Collisionless systems, such as galaxies or DM halos exchange their energies on a timescale which is much longer

than the Hubble time. Their relaxation in this process characterized by small angle encounters, i.e., essentially two-

body distant collisions, can be described using the Fokker-Planck equation (e.g., Binney & Tremaine 2008). The

alternative to this relaxation is the evolution (i) in a time-dependent gravitational potential, when the individual

energies of particles are not conserved and can be exchanged with the mean field (Lynden-Bell 1967), or (ii) by

resonant interactions. The former evolution does not lead to the Maxwellian distribution of velocities, while the

end-process of the latter interaction is less clear.

In this work, we use two standard models, with λ = 0 and 0.06, in order to demonstrate an interesting effect, which

so far has eluded the attention of modelers and theorists. The higher value of λ has been selected based on the first

measurement of the MW DM halo spin, λ ∼ 0.061 − 0.088 (Obreja et al. 2022). Section 2 describes the numerical

models, section 3 presents our results, and section 4 analyzes these results and discusses their implications for galaxy

evolution.

2. NUMERICAL METHODS

We use the N -body part of the mesh-free hydrodynamics code gizmo (Hopkins 2015), an extension of the gadget-2

code (Springel 2005). The models of stellar disk galaxies embedded in spherical DM halos have been constructed with

two different halo spins using methods described elsewhere (e.g., Collier et al. 2018; Li et al. 2023b). We re-simulated

the model with the halo virial radius of 180 kpc from Li et al. (2023b) with λ = 0 and λ = 0.06, using NDM = 7.2×106

DM particles and NS = 8× 105 stellar particles. The mass-per-particle in the disk is 7.9× 104 M⊙ and 8.7× 104 M⊙ in

the halo. The gravitational softening is ϵ = 25pc for each particle. The models have been run for 10Gyr, with total

angular momentum conserved within 0.2% and total energy within 0.1% over the total integration time.

The DM component has the NFW density profile (Navarro et al. 1996) relaxed in the exponential disk potential,

with rc = 1.4 kpc, the flat density core, and rs = 10 kpc, the characteristic radius. We use a Gaussian cut-off radius

rt = 180 kpc to obtain a finite mass of Mh = 6.3 × 1011 M⊙. The initial exponential stellar disk has the mass

Md = 6.3 × 1010 M⊙ and radial scale-length R0 = 2.85 kpc, and the scale-height z0 = 0.6 kpc. Velocities of disk

particles are assigned using the epicycle approximation and asymmetric drift correction (Li et al. 2023b).

Two models of DM halos are abbreviated as P00 (for λ = 0) and P60 (for λ = 0.06). The angular momentum axis

of the DM halo in the P60 model agrees with that of the disk.

3. RESULTS

Both models, P00 and P60, are subject to the bar instability and their evolution is described in Li et al. (2023b) and

in Figure 1, displaying the bar Fourier amplitude, A2, the buckling Fourier amplitude, A1z, and the bar pattern speed,
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Figure 1. Evolution of the bar strength A2, buckling strength A1z, and the bar pattern speed Ωbar in the P00 (blue) and P60
(red) models.

Ωbar. The stellar bar evolution depends on the halo λ. The P00 bar experiences vertical buckling at t ∼ 3.3Gyr, and

fully re-grows after, while the P60 bar buckles at about 4Gyr, essentially leaving behind only an oval distortion, and

its torque against the DM, therefore, is very weak.

We have performed an orbit analysis [see e.g., Li et al. (2023c) for details] for both models by constructing a sample

of halo particles from each model. The sampled particles have been selected as follows (see Figure 2). (1) We calculated

the maximal potential Φmax from the region within the cylindrical radius R < 15 kpc and vertical distance |z| < 15 kpc

at t = 0.5Gyr; (2) inside the equipotential surface of Φmax, we randomly choose 6.5× 105 DM particles whose specific

energy is smaller than Φmax.
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Figure 2. A schematic figure of the region where the DM particles are sampled. The Figure is in the disk plane’s edge-on view
(x − z plane) at t = 0.5Gyr. The colored contours are the equipotential surfaces of the total system. The gray dashed box
indicates the volume of a cylinder with a radius R = 15 kpc and vertical extension from z = −15 to z = 15 kpc. The dashed
‘circle’ is an equipotential surface with the maximal potential Φmax found inside the cylinder. The envelope of the disk is plotted
as the solid black curve. We randomly sampled 6.5× 105 DM particles inside Φmax equipotential surface whose specific energy
is smaller than the Φmax.

