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ABSTRACT
We use a sample of 73 simulated satellite and central dwarf galaxies spanning a stellar mass range of

105.3 − 109.1M⊙ to investigate the origin of their stellar age gradients. We find that dwarf galaxies often form
their stars “inside-out,” i.e., the stars form at successively larger radii over time. However, the oldest stars get
reshuffled beyond the star forming radius by fluctuations in the gravitational potential well caused by stellar
feedback (the same mechanisms that cause dwarfs to form dark matter cores). The result is that many dwarfs
appear to have an “outside-in” age gradient at 𝑧 = 0, with younger stellar populations more centrally concentrated.
However, for the reshuffled galaxies with the most extended star formation, young stars can form out to the large
radii to which the old stars have been reshuffled, erasing the age gradient. We find that major mergers do not
play a significant role in setting the age gradients of dwarfs. We find similar age gradient trends in satellites
and field dwarfs, suggesting environment plays only a minor role, if any. Finally, we find that the age gradient
trends are imprinted on the galaxies at later times, suggesting that the stellar reshuffling dominates after the
galaxies have formed 50% of their stellar mass. The later reshuffling is at odds with results from the fire-2
simulations. Hence, age gradients offer a test of current star formation and feedback models that can be probed
via observations of resolved stellar populations.

Keywords: Dwarf galaxies (416) — N-body simulations(1083) — Stellar feedback (1602) — Galaxy formation
(595) — Galaxy ages (576) — Galaxy Evolution (594)

1. INTRODUCTION
Dwarf galaxies with M∗ ≲ 108 M⊙ are observed to have

younger stars closer to the center of the galaxy and older
stars closer to the outskirts. This trend was first noticed by
Tully et al. (1996), who saw that the least massive galaxies
in the Ursa Major Cluster became redder with increasing
radius, while the more massive galaxies in the cluster became
bluer with increasing radius. We have since confirmed that
this photometric color trend is found across a wide variety
of dwarfs in both isolated and group environments (Jansen
et al. 2000; Hunter & Elmegreen 2006; Tortora et al. 2010;
Liao & Cooper 2023). Spectroscopic studies, resolved stellar
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populations, and multi-wavelength photometric studies have
found that this color gradient corresponds to an age gradient
in dwarf galaxies (e.g., Koleva et al. 2011; Zhang et al. 2012,
and references below), though a metallicity gradient can be
present as well (e.g., Harbeck et al. 2001; Tolstoy et al. 2004;
Battaglia et al. 2006, 2008, 2011; Martínez-Vázquez et al.
2015, 2021; Taibi et al. 2018; Han et al. 2020; Fu et al. 2024).

The trend of the youngest stars at the center and the oldest
stars dominating the outskirts has been seen in resolved stel-
lar populations in nearby dwarf galaxies (e.g., del Pino et al.
2015; Okamoto et al. 2017; Bettinelli et al. 2019). This trend
is found across morphological types; in irregular (Aparicio
& Tikhonov 2000; Bellazzini et al. 2014; Gallart et al. 2008;
Indu & Subramaniam 2011; Javadi et al. 2017; McQuinn
et al. 2017; Piatti 2018; Albers et al. 2019), transition (Mc-
Connachie et al. 2006; Hidalgo et al. 2009, 2013), and ellip-
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tical/spheroidal dwarfs (Sharina et al. 2018; Bettinelli et al.
2019). This is in contrast with Milky Way-mass galaxies,
which tend to have gradients with blue, young stars on the
outside and redder, older stars on the inside (Tully et al. 1996;
Kepner 1999; Chiappini et al. 2001).

We have a better understanding of how the age gradients of
Milky Way-mass galaxies form compared to the gradients of
dwarf galaxies, because the growth of disks in ∼ 𝐿★ galaxies
has been studied for many decades. Larger galaxies tend to
form inside-out, with the first stars forming at the center of
the galaxy out of collapsing low angular momentum gas and
later stars forming in the outskirts of the disk as a result of gas
accreted at later times with higher angular momentum (Larson
1976; Williams et al. 2009; Gogarten et al. 2010; Barnes et al.
2014; González Delgado et al. 2014, 2015; Morelli et al.
2015; Dale et al. 2016; Zheng et al. 2017; Goddard et al.
2017; Peterken et al. 2020; Pessa et al. 2023). This inside-
out formation is in agreement with disk formation theory,
where the sizes of galactic disks increase with time as higher
angular momentum gas is accreted (White & Rees 1978; Fall
& Efstathiou 1980), and has also been seen in simulations of
Milky Way-mass disks (e.g., Sales et al. 2012; Zavala et al.
2016; Agertz et al. 2021; Bird et al. 2021; Ma et al. 2024). As
a result, inside-out formation explains the formation of stellar
age gradients in Milky Way-mass galaxies to first order.

In contrast, dwarfs tend to appear as though they have
formed ‘outside-in,’ with older stars less centrally concen-
trated and younger stellar populations more centrally concen-
trated. Theoretical explanations for this trend fall into roughly
two groups: one explanation suggests that stars stay where
they are formed (thus forming in an ‘outside-in’ scenario).
Another explanation could be that stars initially form ‘inside-
out,’ as in Milky-Way type galaxies, but are reshuffled over
time.

In order for the outside-in formation model to be a plausi-
ble explanation for the creation of dwarf galaxy age gradients,
star formation in the outer regions of dwarfs would need to
be suppressed, while stars continue forming in the inner re-
gions. Suppressing star formation would likely require either
a depletion of gas or a decrease in gas density in the out-
skirts. If a satellite dwarf is able to retain gas until infall to
a parent halo, simulations have shown that tides can create
bars in dwarfs that funnel gas to the central regions, while
ram pressure removes gas from the halo (Mayer et al. 2006).
This scenario could leads to ‘outside-in’ star formation as the
gas content of the dwarf is altered (e.g., Kawata et al. 2006;
Stinson et al. 2009; Genina et al. 2019). Furthermore, the
host halo environment itself can suppress gas accretion onto
the satellite (strangulation, e.g., Prescott et al. 2011), which
may cause the radius of star formation to shrink with time as
gas is consumed.

However, ram pressure and strangulation are primarily rel-
evant to satellites, and do not explain the ‘outside-in’ age gra-
dients seen in field dwarf galaxies. Elmegreen et al. (2014)
found that constrained accretion of gas (with the accretion rate
matching the star formation rate) could explain the outside-
in gradients of blue compact dwarfs, though it is unclear
whether all dwarf age gradients could be explained in this
way. Reionization and/or intergalactic UV radiation could
potentially stop star formation in the outer regions of dwarf
galaxies, where the gas is not dense enough for self-shielding,
while still allowing for continued star formation in the center
of the galaxy (Gnedin 2012). Yet Zhang et al. (2012), through
studying multi-band surface brightness profiles of 34 nearby
dwarf irregular galaxies with resolved HI profiles, found that
dwarfs with an outside-in gradient have high enough HI col-
umn densities for self-shielding in their outskirts, implying
that UV radiation would be unable to suppress star formation
in the outer regions of field dwarfs.

Given the challenges to outside-in formation, an alternative
explanation is that the stars in dwarf galaxies get reshuffled
with time. However, the mechanisms thought to cause stellar
reshuffling in Milky Way-like galaxies may not be applicable
in dwarfs. In large, spiral galaxies, bars and spiral arms
are the main mechanisms that cause stars to migrate (e.g.,
Hohl 1971; Sellwood & Binney 2002; Debattista et al. 2006;
Roškar et al. 2008; Daniel & Wyse 2015; Frankel et al. 2018).
While some disky dwarfs show evidence for stellar migration
(e.g., Radburn-Smith et al. 2012), irregular or spheroidal type
galaxies do not necessarily have bars or spiral arms to migrate
their stars, and are unlikely to explain the frequency of the
outside-in age pattern in field dwarfs. These considerations
lead us to consider other causes of stellar reshuffling specific
to dwarf galaxies.

Several mechanisms have been shown to cause stellar
reshuffling in simulated dwarfs, including mergers and fluc-
tuations of the gravitational potential well that also lead to
dark matter core formation, both of which are discussed be-
low. Benítez-Llambay et al. (2016) used cosmological simu-
lations of Local Group-like galaxies and showed that dwarf-
dwarf mergers could reproduce observed dwarf age gradients.
In this model, they examined simulated dwarf Spheroidals
(dSphs) and found that if a galaxy forms its older stellar
population early, before reionization, then the energy from
feedback and reionization can cause the gas to heat up and
cease forming stars. Then, a dwarf-dwarf merger occurring
after reionization could cool the gas and reignite star forma-
tion in the center of the halo while simultaneously causing
the older stellar population to expand, resulting in an outside-
in gradient. Other work done with simulations show that
mergers can either flatten or steepen age gradients in isolated
dwarf galaxies (Graus et al. 2019). Specifically, if a galaxy
has an initially flat age gradient but has a late time merger
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with a galaxy with an extended star formation history (SFH),
incoming gas from the accreted galaxy forms new stars on
the outskirts, thereby preventing an outside-in gradient and
resulting in a flat age gradient. On the other hand, mergers
can create a gradient if the galaxy merges with multiple small
objects and old stars are added to the outskirts of the halo
(see also Genina et al. 2019; Mostoghiu et al. 2018). Overall,
it is not clear if mergers are common enough in the history
of dwarf galaxies to explain the prevalence of outside-in age
gradients (Deason et al. 2014; Fitts et al. 2018).