We have determined various parameters of individual orbits of DM particles, namely, their maxima along the z-axis,

zmax, and along the cylindrical R-axis, Rmax. By focusing on the evolution of zmax(t), we have detected its decrease

by a factor ≥ 2 over various time periods. To analyze the statistical properties of these DM particle orbits, we have

binned the evolution of zmax(t) into time periods of ∆t ≤ 0.5Gyr. We call abruptly ‘cooled’ particles those cooled

over ∆t ≤ 0.5Gyr, to separate them from all other cooled halo particles over longer time periods, i.e., 0.5–1.0Gyr,

1.0–1.5Gyr, 1.5–2.0Gyr, and so on.

Note that the z-coordinate of each particle has been measured with respect to the Laplace surface defined by the

surface where the vertical acceleration az vanishes (e.g., Li et al. 2023c). Next, we have calculated ⟨zmax⟩ —the

time-averaged zmax for each consecutive 0.5Gyr bin from t = 0 to t = 10Gyr.

Figure 3 displays the typical behaviors of ⟨zmax⟩ of cooling DM particles. Firstly, a particle cools down abruptly by

a factor of ≥ 2 and never heats up again. Second, a particle cools down and heats up after some time period. Next,

a particle cools down abruptly and heats up multiple times over the simulation run. Lastly, a particle cools down

gradually over 8Gyr.

To obtain the statistics of cooled halo particles, we proceed with the following definitions. First, we assume that the

stellar disk extends to zdisk = 3kpc above/below the midplane, based on the edge-on disk density contours. Second,

we focus on these halo particles which acquire the disk kinematics. Third, in Section 4, we consider a fraction of cooled

DM particles as the low metallicity halo stars that have obtained the disk kinematics. For this purpose, we limit our

statistical analysis to DM particles with ⟨zmax⟩ ≥ 2zdisk only before the cooling process begins. This also explains the

requirement of cooling ⟨zmax⟩ by a factor of ≥ 2.

We define a sub-sample of all DM halo particles that cool down from the high altitude into the disk in each bin by

all types of cooling, i.e., abruptly, gradually, and multiple coolings, Ncool(t). In both the P00 and P60 models, the

particles of this sub-sample are filtered out of the total sample discussed above by imposing the two conditions: (1)

⟨zmax⟩ > 2zdisk at the time of sampling (t = 0.5 Gyr); (2) ⟨zmax⟩ < zdisk, after the cooling.

The top panel of Figure 4 shows the cumulative number of cooled DM halo particles as a function of time, Ncool(t),

for each model, i.e., only the DM particles that remain in the disk. The re-heated DM particles, i.e., those leaving the

disk, have been excluded. Hence, Ncool(t = 10Gyr) gives the number of the cooled DM particles remaining in the disk

by the end of the run. The bottom panel shows the duration distribution of individual cooling events over t = 10Gyr.

The sample of DM particles used to analyze the statistics of cooling events includes only the particles with ⟨zmax⟩
larger than two times zdisk. This number is Ntotal = 325, 270 for the P00 model and 325,019 for the P60 model.
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Figure 3. Four representative examples of cooling particles in the P00 model. The z-coordinate of each particle is measured
with respect to the Laplace surface. (a) Abruptly cooling particle at ∼ 6.5Gyr and never heats up again until the end of the
run. (b) The particle cools down abruptly at ∼ 3.5Gyr and heats up at ∼ 8Gyr. (c) The particle experiences multiple coolings
at ∼ 2.5, ∼ 5.8, and ∼ 8Gyr. (d) The particle cools down gradually from ∼ 2 to ∼ 10Gyr.

Figure 4. Statistics of a sub-sample of DM halo particles which cool down from high altitude into the disk plane. These
particles are selected under two conditions (see text for details) from the P00 (blue) and the P60 (red) models. Top frame: The
net number of sub-sampled particles whose ⟨zmax⟩ are smaller than the disk thickness after a cooling event. Particles that are
heated up and leaving the disk (i.e., ⟨zmax⟩ larger than the disk thickness) in each time bin are excluded. Bottom frame: The
histogram of the duration of individual cooling events for particles that are found in the disk at t = 10Gyr (i.e., the particles
at the end-point in the top panel).
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Table 1. Statistics of cooled halo particles for P00 and P60 models at t = 10Gyr and of cooled halos stars at z = 0. fcool(abrupt)
is the probability to find an abruptly cooled halo ‘star’ in the stellar disk moving with the disk kinematics; Ntotal is the number
of halo particles with ⟨zmax⟩ > 2zdisk from the entire sample, Ntotal, at t = 0.5Gyr; prograde/retrograde ratio of cooled down
halo particles found in the disk. N∗,cool(total) is the estimated number of halo stars cooled down to the disk plane, using the
Milky Way stellar halo.

Model P00 P60

Simulations

halo spin λ 0 0.06

Ntotal 325,270 325,019

fcool(abrupt) 2.9% 1.8%

fcool(total) 4.7% 2.9%

Stellar halo N∗,cool(total) 9× 106 5× 106

4. DISCUSSION

We have shown that a population of halo particles that oscillate about the potential midplane, i.e., about the Laplace

surface, can decrease their amplitudes of oscillations in a short time period, ∼ 2− 3 oscillations. In other words, they

are ‘cooled down’ abruptly. Other DM halo particles cool down but over longer time periods. When associating the

DM particle trajectories with those of the halo metal-poor stars, one deals with the migration of halo stars to the

disk. A number of interesting corollaries emerge as a result of this new process. But first of all, what is the underlying

mechanism of this migration?

We start with an analogy: imagine a population of ping-pong balls above a moving floor. Both the balls and the

floor can oscillate only along the vertical coordinate z, each with a different frequency and amplitude. We assume that

the ball-floor collisions are elastic and that the ball population is released at various heights above z = 0. Now, we

analyze the results of the ball-floor collisions.

Some balls will acquire or lose kinetic energy from the collision with the floor depending on their velocity differences

with the floor at the time of contact. Increasing or decreasing vertical kinetic energy is analogous to ‘heating up’

or cooling the balls, respectively. Some collisions will result in a substantial cooling of the vertical motions — this

sub-population of balls will be trapped close to the floor. Some of the balls will be trapped for a prolonged time period,

some will be re-heated and re-cooled multiple times. These outcomes demonstrate the possibility of the resonance

cooling of the balls.

This toy model of ping pong balls – moving floor interactions can serve as a simplified analogy to vertical oscillations

of halo stars and the horizontal motion of the stellar bar in the embedded galactic disk and their energy exchange.

Halo stars can exchange energy and angular momentum with the spinning bar depending on their relative position

before and after crossing the bar potential. As a result, the amplitude of the vertical oscillations will increase or

decrease. A resonance between halo orbits and the bar perturbations leads to a fast energy transfer, i.e., during 2–3

vertical oscillations and cooling of these motions. This is the essence of the mechanism operating in barred galaxies

and leading to the formation of the ‘cold’ population of metal-poor stars in the disk.

In the P00 model, ∼ 2.67 × 105 abrupt coolings happened for ∼ 1.84 × 105 DM particles. In the P60 model,

∼ 1.54 × 105 abrupt coolings happened for ∼ 1.05 × 105 DM particles. Figure 5 displays additional statistics of the

abrupt coolings only. The top frame compares the initial distribution of ⟨zmax⟩before with that after the cooling event,

⟨zmax⟩after. The next frame shows the distribution of ⟨zmax⟩after < 3 kpc for the abrupt coolings. The next frame

shows the distribution of the ratios ⟨zmax⟩before/⟨zmax⟩after for this type of cooling. Finally, the bottom frame exhibits

the evolution of the number of abrupt coolings binned in 0.5Gyr bins.

The empirical probability of a halo particle to cool down to the disk plane and to remain within the disk at the end

of the run is

fcool =
Ncool

Ntotal
(1)

where Ncool given by Figure 4. Results for both models are given in Table 1. fcool ∼ 4.7% in P00, and fcool ∼ 2.9% in

P60.