Another mechanism found in simulations that can reshuffle
the stars in dwarf galaxies is stellar feedback. With stel-
lar feedback, there are two mechanisms that previous au-
thors have suggested can reshuffle the stars in a galaxy. The
first is that bursty star formation can lead to bursty galactic
winds, creating fluctuations in the shallow gravitational po-
tential of the galaxy that can reshape the dark matter density
profile from being steeply rising (a cusp) to flatter (a core, i.e.,
Navarro et al. 1996; Read & Gilmore 2005; Governato et al.
2010, 2012; Pontzen & Governato 2012; Teyssier et al. 2013;
DiCintio et al. 2014; Brook & Di Cintio 2015; Chan et al.
2015; Lazar et al. 2020), in line with the observed densities
in dwarf galaxies (e.g., Oh et al. 2011; Teyssier et al. 2013;
Relatores et al. 2019). These fluctuations reshuffle both dark
matter and stars. The progression of the dark matter outward
creates a dark matter core, while the stars are reshuffled such
that the oldest stars move toward the outskirts of the galaxy
over time (Pontzen & Governato 2012; El-Badry et al. 2016;
Graus et al. 2019; Burger et al. 2022). Thus, it is possible that
age gradients are created via the same processes that create
dark matter cores.

The second mechanism by which stellar feedback can
reshuffle stars in simulations is subtly different. Specifically,
Stinson et al. (2009), Maxwell et al. (2012), and El-Badry
et al. (2016) find that feedback causes outflowing (and later
infalling) gas that can be star forming. This cycle of in-
flow/outflow has sometimes been referred to as a “breath-
ing mode” in dwarfs. Thus, newborn stars formed from this
out/inflowing gas have an inherent initial radial velocity, caus-
ing them to migrate outwards. El-Badry et al. (2016) finds
that stars move ∼1 kpc in the first 100 Myr after they are born.
Stinson et al. (2009) also finds that the envelope within which
star formation occurs contracts as the gas supply shrinks, re-
ducing pressure-support and causing younger star formation
to be limited to the center of the galaxy.

All of the above simulation studies tend to focus on a spe-
cific type or mass of dwarf, e.g., field dwarfs only, or dwarf
spheroidals only. This paints an incomplete picture of what
causes the age gradients that are seen in dwarfs across mor-
phological types and environment. So far, no study has sys-
tematically examined the effect of both environment and mass
over a wide range of masses on the age gradients of dwarf

galaxies. Using our sample of 73 simulated dwarfs with a
mass range between 105.8 − 109.6M⊙ , we triple the sample
used in the most recent previous work, Graus et al. (2019),
and also look at satellite and central/field galaxies. We ex-
plore how dark matter core creation, star formation history,
merger history, and environment combine to play a role in
creating the age gradients of dwarf galaxies, and we attempt
to disentangle the relative contributions of these effects. In
Section 2, we describe the simulations used in our analysis
and how we selected the galaxies in our sample. In Section 3,
we present the methods used to analyze the simulated galax-
ies and the results of this analysis. Section 4 is where we
discuss the implications of our findings. We summarize the
key results in Section 5.

2. SIMULATIONS AND DATA
The simulations we use are run with ChaNGa (Menon et al.

2015), an N-Body tree + Smoothed Particle Hydrodynamics
(SPH) code based on its precursors Gasoline (Wadsley et al.
2004) and PKDGRAV (Stadel 2001). We use two suites of
simulations, each using the "zoom-in" volume renormaliza-
tion technique to resimulate pre-selected galaxies at a high
resolution (e.g., Katz & White 1993; Oñorbe et al. 2014). In
order to implement photoionization and heating rates, a cos-
mic UV background is implemented (Haardt & Madau 2012).
The star formation recipe used in the simulations is described
in full in Christensen et al. (2012). This recipe uses tem-
perature and density criteria in order to form stars (stars can
form if the gas density is 𝜌 > 0.1cm−3 and 𝑇 < 1000K), but
also weights the probability of forming stars by the fraction
of molecular hydrogen, 𝐻2, present. The requirement that
𝐻2 be present leads to most star particles forming at densities
𝜌 > 100cm−3. The probability 𝑝 of forming star particles in
some time range Δ𝑡 is given by

𝑝 =
𝑚gas

𝑚star
(1 − 𝑒−𝑐

∗
0𝑋𝐻2Δ𝑡/𝑡form ), (1)

where𝑚gas and𝑚star are the masses of the gas and star particle,
respectively, 𝑋𝐻2 is the mass fraction of molecular hydrogen
in the gas particle, 𝑡form is the local dynamical time, and
𝑐∗0 is the star formation efficiency parameter, set to 𝑐∗0 =

0.1. Each star particle in the simulation is represented with
a Kroupa IMF (Kroupa 2001), and metal line cooling and
diffusion of metals is also included as described in Shen et al.
(2010). The supernova (SN) feedback recipe is implemented
based on the blastwave model from Stinson et al. (2006).
This recipe releases 1.5 × 1051 erg of thermal energy per
SN. The energy deposited into the interstellar medium (ISM)
represents the energy deposited by all processes related to
young stars, including UV radiation from massive stars (Wise
et al. 2012; Agertz et al. 2013), in addition to SNe. In order
to match the theoretical timescale of the snowplow phase of
SNe II (McKee & Ostriker 1977), cooling of gas particles is
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disabled for the lifetime of the momentum conserving phase.
Cooling is not disabled for SNe Ia. SNe also deposit metals
into nearby gas.

We look at eight total simulations, divided into two dif-
ferent simulation suites. The first suite are the Marvel-ous
dwarfs, a group of four simulations (named Captain Marvel,
Elektra, Rogue, and Storm) that yield a total sample of 68
field dwarfs from lower-density environments (Munshi et al.
2021; Christensen et al. 2024). Although traditional zoom-
in simulations select one halo of interest, and then place the
highest resolution particles on that halo, the Marvel simu-
lations select regions of the universe with dozens of dwarf
galaxies, then re-run the entire region with high resolution.
Each of the Marvel simulations represents a (25 Mpc)3 vol-
ume of the universe and uses a WMAP3 cosmology (Spergel
et al. 2007), though the high-resolution zoom regions are
roughly ∼1 Mpc in diameter. The halos are typically 1.5-10
Mpc away from a Milky-Way mass galaxy, so these simu-
lated dwarfs are representative of field dwarfs in the Local
Volume (see Christensen et al. 2024). The force softening
resolution is 60 pc, and the dark matter particle masses are
6660 M⊙ , the gas particle masses are 1410 M⊙ , and star par-
ticle masses are 422 M⊙ at birth. Another suite used are the
Near Mint DC Justice League (DCJL) simulations, a group
of four simulations named after the first four female United
States Supreme Court Justices (Sandra, Ruth, Elena, and So-
nia; Akins et al. 2021; Bellovary et al. 2019). To create these
simulations, environments near (out to ∼1 Mpc) Milky Way-
mass disk galaxies were re-simulated at a higher resolution in
order to capture satellite dwarf galaxies and nearby dwarfs.
As implied, each of these simulations contains a central Milky
Way-mass galaxy with a virial mass between ∼ 1011.9−1012.4

M⊙ . Each of the DCJL simulations represents a (50 Mpc)3

volume of the universe and uses Planck cosmological param-
eters (Planck Collaboration et al. 2016). The force softening
resolution is 170 pc, with particle masses of 4.2×104 M⊙ for
dark matter, 2.7 × 104 M⊙ for gas, and 8000 M⊙ for stars at
birth.

All halos in both suites of simulations are found using the
Amiga Halo Finder (AHF; Knollmann & Knebe 2009). Halos
are identified using the overdensity criterion for a flat universe
(Gill et al. 2004), and the virial radius of a halo is defined as
the radius for which the average halo density is 200× 𝜌crit (𝑧),
the critical density of the universe at a given redshift. After
running AHF, we identify a halo as resolved if it has at least
1500 dark matter particles and an extended star formation
event lasting ≥ 100 Myr.

These and previous generations of simulations with these
models have shown a number of successes in reproduc-
ing observations, including reproducing the observed stellar
mass – halo mass relation (Munshi et al. 2013, 2021; Chris-
tensen et al. 2024), the satellite galaxy distribution of mas-

sive galaxies (Zolotov et al. 2012; Brooks & Zolotov 2014),
the Kennicutt-Schmidt relation (Christensen et al. 2012), the
mass-metallicity relation (Brooks et al. 2007; Christensen
et al. 2016), and properties of dwarf galaxies in both the
Local Group and Local Volume (Christensen et al. 2024).

2.1. Simulated Sample

Although there are 165 total resolved galaxies in the Mar-
vel and DCJL simulations, we adopt a slightly stricter criteria
when selecting galaxies for our sample since our analysis of
the age gradient requires close dissection of the inner struc-
ture of each galaxy. We want to ensure that the age gradients
are resolved and that the results of our analysis are not im-
pacted by numerical effects. The density profiles at the center
of simulated galaxies tend to converge at some length greater
than a multiple of the gravitational softening length, referred
to as the smallest convergent radius. Simulations tend to suf-
fer from artificial two-body relaxation on scales smaller than
the smallest convergent radius (Power et al. 2003; Ludlow
et al. 2020). Thus, analyses of properties using lengths less
than the smallest convergent radius may have numerical er-
rors. Power et al. (2003) finds that the smallest convergent
radius is ≳ 0.005𝑟200, while Ludlow et al. (2020) finds that
the convergent radius occurs ≳ 0.055 𝐿

𝑁𝑝
, where 𝐿 is the sim-

ulation box length and 𝑁𝑝 is the number of particles in one
dimension. Zolotov et al. (2012) analyzes the convergence
of earlier generations of the Marvel and DCJL simulations
used in this work, with similar star formation and feedback
implementation, and finds that the smallest convergent radius
occurs within 2-4× the gravitational softening length. We
adopt this criteria for our analysis, considering length scales
below 2-4 times the force softening length to be unresolved.
0.25 kpc is 4× the softening length in the Marvel simulations
and 2× the softening length in the DCJL simulations. Thus,
we consider any halo with a 2D projected effective radius
less than 0.25 kpc to be unresolved, and remove these halos
from our sample. After applying this criteria, we are left
with 73 total halos in our analysis, with Marvel’s smallest
galaxy having M∗ = 105.26 M⊙ and 1166 star particles and
DCJL’s smallest galaxy having M∗ = 105.81 M⊙ and 219 star
particles.

Halo mass and stellar mass of all 73 simulated dwarf galax-
ies are listed in Table 1 of Appendix A. All stellar masses
reported in this work have been reduced from the full stellar
mass determined by AHF based on the mock observational
results in Munshi et al. (2013). In summary, a photometric
analysis of mock photometry yields a stellar mass 0.6 lower
than found by AHF.

2.2. Observational Data

In Figs. 1 and 8 we also overplot observed radial age gra-
dients (and uncertainties) for three observed galaxies: Leo



Age Gradients of Dwarf Galaxies 5

A (Center), NGC-4449, and DDO-210. These values rep-
resent a preliminary subset of results from a larger sample
of ∼40 Local Volume gas-rich dwarf galaxies detailed in a
forthcoming study (R. E. Cohen et al., in prep.). Briefly,
each galaxy was divided spatially into elliptical annuli, and a
lifetime star formation history was fit to the color-magnitude
diagram of stars in each annulus independently. The radial
age gradient slope and its uncertainties were then calculated
using maximum-likelihood fits of a line to the individual per-
annulus values of 𝑡50 and 𝑡90 (the times when 50% or 90%
of the cumulative stellar mass was formed) versus radius,
normalized to the observed half-light radius of each galaxy.

3. RESULTS
3.1. Age Gradients

To examine age gradients in this paper, we choose an anal-
ysis that can be carried out using resolved stellar populations,
and compared against the observational data described in
Section 2.2. Specifically, we measure the quantities 𝑡50 and
𝑡90, the times when 50% or 90% of the cumulative stellar
mass was formed. The values 𝑡50 and 𝑡90 can be determined
from cumulative SFHs derived from deep color-magnitude
diagrams. We examine these quantities both as a function of
radius in each galaxy, and globally for each individual galaxy.
A similar measurement was adopted by Graus et al. (2019)
for the fire-2 galaxies, which enables a direct comparison to
their results (see here and in Section 3.6).

First, we compute the 2D projected effective radius with
the galaxy oriented face-on, meaning that the total angular
momentum vector (the sum of the angular momentum of all
the particles identified by AHF to be bound to the galaxy)
is aligned with the 𝑧-axis. Next, we calculate the total 𝑉-
band luminosity of the galaxy using pynbody, which adopts
the Padova simple stellar population models (Marigo et al.
2008; Girardi et al. 2010), and determine which circular radius
encloses half of that luminosity. This radius enclosing half
the light is 𝑅𝑒, the circular 2D effective radius.

The next step in calculating the age gradient is taking all
the stars within 1.5 times the effective radius and dividing
the stars into ten annular bins such that each bin contains
an equal number of stars. We calculate 𝑡90, the time (since
the Big Bang) when 90% of the cumulative mass of stars
ever formed have been formed, for the stars in each annular
bin. We take the difference of the innermost 𝑡90 value and
outermost 𝑡90 value in order to determine how the age of the
stars in the central region of the galaxy differs from the age of
stars at 1.5 𝑅𝑒, and divide by the distance between the centers
of the inner and outer bins. This difference is the 𝑑𝑡90 value.
The 𝑑𝑡90 value is then normalized with respect to the effective
radius 𝑅𝑒:

𝑑𝑡90
𝑓𝑅𝑒

����
𝜃

=
𝑡90,out − 𝑡90,in

(𝑅out − 𝑅in)/𝑅𝑒

(2)

Where 𝑓𝑅𝑒
=

𝑅out−𝑅in
𝑅𝑒

and 𝑅out and 𝑅in represent the center
of the outer and inner radial bin, respectively. The 𝜃 denotes
that this is the age gradient computed at a particular viewing
angle, discussed in the next paragraph. Thus, we refer to
the quantity 𝑑𝑡90

𝑓𝑅𝑒

���
𝜃

as the age gradient at a particular viewing
angle.

We recalculate Equation 2 for 100 random viewing angles
(𝜃𝑖) for each galaxy in order to quantify bias introduced by
observational viewing angle, and we take the median over all
viewing angles to be the final age gradient. For each different
sightline, the circular 𝑅𝑒 is recalculated (i.e., it is not always
the face-on 𝑅𝑒 described above that is used):

𝑑𝑡90
𝑓𝑅𝑒

=
1

100

100∑︁
𝑖=1

𝑑𝑡90
𝑓𝑅𝑒

����
𝜃𝑖

(3)

We refer to this quantity 𝑑𝑡90
𝑓𝑅𝑒

as the stellar age gradient of
the dwarf galaxy. Note that 𝑑𝑡90

𝑓𝑅𝑒
has units of Gyr because it

has been normalized to 𝑅𝑒.
In addition to the 𝑡90 and 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

values, we also compute
the 𝑡50 and 𝑑𝑡50/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

values using a similar method by instead
calculating the 𝑡50 value, the time when 50% of the stars
were formed, within each bin. Similarly, 𝑑𝑡50/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

is the
difference between the inner and outer 𝑡50 value, normalized
to the effective radius. The 𝑡50 results are shown and discussed
in Section 3.6. The global 𝑡50 and 𝑡90 values of each simulated
galaxy are listed in Table 1 of Appendix A, along with their
respective age gradients. Table 1 of Appendix A also lists the
face-on 2D 𝑅𝑒 and 𝑉-band magnitude of each galaxy, as well
as whether the galaxy is a satellite or field dwarf.

Age gradients as a function of global 𝑡90 are presented in
Figure 1. We calculate global 𝑡90 with the same method used
to calculate 𝑡90 in each radial bin described above, but instead
use all of the star particles within the simulated galaxy. We
denote isolated field galaxies as circles and satellite galaxies
as stars, with satellite galaxies defined by AHF as halos within
the virial radius of another, more massive halo. The color bar
shows log stellar mass in units of solar mass, and we plot the
global 𝑡90 value of the galaxy in Gyr since the Big Bang on
the 𝑥-axis and the stellar age gradient, 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

(see eq. 3),
on the 𝑦-axis. Error bars on 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

enclose 68% of the
age gradient values calculated over the 100 random viewing
angles. Galaxies with a 𝑡90 close to 14 Gyr are gas-rich and
star forming at 𝑧 = 0, but the galaxies with a 𝑡90 ≲ 2 Gyr
were quenched soon after reionization. A 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

close
to 0 means that the age gradient is flat, while a negative
𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

value implies a steep, negative, ‘outside-in’ looking
age gradient. Two outlier galaxies with extremely negative
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Figure 1. The normalized age gradient value 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒
vs. global 𝑡90 in Gyr since Big Bang. Circles represent simulated field dwarfs and

stars represent simulated satellite galaxies. Error bars on 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒
enclose 68% of the age gradient values calculated over 100 random viewing

angles. The color of the points corresponds to the stellar mass of the galaxy in solar masses. Light blue diamonds correspond to the simulated
field galaxies presented in Graus et al. (2019), which have a stellar mass range of 105.67−8.73 M⊙ . Green triangles correspond to three observed
galaxies, a subset of galaxies currently being analyzed (R. E. Cohen et al., in prep). We also label three galaxies we refer to as “representative”
galaxies, which are presented in Fig. 2 and referenced throughout this work. Similar to Graus et al. (2019), we find that age gradients change
from an outside-in trend (strongly negative 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

) to no age gradient as the global 𝑡90 increases after ∼8 Gyr, i.e., galaxies with more
extended star formation histories have flatter age gradients. However, with our larger sample we show that this trend reverses as 𝑡90 decreases.
We also find that both field dwarfs and satellites follow similar age gradient trends. Both sets of simulations are in good agreement with the
observational results.

age gradients are not shown on the plot1. In general, we see
that galaxies that quenched early and galaxies that are still
star-forming both have flat age-gradients, while the steepest
(negative) age gradients occur for galaxies with a 𝑡90 values
near ∼ 6 − 8 Gyr. Both field and satellite dwarf galaxies
follow this trend with no significant difference between them.

Also shown in Fig. 1 are the simulated galaxies from Graus
et al. (2019), which span roughly a similar range in stellar
mass (4.5×105 − 8.5 × 108 M⊙), but include only isolated,
field dwarfs. We note two slight differences between our
study and that in Graus et al. (2019). First, Graus et al.
(2019) defines 𝑡50 and 𝑡90 as lookback times, while we use
the time since the Big Bang. We have put the fire-2 results
on our plot by assuming an age of the Universe of 13.8 Gyr.
Second, Graus et al. (2019) defines 𝑡50 and 𝑡90 in terms of

1 Two outliers are not shown on this plot because they lie outside of the 𝑦-axis
range, being more than 2× the standard deviation away from the mean age
gradient of the ensemble of simulated galaxies. Both are galaxies with
extremely negative age gradients less than −6.56 Gyr (Storm 14 and Ruth
3). We have examined these and discovered they form their stars at roughly
the same radius and that the oldest stars migrate to the outskirts of the galaxy
over time. For both galaxies, old stars (age > 9 Gyr) dominate the galaxy
at all radii and make up at least 90% of the stars beyond ∼ 2 × 𝑅𝑒 . Both of
these galaxies have a small fraction (10-15%) of stars with ages < 1 Gyr in
the inner 0.25kpc radii of the galaxy and none beyond at least 2 × 𝑅𝑒 .

the lookback time to the final stellar mass, while we quantify
them in terms of the cumulative stellar mass ever formed.
That is, the Graus et al. (2019) definition is in terms of the
𝑧 = 0 stellar mass, while we determine the cumulative SFH,
which includes stellar mass from massive stars that are no
longer around at 𝑧 = 0. We have chosen the latter because it
is the method commonly employed by observers. We assume
the difference in definitions are minor and compare our results
to those in Graus et al. (2019).