The above results summarize the statistics of DM halo particles that experience the ‘cooling’ effect over various

cooling intervals. To single out the extreme cooling effect, which proceeds over only 0.5Gyr, we display the probability

of such an abrupt event in Table 1. An example of such an abrupt cooling has been demonstrated in Figure 3a.
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Observing the evolution of Ncool(t) in the top frame of Figure 4, a trend emerges that it is correlated with the

amplitude evolution of the stellar bar. In both P00 and P60 models, this number increases until the buckling, i.e.,

t ∼ 3Gyr in P00, and t ∼ 4Gyr in P60. After the buckling, the bar regrows in the P00 model until the end of the

simulation, as is Ncool(t). However, the remaining oval distortion in the P60 model after buckling (Figure 1) leads to

a flattened Ncool(t) in P60.

We now turn to estimate the cooling effect on the vertical stellar oscillation and supplement this with their radial

migration for the halo stars in a full analogy with the DM halo particles. For this purpose, we assume that the halo

stars have identical mass and are all metal-poor. Using, for example, the Chabrier (2003) initial mass function and

the observed masses of metal-poor halo stars of 0.8 − 1M⊙ (e.g., Valentini et al. 2019), we take the average stellar

mass as M⊙ ∼ 1M⊙ for simplicity. Note also that the statistics of cooled stars will be affected by replacing the DM

particles used in the simulations by this average stellar mass.

In order to replace the DM particles by the stellar ones, we use the observations of the Milky Way stellar halo.

Deason et al. (2019) estimated stellar mass of the MW stellar halo at ∼ 1.4 × 109 M⊙. The density of stellar halo

follows the power law of ρ(r) ∝ r−2.4 within ∼ 17.2 kpc, and ρ(r) ∝ r−4.5 in the range 17.2 < r < 97.7 kpc (e.g., Kafle

et al. 2014).

Hence, the total stellar mass within the equipotential surface Φmax in our model, and outside the disk with |z| > 6 kpc,

corrected for including only the bound stars, can be estimated as M∗,total ∼ 1.3 × 108 M⊙. Consequently, using the

same cooling probability fcool in eq. (1) for the halo stars as for the DM, we obtain N∗,cool ∼ 6×106 in the P00 model,

and 4 × 106 in the P60 model (Table 1). To summarize, we expect the above N∗,total residing in the contemporary

MW disk.

Next, we analyze various kinematic parameters of the cooled stellar halo population, such as their radial migration

and the ratio of prograde-to-retrograde orbits in the disk. We have measured R(t) of these particles and calculated

⟨Rmax⟩ the same way as ⟨zmax⟩. The resulting mean value of the distribution of their ⟨Rmax⟩ is 9.4 kpc at t = 0Gyr

and 13.0 kpc at t = 10Gyr, in the P00 model. For P60 model, the mean value of ⟨Rmax⟩ is 9.7 kpc at t = 0Gyr and

12.1 kpc at t = 10Gyr. In comparison, the mean value of ⟨Rmax⟩ of the entire sampled DM particles at t = 0Gyr and

t = 10Gyr shifted from 9.5 to 11.0 kpc in the P00 model and from 9.5 to 9.9 kpc in P60 model (Fig. 6).

To obtain the ratio of prograde-to-retrograde orbits of the cooled stellar halo population, we assume that the halo

stars kinematics follows that of the DM, which can be wrong for the P60 model when applied to the MW — the

inner stellar MW halo discussed here has been found to be essentially nonrotating (e.g., Freeman 2012; Das et al.

2016; Deason et al. 2017). But because the properties of the inner stellar halos can be diverse, when applied to other

galaxies, we still include this model. Under these conditions, we have calculated the averaged angular momentum over

the last orbit before the end of the run (Figure 7). The prograde orbits are those spinning in the direction of the disk

rotation. The resulting prograde-to-retrograde ratio of these particles is 1.2 : 1 in the P00 model and is 0.8 : 1 in the

P60 model, when summed over all the cooled particles. However, these average ratios have little significance because

the ratio depends on the radius, as we discuss below.