We see that, in general, our simulations match the trend
presented in Graus et al. (2019) in the region where we have
overlapping global 𝑡90, and that both sets of simulations are
in good agreement with the preliminary observational results.
However, despite having a similar stellar mass range, our sam-
ple of 73 galaxies is much larger than Graus et al. (2019)’s
sample of 26 field galaxies and also includes satellite galax-
ies. With our larger, more diverse sample of galaxies, we
predict a "U"-shaped trend: galaxies that quench soon after
reionization tend to have flat age gradients, and the gradients
steepen as global 𝑡90 increases between 𝑡90 ∼ 4 − 8 Gyr, until
it reverses direction at 𝑡90 ∼ 8 and gradients begin to flatten
again with more recent 𝑡90. The galaxies that quench soon af-
ter reionization tend to be the lowest masses (M∗ ≲ 106 M⊙)
and the galaxies with 𝑡90 close to 𝑧 = 0 tend to be the most
massive (M∗ ∼ 109 M⊙). Galaxies over this mass range ex-
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hibit a wide range of age gradients, which we explore further
below.

3.2. Inside-Out vs Outside-In Growth

A number of our simulated dwarf galaxies exhibit steep,
negative age gradients, with younger stars in the center and
older stars near the outskirts. However, determining if these
stars form inside-out initially and have their stars reshuffled
over time or if they form outside-in requires analyzing the
stars’ motion over time. In Fig. 2, we examine three repre-
sentative galaxies from our sample (which are also labeled
in Fig. 1), each exhibiting a different type of age gradient, in
order to demonstrate how their stars move over time. In the
left-most column of Fig. 2, we explore how the star particles’
positions vary with time. In all of these plots, redder coloring
denotes older star particles, while bluer denote younger star
particles. We bin the stars in each galaxy by age (bin width =
1 Gyr) and plot their mean formation radius versus their mean
𝑧 = 0 radius. The vertical lines show the region enclosing
90% of the star formation per bin. The 1-1 line shown in
the left column represents where the stars would be if they
hadn’t moved from their radial position relative to the center
of the galaxy at all, while points above this line imply that the
stars in that bin moved radially inward on average, and points
below this line mean that the stars in that bin tended to move
radially outward relative to where they formed.

In the middle column of Fig. 2 we show the age gradient
at z=0 for each galaxy by plotting the fraction of stars of
each age in each radial bin out to 2× 𝑅𝑒 for each galaxy. The
rightmost column shows the total extent of star formation over
the lifetime of each galaxy. The 𝑥-axis denotes the time since
the Big Bang in Gyr, while the 𝑦-axis displays the furthest
radius away from the center of the galaxy that contains a
newly formed star particle at that time.

As can be seen from the middle column, each of these age
gradients is quite different. In fact, the three field galaxies
shown in Fig. 2 were chosen because they each exemplify one
of three general types of gradients we see in our sample. The
top galaxy in Fig. 2 is halo 10 from Rogue, which exemplifies
a galaxy with a steep, negative age gradient. The second is
halo 2 from the Storm simulation, which is a more massive
dwarf galaxy that has a relatively flat age gradient. Sonia 34
is a low mass dwarf with a flat age gradient composed of old
stars, indicating it quenched its star formation early on.

For the galaxy with the steep stellar age gradient, Rogue
10, we see that all of the stars regardless of age formed at
roughly 0.5 kpc from the center of the galaxy. However, at
𝑧 = 0, the oldest stars have migrated away from the center of
the galaxy to ∼1.5 kpc, while the youngest stars remain closer
to their initial position of 0.5 kpc. The migration of the oldest
stars results in a steep, outside-in age gradient. Elektra 2’s
flat gradient shows that the oldest stars formed closest to the

center, while younger stars formed further and further away
from the center; i.e., a clear inside-out formation trend (with
the exception of the stars between 9-10 Gyr old). We also see
that although the mean formation radius of the youngest star
particles is around ∼1 kpc from the center, young stars form
out to ∼3 kpc. Since young stars form across the halo, this
ends up creating a flat gradient. For Sonia 34, a low mass
dwarf with the flat age gradient, there are only old stars and
we can see that it doesn’t form any stars after 4 Gyr. While
the oldest stars do seem to end up further from their formation
radius, indicating some reshuffling, the flat gradient is due to
early quenching and a lack of continued star formation after
4 Gyr.

The pattern seen in Rogue 10 persists across the majority of
our sample with steep age gradients: both old and young stars
tend to form at roughly the same radius from the center, but
the older stars have significantly migrated from their mean
formation radius. There are a few exceptions, where galaxies
with a steep age gradient have radial plots that look more sim-
ilar to Elektra 2’s, with progressively younger stars forming
further out with time relative to the older stars. However, in
these cases the gradient is weighted by the fraction of stars
that form at a given time, such that there is a much higher
percentage of young stars at the center of the galaxy relative
to the outskirts, causing the negative age gradient. Addition-
ally, in most of these cases the mean formation radius of the
young stars at 𝑧 = 0 is still interior to the mean radius that the
oldest stars have migrated to, yielding a strong age gradient.

For the more massive dwarf with a flat age gradient (Elektra
2), we again see that the oldest stars form closest to the center
and move to the outer region of the galaxy over time. However,
the primary difference between the flat gradient and the steep
gradient is where the young stars form. When looking at the
formation radii of the stars in the galaxy with the flat gradient,
a clear inside-out trend is seen: the average formation radius
of the younger stars is much further out than the older stars.
Additionally, the mean 𝑧 = 0 formation radius is equal to
or further out than the mean radius that the old stars have
migrated to. This trend is ubiquitous across the galaxies with
a flat gradient.

Overall, these plots show that regardless of current age
gradient and mass, the oldest stars in our dwarf galaxies tend
to form in the central region of the galaxy and over time
migrate to the outskirts of the galaxy (we investigate this
migration below). Then, the determining factor in a dwarf
galaxy’s age gradient is where the younger stars form. In
galaxies with steep age gradients, whatever process migrates
the older stars has pushed them to beyond the mean formation
radius of the stars at any time, yielding a steep outside-in
gradient. In the galaxy with the flat age gradient, the star
formation radius instead increases to match the radius that the
older stars are pushed to, yielding an overall flat age gradient.
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Figure 2. Examination of gradients in three representative dwarf galaxies. From top to bottom, they are Rogue 10, Elektra 2, and Sonia 34. For
the left and middle columns, we bin the star particles by their age in 1 Gyr bins, with the reddest color denoting star particles that formed 13-14
Gyr ago, and the bluest color representing stars that formed 0-1 Gyr ago. The left column shows average formation radius vs. average radius at
𝑧 = 0 for the binned star particles in order to determine how the stellar positions have changed over time, with the vertical lines enclosing 90%
of the formation radii of each bin. The middle column shows fraction of stars of each age as a function of radial position at 𝑧 = 0. The rightmost
column shows the extent of star formation from the center of the galaxy over time. For all galaxies, the left plots show that the oldest stars have
been pushed out the furthest from their initial formation radius. Steep, negative age gradients result from little growth in the size of the galaxy
over time, while the oldest stars get pushed beyond the mean formation radius. Flat gradients result when the galaxy grows with time, such that
young stars are forming at the radius that the oldest stars have been pushed to. The low mass galaxies have stars of similar (old) ages, and thus
tend to have flat gradients due to a lack of evolution in star formation. A full repository of the age gradient and radial reshuffling plots for each
galaxy in our sample is available online at https://github.com/clriggs/gradients_plots.

For low mass dwarfs that quench early, their gradients are flat
because most of their stars are similar in age (old), even if
some migration has occurred.

3.3. Reshuffling

There are two mechanisms that can reshuffle stars, dis-
cussed in-depth in Sec. 1. While stellar feedback from bursty
star formation drives both mechanisms, they differ subtly from

each other. One way that stellar feedback can reshuffle stars
is by causing radial flows in star forming gas, such that when
stars form they have an inherent radial velocity which causes
some to migrate outwards (Stinson et al. 2009; El-Badry et al.
2016). The other mechanism through which stellar feedback
can cause stellar reshuffling is by fluctuating the shallow grav-
itational potential of the galaxy, a process that has been shown
to lead to flattening of the dark matter density profile (e.g.,

https://github.com/clriggs/gradients_plots
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Pontzen & Governato 2012; El-Badry et al. 2016). Both the
stars and dark matter are collisionless particles, and the fluctu-
ations can cause both stars and dark matter to move outward
over time. However, it is important to note that these two
mechanisms are not necessarily mutually exclusive. In fact,
they both occur in the simulations of El-Badry et al. (2016).
We examine both the radial velocity of stars over time and the
dark matter core slope in order to assess the impact of each
of these process in reshuffling stars in our simulations.

3.3.1. Stellar Radial Velocities at Birth

We investigate if our star particles inherit an initial radial
velocity from their parent gas particles at birth. Stinson et al.
(2009), Maxwell et al. (2012), and El-Badry et al. (2016)
found that their bursty star formation induced oscillating in-
flows and outflows in their star forming gas, a process often
dubbed “breathing.” This breathing mode can induce at least
some of the stars to have large outward radial velocities at
birth. To investigate whether a breathing mode can explain
the stellar reshuffling we see in our simulated galaxies, in
Fig. 3 we look at two of our galaxies that were also shown
in Fig. 2, Elektra 2 and Rogue 10, our examples of a flat and
steep gradient, respectively. We use our simulated data to
create plots similar to figure 3 from El-Badry et al. (2016) but
extend the time frame over the entire life of the galaxy rather
than looking only at a 1 Gyr time interval. The top two panels
plot the specific star formation rate (sSFR) in years−1, i.e., the
star formation rate in 100 Myr bins, normalized by the stellar
mass of the galaxy at that time. Vertical dotted lines depict
where minor mergers occurred in the halos’ histories, as nei-
ther galaxy had major mergers. We define a minor merger as
a merger event having a virial mass ratio less than 1/4. The
bottom panels show the average radial velocity with respect
to the center of the halo for old stars, young stars, and cold
gas, where old stars are defined as star particles with ages
greater than 2 Gyr at each timestep, young stars have an age
less than 50 Myr at each timestep, and cold gas has a tempera-
ture less than 1000 K. Because star formation information for
the particles is stored more often than the snapshots (which
store the position and velocity information of the particles),
we are able to plot sSFR with finer time resolution (100 Myr)
compared to the radial velocities (∼300 Myr).

Error bars are shown for the all lines as vertical lines, where
the error reflects

√
𝑁/𝑁bin so that bins with less particles have

a greater error. Some errors are quite large for the cold gas
and young star samples, since the number of particles per bin
in Elektra 2 ranges from 0-3324 for young stars and from 0-
13735 for cold gas particles. For Rogue 10, similar values are
found, with the number of star particles per bin ranging from
0-4216 and the number of cold gas particles per bin ranging
from 0-2187. However, the errorbars are barely visible for the
old stars, since for both simulations the number of old stars

per bin is consistently large; for Elektra 2, the number of old
stars per bin ranges from 3635-4669 and for Rogue 10 this
number ranges from 16863-23760.

In general, the stars in the simulations should inherit the
velocities of their parent gas particles. We have verified (not
shown here) that the velocity dispersion of the young stars
matches that of the cold (𝑇 < 1000 K), star-forming gas. The
more extreme inward flows during the time of minor mergers
make this more obvious: the inward radial velocities of the
young stars and cold gas are identical at those times. During
other times, this may not be as obvious because the cold
gas is an instantaneous snapshot of radial velocity, while the
young stars trace the mean cold gas radial velocity during the
preceeding 50 Myr.

Both galaxies show inflowing gas and stars with -15 km/s
to -20 km/s at times, particularly during periods when minor
mergers are occurring. These times are often also associated
with peaks in the sSFR. In contrast, the outward radial ve-
locities are never higher than 10 km/s for any of the three
components. Other than one burst in Elektra 2, the young
stars are generally consistent with no net radial velocity, or
even a slight net inward migration. In contrast, in the 1 Gyr
time period El-Badry et al. (2016) looks at, they find radial
velocities for young stars, old stars, and star forming gas all
oscillating from roughly -20 to 20 km/s, with peak-to-trough
variations taking roughly 200-300 Myr. They also find that
the peaks in radial velocity seemingly respond to the peaks in
sSFR. Outside the time of minor mergers, we do not see the
large variations in radial velocity seen in fire. However, our
output time resolution is not as fine as in fire, so it is possible
that we might miss trends occurring on timescales smaller
than our output timesteps, which is ∼300 Myr. Despite that,
our technique samples young stars (those that formed within
the past 50 Myr) every ∼300 Myr. We do not expect any bias
against finding radially outflowing young stars in this sam-
pling. Likewise, it is clear that stars are not displaying any
net outward motion as they age.

Thus, we conclude that there is not significant evidence
that stars are forming in outward radial gas flows. This is in
contrast to other dwarf galaxy simulations. To fully under-
stand whether there is any breathing mode occurring in our
simulations will require further investigation, which we leave
to future work. However, there is no immediate evidence
that stars have a net radial velocity that could create the age
gradients we find.

3.3.2. Potential Well Fluctuation

Because dwarf galaxies have a shallower gravitational po-
tential well relative to larger, Milky Way-mass galaxies, stellar
feedback can fluctuate the gravitational potential and thereby
change the distribution of dark matter in a galaxy from having
a sharply increasing inner slope (a cuspy profile) to a flatter
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Figure 3. The top two panels show the specific star formation rate (sSFR) for Elektra 2 (left) and Rogue 10 (right) and the bottom two panels
show the average radial velocity over time of old stars (dashed red line), young stars (solid blue line), and cold gas (dot-dashed green line) for
these galaxies. Old stars are defined as having an age greater than 2 Gyr at the timestep at which the radial velocity was calculated, while young
stars have an age less than 50 Myr at the timestep at which the radial velocity was calculated. Cold gas is gas with temperature 𝑇 < 1000 K.
Vertical dashed lines indicate when a minor merger occurred in each of these galaxies (neither galaxy experienced a major merger). Error bars
are shown for all lines, which represent

√
𝑁/𝑁bin so that bins with less particles have a greater error. While we tend to see larger fluctuations in

the radial velocities of stars and gas during the period of minor mergers, the outward radial velocities are substantially smaller in our simulations
than those found in El-Badry et al. (2016), who found outward velocities of 20 km/s. We find mean radial velocities near zero outside of minor
mergers, or even a small net inflow. The oldest stars show no evidence of a large outward radial motion that could drive the creation of the age
gradients we see in these same galaxies.

inner slope (a core, e.g., Pontzen & Governato 2012). Thus,
to explore any correlation between core formation and reshuf-
fling of stars, we calculate dark matter core slopes using the
core-Einasto profile presented in Lazar et al. (2020). The
inner-slope is calculated by fitting a line to the dark matter
density profile between 1− 2% of the virial radius 𝑅vir.2 The
slope of this line, 𝛼, is the dark matter density slope referred
to in Fig. 4, where we plot the dark matter density slope
vs. age gradient (quantified as before as 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

, see 3.1).
Traditionally, cuspy density profiles (such as those found in
dark matter-only simulations) tend to have 𝛼 ≤ −1. Baryonic

2 If 0.01𝑅vir was < 250 pc (the lowest resolved radius, 2-4 × the gravitational
softening length), then 0.25 kpc was used as the inner radius. Otherwise,
1%.

feedback has been shown to flatten 𝛼. As seen in Fig. 4,
there is a significant population of simulated galaxies with
𝛼 > −0.5 (highlighted by the shaded region), demonstrating
that these halos have undergone dark matter core creation due
to baryonic feedback. When baryonic physics creates dark
matter cores in dwarf galaxies, the galaxies initially form
cuspy halos at high 𝑧 before being transformed into cores at
lower 𝑧 through extended star formation and feedback (e.g.,
Fry et al. 2015; Muni et al. 2024).

We investigate whether or not feedback is changing the
distribution of dark matter and thereby causing the stellar
gradients we see in our simulated dwarfs by looking for a
correlation in the stellar age gradient (𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

) with respect
to the dark matter density slope (𝛼) in Fig. 4. The left and
right panel differ in how the points are colored: the left panel
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Figure 4. Both panels show dark matter density slope vs. age gradient (𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒
) for simulated galaxies. Stars denote satellite galaxies while

circles denote field galaxies. The left panel is colored by stellar mass. In the left panel, it is evident that core slope varies as expected with stellar
mass: halos with lower stellar mass are ‘cuspy,’ while increasing mass leads to a ‘cored’ profile. This trend extends somewhat to age gradient;
lower mass ‘cuspy’ halos have flat age gradients, while higher mass ’cored’ halos have some of the steepest negative age gradients. The right
panel focuses on the mid- to high-mass halos, and colors by global 𝑡90 value. Empty symbols with no color are galaxies with 𝑡90 < 8 Gyr.
Here it shows that amongst ‘cored’ halos, those with the steepest age gradients tend to have a 𝑡90 value closer to ≈ 8 Gyr, while the flatter age
gradients tend to have 𝑡90 closer to 𝑧 = 0. The example galaxies shown in Fig. 2 are outlined in red in both panels and labeled with text in the left
panel. Overall, we interpret these trends as evidence that dark matter core formation correlates with age gradient for the lower-mass galaxies,
but that for the higher-mass dwarfs with cores, 𝑡90 instead dominates the age gradient.

colors each point by its log10 (𝑀∗) while the right panel colors
galaxies with a global 𝑡90 value greater than 8 Gyr since the
Big Bang (and leaves halos with a 𝑡90 < 8 Gyr uncolored).
The three halos from Fig. 2 are outlined in red and labeled.
Looking at the left panel, we can see that the dark matter
density slope varies with stellar mass; that is, galaxies with
low stellar mass have cuspy dark matter density profiles while
the highest mass have a cored dark matter density profile (see
also Governato et al. 2012; DiCintio et al. 2014; Tollet et al.
2016; Lazar et al. 2020; Jackson et al. 2024; Azartash-Namin
et al. 2024a). We also see that this trend generally holds true
for both field (circles) and satellite (stars) galaxies.

Fig. 4 shows evidence for two trends: a diagonal one from
top left to lower right and a horizontal one across the top of
the graph. The diagonal trend follows the mass trend. That
is, looking at the left panel we can see that the lowest mass
galaxies have cuspy dark matter halos and flat age gradients.
However, as we look at increasingly more massive galaxies
(from M∗ ∼ 106 to 108 M⊙), the dark matter density slopes
become more shallow, going from roughly −1.25 to −0.25.
As this happens, the age gradients also steepen, going from
∼0 to −5 Gyr. We interpret this trend as a signature of core
creation, which becomes more significant with increasing
stellar mass (or, vice versa, less significant with decreasing
stellar mass). The low-mass galaxies with cuspy profiles tend
to have flat stellar age gradients, but as the dark matter density
slope flattens and becomes more cored with increasing stellar
mass, the galaxies develop steeper and steeper age gradients.
We conclude that this is evidence that the same process that
creates dark matter cores is also influencing the age gradients

in our simulated galaxies. In Appendix B we verify the role
of core formation in setting age gradients by examining a
simulated galaxy in the case that it does or does not create a
dark matter core, and find only the galaxy with core creation
reshuffles stars and develops a steep, outside-in age gradient.