First, we find that the prograde and retrograde particles are distributed differently in the xy-plane at the end of the

run (Fig. 8). In the P00 model, most of the prograde particles are distributed in a dumbbell shape with a major axis

perpendicular to the major axis of the stellar bar. This dumbbell distribution reaches the radius beyond the bar size

radius. In contrast, most retrograde particles dwell within the bar size radius and are distributed in an axisymmetric

fashion. In the P60 model, with only an oval distortion at the end, the prograde particles have not shown any preferred

azimuthal orientation. They are distributed more axisymmetrically than the prograde particles in the P00 model and

extend to the region outside the bar size radius as well. The retrograde particles are distributed similarly to those in

the P00 model. Most of them are within the bar size radius and distributed in an axisymmetric fashion.

Second, we checked the radial dependence of prograde-to-retrograde ratio (Fig. 9). Outside the bar-size radius, in

the P00 model, this ratio increases monotonically and becomes larger than 10 outside the corotation radius. In the

P60 model, this ratio is not monotonic but reaches ∼ 2 − 2.5 outside the corotation, then drops to unity, following

a substantial increase at larger radii. Therefore, faster spinning stellar halos produce a more shallow distribution of

prograde-to-retrograde orbits outside the corotation.

Unfortunately, no data exists for the radial distribution of the prograde-to-retrograde ratio of metal-poor stellar

population in the disk. Recent observations, which indicate this ratio being about 3:1 for Gaia DR3 (Bellazzini et al.

2023) and other samples (e.g., Reimers 1990; Beers et al. 1999; Starkenburg et al. 2017; Sestito et al. 2020; Lucey

et al. 2021), may agree with both of our models. But detailed observations of the MW disk can provide the radial
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Figure 5. Additional statistics of ⟨zmax⟩ for DM halo particles before and after each abrupt cooling, i.e., in ≤ 0.5Gyr, with the
P00 (left) and P60 (right). Here, by definition, ⟨zmax⟩before / ⟨zmax⟩after > 2. (a) Distribution of the number of abrupt coolings.
The blue (orange) vertical dash line indicates the 90th percentile of ⟨zmax⟩before (⟨zmax⟩after) of abrupt coolings. The 90% of
coolings lie to the left of the vertical lines. (b) Distribution of abrupt coolings with ⟨zmax⟩after < 3 kpc. (c) Distribution of
⟨zmax⟩before / ⟨zmax⟩after of all abrupt coolings. (d) Evolution of the number of abrupt coolings in each time bin.
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Figure 6. Top: The distribution function of ⟨Rmax⟩ from cooled particles of Ncool(t = 10Gyr) (see Figure 4). Bottom: Same
as above, but for the entire sample. The vertical dashed lines show the average values for each distribution.

Figure 7. Distribution of the specific angular momentum, jz, from cooled particles of Ncool(t = 10Gyr) (see Figure 4) for the
P00 and P60 models. The vertical dashed lines show the average values for each distribution.

distribution of metal poor stars, and observations of other disk galaxies can reveal the scatter in this distribution which

probably depends on the assembling history of their stellar halos.

In summary, we have presented a novel mechanism of cooling of the vertical oscillations of halo stars in barred disk

galaxies with nonspinning and spinning DM halos. Using numerical simulations, we show that this mechanism is a

resonant one where the vertical kinetic energy is absorbed by the stellar bar. This mechanism is also associated with

the radial migration of metal-poor stars, which acquired disk kinematics and have corollaries to the chemical evolution
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Figure 8. The distribution of cooled DM particles of Ncool(t = 10Gyr) (see Figure 4) in the x-y plane separated into prograde
(left column) and retrograde (middle column) particles, for the P00 (top) and the P60 (bottom) models. The right column is
part of randomly sampled disk particles showing the orientation of the stellar bar at the same time. The surface density of
particles is plotted using contours with a linearly scaled color palette. The prograde and retrograde orbits have been identified
by their instantaneous angular momentum Jz.

of disk galaxies. This cooling mechanism acts on a range of timescales, from a dynamical time of <∼ 0.5Gyr associated

with 2–3 vertical oscillations to the secular timescale of a few Gyr. Using a typical MW stellar halo inferred from recent

observations, we estimate the stellar metal-poor population in the contemporary MW disk contributed as a result of

this new process. Furthermore, analyzing the kinematics of this disk population, we estimate the radial distribution

of the prograde-to-retrograde orbits ratio for the metal poor disk population and find that the faster spinning stellar
halo produces shallower distribution outside the corotation radius. More detailed numerical model comparison with

the MW stellar halo properties can provide observational constrains on the stellar halo assembly.
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