However, as stellar mass continues to increase, the galax-
ies maintain cores and there is no longer a relation between
core slope and age gradient. Among the most massive, cored
halos, the age gradients range from steep to flat, suggesting
that a fluctuating gravitational potential due to stellar feed-
back is not the only mechanism at play in determining a dwarf
galaxy’s age gradient. Instead, we see evidence for a second
trend that shows up in the cored galaxies (those with dark
matter density slopes < −0.5). This can be seen as a color
gradient in the cored galaxies in the right panel of Fig. 4,
which have 𝑡90 > 8 Gyr. Steeper age gradients (near −4 Gyr)
correlate with a 𝑡90 closer to 8 Gyr (purple/magenta color),
whereas flatter age gradients correlate with more recent star
formation (cyan points). If we recall the discussion of Fig. 2,
flat gradients result from inside-out growth. Thus, for the
massive dwarf galaxies with cored dark matter density pro-
files, the longer that star formation continues, the further out
the galaxy forms stars and flattens gradients. On the other
hand, those more massive dwarfs with earlier 𝑡90 seem to de-
velop a steep gradient due to core formation, and maintain
that gradient due to a lack of subsequent growth in size. We
explore this further in the next section.

3.4. Star Formation History and Size
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Figure 5. The left panel shows the average radius enclosing 90% of the star formation over time normalized to the effective radius at 𝑧 = 0 while
the right panel shows the effective radius normalized to the effective radius at 𝑧 = 0. Field galaxies are split up according to their age gradient
value. We define a flat gradient as a gradient with a 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

value above the average 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒
value of our sample, −1.95 Gyr, while a steep

gradient is a gradient with a 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒
value less than or equal to −1.95 Gyr. Furthermore, sample of field galaxies with flat age gradients is split

into high mass and low mass, with a cutoff at 105.8 M⊙ . This is because smaller galaxies with a flat gradient have a flat gradient because they
quench early, not because recent star formation erases their gradient. In both panels, the shaded lines show the data within 68% of the average
value. Overall, both panels show evidence that massive dwarfs with flat age gradients at 𝑧 = 0 started off smaller than their counterparts with
steep gradients but overtook them more at recent times.

Fig. 4 shows that galaxies with dark matter cores can span
a range of age gradients, and the right panel shows that for
these same galaxies, the age gradient varies with 𝑡90 value.
This motivates us to explore the star formation history of
these dwarfs. The left panel of Fig. 5 shows the average
radius enclosing 90% of the star formation (denoted SFR90)
over time, normalized to the effective radius at 𝑧 = 0. The
right panel shows the history of 𝑅𝑒 normalized to the effective
radius at 𝑧 = 0 over time. We don’t show satellite galaxies
on this plot out of an abundance of caution that their size
evolution may be impacted by their infall to their parent halo
in a way that is hard to disentangle. However, the satellites
tend to have the same age gradient trend as the field dwarfs,
which we discuss in more detail in Section 4.2.

To examine growth, we divide the sample into two, clas-
sifying each galaxy as having either a "steep" or "flat" age
gradient. A steep (negative) gradient is any galaxy with
a 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

value less than the average value of the sam-
ple, −2.05 Gyr, while a flat gradient is any galaxy with
−2.05 Gyr ≤ 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

≤ 0.25 Gyr. Thus, the magenta lines
in Fig. 5 show the average SFR90/𝑅𝑒,𝑧=0 or 𝑅𝑒/𝑅𝑒,𝑧=0 for all
galaxies with stellar mass greater than 105.8 M⊙ and a flat age
gradient, while the blue lines show the average 𝑦-axis value
for galaxies with a steep age gradient. We further divide the
sample of flat gradients by mass, since Figs. 1 and 4 both
show that flat gradients exist at both high mass, cored galaxies
and low mass, cuspy galaxies. The mass cutoff is at 105.8 M⊙ .
Thus, the yellow lines show the average effective radius and
SFR90 for field galaxies with flat age gradients and masses
< 105.8 M⊙ . The shaded regions enclose 68% of the sample.

Overall, the right panel of Figure 5 shows that the effec-
tive radii generally grow over time for all different classes
of galaxies, including the flat, low mass field dwarfs. The
low mass field dwarfs with flat age gradients (predictably)
have a decreasing SFR90 early in their life (left panel), and
past ∼4 Gyr the radius enclosing 90% of the stars is 0 due to
early quenching. However, their effective radius continues to
increase even after they quench at ∼ 4Gyr and it is unclear
if this is numerical or physical (e.g., due to mergers, shocks,
etc). We further discuss the possible role of resolution in
artificially inflating the stars in these dwarfs in Section 4.1.

Both panels of Fig. 5 show that the high mass field galaxies
with a flat gradient grow more slowly at early times, but have
more growth at recent times. In the left panel, the normalized
SFR90 increases with time, but starts off smaller than for the
galaxies with steep gradients, before overtaking them and
being noticeably larger than the steep gradients at ∼12-13.8
Gyr after the Big Bang. Overall, steep gradient field galaxies
seem to experience a smaller change in the extent of their star
formation compared to the galaxies with flatter gradients, i.e.,
the SFR90 increases less than the flat gradient’s SFR90 value
over time. Furthermore, the spread of SFR90 for field galaxies
with steep gradients tends to be smaller than the more massive
field galaxies with flat gradients. These trends confirm the
growth patterns identified based on the example galaxies in
Fig. 2.

Switching our attention to the normalized effective radii
with time for field galaxies (Fig. 5, right panel), we notice
that field galaxies with steep gradients seem to grow faster
at early times, but the slope in their growth decreases at ∼8
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Gyr. Meanwhile, the field galaxies with flat age gradients at
𝑧 = 0 grow steadily in time, overtaking the galaxies with steep
gradients at recent times.

We have verified that the higher mass field dwarfs with flat
age gradients have young stars that are forming not just on
the outskirts of the galaxy, but across the entire radius. This
fact can be seen in the age fraction for Elektra 2 in Figure 2 as
well. This distribution of star formation at later times flattens
the age gradient by adding young stars across the galaxy, out
to the radius to which the older stars have migrated.

3.5. Mergers

As discussed in Sec. 1, some previous simulations predict
that mergers can both steepen and flatten dwarf stellar age
gradients (Benítez-Llambay et al. 2016; Graus et al. 2019).
We investigate the merger history of our dwarfs to see if
major mergers affect the age gradients. We find that 8 halos
in our sample experience a major merger sometime in their
formation history. We define a major merger as an event
where the sum of the smaller halo masses involved in the
merger is at least 25% of the largest involved halo’s mass.
Fig. 6 recreates Fig. 1 while only marking those halos that
experience a major merger according to the time of their
most recent major merger. We find that the mergers occur
only in field galaxies, and exist across a range of stellar age
gradients and stellar masses. For example, Storm 8, Sandra
12, and Sandra 28 all have steep gradients, whereas Elektra 5,
Storm 1, Storm 2, Rogue 3, and Sandra 11 all have relatively
flat gradients. Furthermore, it doesn’t seem like the time of
the merger impacts the gradient. For example, Sandra 12’s
merger occurred very early in its history (1.54 Gyr after the
Big Bang), while Storm 8’s merger occurred much later (8
Gyr after the Big Bang), yet they both have steep gradients.
Meanwhile, Elektra 5’s merger was also early (2.15 Gyr), but
it has a rather flat age gradient.

We also examine where the baryons involved in mergers
end up in the main galaxy at 𝑧 = 0 in Fig. 7. We plot the
stars, gas, and stars that were previously gas particles before
the merger. The grey scale shows these baryons for the main
progenitor halo, and pink colors represent contributions from
the smaller halos involved in the merger. (Storm 1 had two
simultaneous mergers. We show the contribution for the more
massive contributor only.) First, we find that there is no trend
to where the accreted baryons end up. For example, in Storm
2 they end up more centrally concentrated, but in Rogue 3 the
accreted baryons tend toward the outer parts of the galaxy.
In others, the distribution is very uniform across radii (e.g.,
Elektra 5, Sandra 12). Likewise, sometimes the gas that had
been in the main progenitor seems to form centrally-located
stars (e.g., Storm 2 and Rogue 3), but in general the gas
that was already in the main galaxy tends to form stars fairly
uniformly after the merger.

We are not able to identify any trends between the 𝑧 = 0
age gradient and the distribution of baryons from the merger.
For example, looking at Storm 2, one might expect that since
a high concentration of stars from the merging halo are in the
center, that Storm 2 would have a steep, negative age gradient.
However, this is not the case. Storm 2 has a fairly flat age
gradient of -0.49. Meanwhile, the accreted baryons in the
dwarfs with steep age gradients (Sandra 12, Sandra 28, Storm
8) show no uniformity in where the accreted baryons end up,
or where star formation is induced in the main galaxy. Thus,
it is hard to determine what affect, if any, mergers have on a
galaxy’s age gradient.

Overall, we are unable to find any meaningful correlation
between stellar age gradients and the presence of a major
merger in its history (see also Graus et al. 2019). This result
seems to be at odds with those in Benítez-Llambay et al.
(2016), who found that mergers can create steep age (and
metallicity) gradients in dSphs. In their model, mergers kick
old, metal-poor stars to large radii, while bringing in new gas
that leads to younger, more metal-rich, centrally-concentrated
star formation. We do not rule out that this could happen in
our simulations, but it seems that not all mergers leads to
steep age gradients. We do not find any major mergers in the
history of our simulated satellites galaxies, and only Storm 8
seems to show that pre-existing stars in the main progenitor
end up dominating the outskirts. We conclude that mergers
do not play a dominating role in setting age gradients in our
simulated dwarfs.

3.6. 𝑡50 Gradients

Graus et al. (2019) examined age gradients using both
𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

and 𝑑𝑡50/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒
for fire-2 galaxies, and found sim-

ilar trends (i.e., slope of the relation between age gradient and
global 𝑡𝑥0) in 𝑡90 and 𝑡50, respectively. Here we look at 𝑑𝑡50
values in our simulated galaxies. To calculate 𝑑𝑡50/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

we
use the same method as was used to calculate 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

(see
3.1), but instead determining the time at which 50% of the
stars have formed. The results are shown in Figure 8. As
in Fig. 1, field (isolated) galaxies are shown as circles and
satellite galaxies as stars, and the color bar shows log stellar
mass in units of solar mass. We plot the global 𝑡50 value of the
galaxy in Gyr since the Big Bang on the 𝑥-axis and the stellar
age gradient, 𝑑𝑡50/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

, on the 𝑦-axis.3 Again, we show the
results from simulated galaxies in Graus et al. (2019) as light
blue diamonds, and results from preliminary observational
analysis (Cohen et al., in preparation) as green triangles.

3 We do see that the cluster of halos with low stellar mass and early star
formation have flat age gradients at both 𝑡90 and 𝑡50, further reaffirming that
these halos have a flat gradient because they are quenched and therefore do
not have a variety of stars within them.
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Figure 6. A recreation of Fig. 1, but only the halos with a major merger are colored and identified. The colors correspond to the time after the
Big Bang of their most recent major merger.

Figure 7. Radial distribution of gas and stars of each halo with a major merger in its history. The black, dark gray, and light gray colors represent
star, gas that turned into stars, and gas particles of the primary halo involved in the merger, and the varying shades of pink represent the same
from the secondary halo involved in the merger. Note that Storm halo 1 had more than one merging halo. We show the contribution from the
secondary only; the white space represents contributions from a smaller, tertiary halo.

Unlike Graus et al. (2019), we do not find a similar trend
in 𝑑𝑡50/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

as in 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒
. In fact, we find no evidence for

a trend in 𝑑𝑡50/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒
vs. 𝑡50 at all, despite our strong trend in

𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒
that was similar to what Graus et al. (2019) found.

We calculate the Pearson correlation coefficient and p-value
for 𝑑𝑡50/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

vs. 𝑡50 of both samples in order to quantify their
differences. For Graus et al. (2019), we find a correlation
coefficient 𝑐𝑃 = 0.73 and a p-value of 2.47×10−5, indicating

that the values show a strong linear trend. For our sample of
dwarfs, we find a correlation coefficient 𝑐𝑃 = −0.05 and a
p-value of 0.67, indicating that there is no strong trend for our
simulated dwarfs. It is plausible that the high p-value in our
sample is due to the cluster of low-mass, quenched dwarfs,
so we repeat the calculation for our sample after removing
objects with 𝑅𝑒 < 450 pc (see Section 4.1), which effectively
removes all but three of these low-mass, quenched galaxies
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Figure 8. Here, we recreate Fig. 1, but use 𝑡50 instead of using 𝑡90. We show the age gradient 𝑑𝑡50/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒
vs. global 𝑡50 in Gyr since Big Bang.

We calculate 𝑑𝑡50/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒
as we did for 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

, now using the time when the galaxy or annulus formed 50% of its stellar mass. Each point
represents a simulated galaxy, with round points representing field dwarfs and stars representing satellite galaxies, with colors corresponding to
the stellar mass of the galaxy. Light blue diamonds correspond to the galaxies presented in Graus et al. (2019) and green triangles correspond
to a subset of galaxies presented in (R. E. Cohen et al., in prep). Unlike the data in Figure 1, we do not find a strong correlation in 𝑑𝑡50/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

age
gradient with global 𝑡50. This is in contrast to Graus et al. (2019), who find a strong age gradient trend using both 𝑡50 and 𝑡90. We infer this to
mean that the age gradients in our simulated galaxies are established at later times (lower 𝑧) than those in Graus et al. (2019).

from our sample and makes our sample more similar to that
in Graus et al. (2019) in terms of stellar mass. Applying
this cut, we find a correlation coefficient 𝑐𝑃 = −0.41 and
p-value 0.14. The increased 𝑐𝑃 value indicates that there is
slightly more of a trend between 𝑑𝑡50 and 𝑡50 when removing
the cluster of quenched dwarfs, but this value is still much
lower than Graus’ 𝑐𝑃 . Thus, the age gradients at 𝑡50 in the
Graus et al. (2019) sample have a close to linear trend with
𝑡50, whereas our galaxies’ 𝑑𝑡50/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

values do not correlate
much (if at all) with 𝑡50. From this difference, we infer that
the process setting our age gradients (described in detail in
the previous sections) is occurring later than the process that
sets age gradients in fire-2. We discuss this further in Section
4.3.

Finally, we note that both the simulated dwarfs in Graus
et al. (2019) and the observed galaxies (Cohen et al., in
preparation) extend to later values of 𝑡50 than we see in our
simulated sample. With respect to the observations, the dis-
crepancy could be due to the fact that we include all stars
within the simulated galaxy to calculate 𝑡50, a privilege that
the observations do not have. While the galaxies in the obser-
vational sample are chosen to have data that extends beyond
𝑅𝑒, the observations will still be biased against the oldest
stars that are predicted to be in the outskirts by our simulated
dwarfs (see discussion in Graus et al. 2019). Meanwhile,
Graus et al. (2019) use all of the stars within 10% of 𝑅vir in
their simulated dwarfs to calculate global 𝑡50. Again, this is
likely to cut out older stars. Overall, the radial extent to which

stars are used to calculate global age gradients will bias our
simulations to older values.

4. DISCUSSION
Here, we discuss the implications of our findings and com-

pare to previous work.

4.1. Resolution

In Section 3.4 we noted that even the low mass, quenched
field galaxies seem to experience reshuffling. While we con-
clude that fluctuations in the gravitational potential well are
responsible for reshuffling in more massive galaxies, this ob-
viously cannot be the case in the quenched galaxies. They
have not had an extended star formation history capable of
creating dark matter cores, as evidenced in Figure 4. It is
possible that artificial two body relaxation is at play in this
reshuffling. Ludlow et al. (2019) show that interactions be-
tween two different mass particle species can lead to artificial
inflation of stellar sizes in simulations. The ratio between dark
matter particle mass and the stellar particle mass is different in
the two runs, but in both cases the dark matter particle masses
are higher (15.8× higher in the Marvel runs, and 5.25× higher
in the DCJL runs). Ludlow et al. (2019) evaluates conver-
gence criteria for sizes, suggesting that sizes could inflate up
to 0.05 × 𝐿, where 𝐿 is the mean inter-particle separation. A
naive calculation based on the resolution of these simulations
suggests that sizes in Marvel could be inflated up to ∼0.3 kpc,
while sizes in DCJL could be inflated up to ∼0.8 kpc. Hence,
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it is entirely possible that the increase in radius of the oldest
stars is influenced by numerical noise. We note, however, that
none of these effects can explain the large migrations seen in
the more massive and (by definition) better resolved galax-
ies. The distances migrated by the stars in these galaxies is
well beyond any change explained by numerical effects. We
demonstrate in Appendix B that the same process that creates
dark matter cores is responsible for reshuffling the oldest stars
in the more massive dwarfs.

In our analysis, we have excluded simulated galaxies with
𝑅𝑒 < 0.25 kpc. Although 0.25 kpc is considered resolved
using the Power et al. (2003) criteria, the Ludlow et al. (2020)
criteria considers distances less than 0.45 kpc unresolved
at these resolutions. However, we confirm that even if we
remove the dwarfs with 𝑅𝑒 < 0.45 kpc from Marvel and
𝑅𝑒 < 0.8 kpc from DCJL, the U-shaped trend with gradients
found in Fig. 1 is still seen, suggesting the trend toward flatter
gradients with decreasing 𝑡90 is robust to resolution. Like-
wise, we have confirmed that most of the quenched galax-
ies have stars that formed at similar radii over time. Thurs,
even if the reshuffling in these low mass dwarfs is numer-
ical, they would still show flat gradients even without any
reshuffling. Finally, observationally the derivation of ages
via color-magnitude diagram fitting encounters larger errors
at old ages, suggesting that, to within observational errors,
our prediction of a flat age gradient in quenched galaxies is
robust.

4.2. Environment

Throughout our analysis, we have distinguished between
field galaxies and satellite galaxies in order to identify any
noticeable differences between the two samples. In most
figures, satellites are denoted with star-shaped markers. In
the left panel of Fig. 4, we see that satellites follow the same
mass trend as field galaxies, i.e., that more massive halos tend
to have a flatter, more cored dark matter profiles, and vice
versa for less massive halos. The satellites with 𝑀∗ > 108

M⊙ are cored, but are also those with more recent 𝑡90, as
seen in the right panel of Fig. 4. This is consistent with the
results in Akins et al. (2021), who used the DCJL simulations
to study satellite quenching around Milky Way-mass galaxies
and found that satellites with 𝑀∗ > 108 M⊙ tend not to quench
by 𝑧 = 0. In the 106 < 𝑀∗/𝑀⊙ < 108 mass range, Akins et al.
(2021) found that quenching occurred very rapidly (≲ 2 Gyr)
after infall. They found a mix of quenched and unquenched
satellites, and a strong correlation with infall times, such that
the unquenched galaxies in this mass range fell into their
parent halo <1 Gyr before 𝑧 = 0. Likewise, Engler et al.
(2023) examines the SFHs, 𝑡50, and 𝑡90 values for satellites of
Milky Way-mass galaxies in the TNG50 simulations. They
find that the times of satellites’ first infall correlate with their
gas fractions, such that satellites whose first infall occurred

more than 2.5 Gyr ago have extremely low gas fractions. They
find that this process is even more efficient for dwarfs with
lower masses. Consistent with this, we find that most of the
satellites with 𝑀∗ < 108 M⊙ have 𝑡90 < 8 Gyr (as shown by
the unfilled symbols in the right panel of Fig. 4).

Overall, we find that there are no distinguishable age gra-
dient trends in the satellites compared to field dwarfs. Per-
haps because the more massive satellites fell in recently and
are able to maintain star formation after infall, the cored
(𝛼 > −0.5) satellite galaxies apparently follow similar trends
to the field dwarfs, i.e., those with the most recent 𝑡90 have
the flattest age gradients, while those with 𝑡90 ∼ 8 Gyr have
steeper age gradients. The satellite galaxies with 𝑀∗ < 108

M⊙ instead have age gradients that are most strongly cor-
related with dark matter core slope. Those with the lowest
masses have the steepest dark matter density profile slopes,
along with the flattest age gradients. As mass increase up
to 𝑀∗ = 108, the density slope flattens and age gradients
becomes steeper, as in the field dwarfs. We note that these
trends are also consistent with the results presented in Read
et al. (2019), in which it is inferred that dSph galaxies with
extended star formation, 𝑡90 > 8 Gyr, have cored dark matter
density profiles based on their central densities. We have
two simulated dSphs that are cored with 𝑡90 < 8 Gyr, but
they are also relatively massive (𝑀∗ > 107 M⊙ , a mass range
predicted to produce dark matter cores in our simulations;
Azartash-Namin et al. 2024b). The results in Read et al.
(2019) are also consistent with all of the observed dwarfs in
this mass range having dark matter cores.

The result that both simulated satellites and field dwarfs
commonly show “outside-in” age gradients is consistent with
observations. As discussed in Section 1, dwarfs of all types
show outside-in age gradients. This consistency across envi-
ronments motivates a desire to find a physical mechanism that
sets age gradients independent of environment. In this work
we find that age gradients are first dependent on mass (and
hence the ability to drive fluctuations in the gravitational po-
tential well, e.g., Governato et al. 2012; DiCintio et al. 2014;
Tollet et al. 2016; Lazar et al. 2020; Jackson et al. 2024), with
a secondary dependence on the duration of star formation
for the most massive dwarfs. While environment certainly
has the ability to impact the duration of star formation (e.g.,
Simpson et al. 2018; Akins et al. 2021; Joshi et al. 2021;
Christensen et al. 2024), it seems it plays a tertiary role in
setting age gradients.

4.3. Comparison with Graus et al. 2019

We compare our results directly with Graus et al. (2019) in
Figs. 1 and 8. Although we found that our 𝑡90 age gradients at
𝑧 = 0 match those of Graus et al. (2019), our age gradients at
𝑡50 had very different results compared to Graus et al. (2019).
The Pearson correlation coefficient confirms that Graus et al.
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(2019) has a strong linear trend at 𝑧 = 0 between 𝑑𝑡50/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

and global 𝑡50. On the other hand, we find a much weaker
correlation, if any.

Similar to what we have found, Graus et al. (2019) finds
a correlation between age gradients and central dark matter
density, as well as a trend for flatter age gradients to occur in
those galaxies with young star formation that extended out to
larger radii at late times. These results describe those found in
this work with 𝑡90, yet we do not see that these processes have
imprinted on 𝑡50. This suggests that the processes that set age
gradient are happening earlier in fire than in our simulations,
i.e., prior to 𝑡50.

We infer that the differences in our 𝑡50 analyses arise from
differences in how feedback is implemented in our two sim-
ulations. El-Badry et al. (2016) showed that simulated fire
galaxies that undergo significant potential well fluctuations
due to bursty feedback also undergo inflows and outflows of
star forming gas, i.e., the “breathing” process described in
Section 3.3.1. Their results suggest that the breathing mode
accompanies gravitational potential well fluctuations in fire.
However, while we form dark matter cores through fluctu-
ations in the gravitational potential, we find no strong evi-
dence for an accompanying “breathing mode,” as evidenced
in Fig. 3. El-Badry et al. (2016) demonstrated that the fire
dwarfs undergo significant radial velocity oscillations in their
star forming gas and young stars (at least ±20 km/s) within
the first few Gyr after the Big Bang, but no such oscillations
are evident in our simulated dwarfs. Thus, we tentatively con-
clude that fluctuations in the gravitational potential well are
decoupled from a breathing mode in our simulations, though
we will investigate this further in future work.

The existence of the breathing mode in fire may explain
why negative age gradients form more quickly in their simu-
lated dwarfs relative to ours. The breathing mode provides a
mechanism that reshuffles the older stars earlier in fire than is
happening in our simulations. They are thus able to create an
age gradient early, imprinting on 𝑡50. On the other hand, our
lack of breathing mode at early times delays reshuffling of the
older stars, so that age gradients are most strongly imposed
sometime after 𝑡50, and hence only appear strongly in 𝑡90. This
is consistent with the idea that stronger cores are developed
with sustained star formation (e.g., Read et al. 2019; Muni
et al. 2024). In this scenario, longer star formation leads to
more sustained gravitational potential well fluctuations, and
hence longer periods of time in which old stars can be kicked
out from the central regions to the outskirts.

In summary, age gradients offer another mechanism for
testing feedback models in cosmological simulations. El-
Badry et al. (2016) demonstrated that the breathing mode in
fire galaxies leads to a predicted correlation between sSFR
and galaxy size, or sSFR and velocity dispersion. These
predictions have been put to the test, but with mixed results

(Patel et al. 2018, 2023; Hirtenstein et al. 2019; Pelliccia
et al. 2020; Emami et al. 2021), and the fire bursts seem
too short, too intense, and to have a different duty cycle than
observations (e.g., McQuinn et al. 2010). While we intend to
explore these trends further in our simulations in future work,
here we have shown that resolved stellar populations offer
another method for testing these models and constraining the
strength/impact of feedback, by measuring 𝑡50 as a function of
radius. Measurements of the age gradients in dwarf galaxies
are already underway (Cohen et al. 2024, in prep.) using
archival Hubble Space Telescope resolved stellar population
observations, and these observations may be able to test the
various model predictions, assuming the data is deep enough
and extends to sufficient radii to recover 𝑡50 gradients.

4.4. What About Metallicity Gradients?

In this work, we focus on age gradients. Observationally, a
determination of age gradients is time-consuming to quantify,
requiring significant data, e.g., either detailed resolved stellar
populations as a function of radius, or multi-wavelength pho-
tometric data that allows an inference of the stellar mass and
star formation history as a function of age. On the other hand,
metallicity gradients in dwarfs have been easier to achieve by
targeting individual stars and obtaining spectra across the
radii of galaxies. However, it is not immediately clear if the
processes that set metallicity gradients are the same as those
that set age gradients.

A recent uniform re-examination of metallicity gradients
in Local Group dwarfs finds no correlation with metallicity
gradients and various properties such as stellar mass, star
formation timescales such at 𝑡50 or 𝑡90, kinematics, morphol-
ogy, or environment (Taibi et al. 2022). Taibi et al. (2022)
utilizes publicly available spectroscopic red giant star cata-
logs to compute the radial metallicity gradients of 30 Local
Group dwarfs, the largest uniform determination to date. The
only correlation identified was that galaxies with the strongest
metallicity gradients tended to be those with kinematic evi-
dence for a past merger event, in agreement with Benítez-
Llambay et al. (2016). They also collected metallicity info
for stars in a number of simulated data sets, including the
Marvel and DCJL samples, and derived their metallicity gra-
dients using the same algorithm applied to the observations.
Their figure 9 shows our simulated metallicity gradients com-
pared to observations. There is a reasonably good agreement
between the simulations and the observations, with the excep-
tion that we do not produce the strongest metallicity gradients
seen in the observed dwarfs, which are also the dwarfs with
kinematic evidence for a past merger. Interestingly, our sim-
ulations show a hint of a U-shaped trend as a function of
stellar mass. Although 𝑡50 and 𝑡90 are plotted in terms of the
logarithmic lookback time, it can be seen in their figure 9
that there is a dip between 9.7 < log(𝑡90) < 10.1, i.e, between
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lookback times of 5 to 12 Gyr. In other words, we see a sim-
ilar U-shape trend imprinted in metallicity as we do in age
gradients. However, we find no correlation between the age
and metallicity gradients. In other words, while both have a
U-shape trend with 𝑡90, the galaxies with strong age gradi-
ents are not necessarily those with the strongest metallicity
gradients.

Mercado et al. (2021) showed that the same processes that
create age gradients in the fire-2 dwarfs (strong reshuffling
of the oldest stars, with a secondary dependency on the ex-
tent of low 𝑧 star formation) also create metallicity gradients,
such that metallicity gradients in fire-2 correlate with 𝑡50,
like age gradients. However, Taibi et al. (2022) showed that
the strong correlation found in Mercado et al. (2021) appears
to be at odds with a large sample of observed dwarf galaxies
(though see Fu et al. 2024). In our sample, we have identified
simulated galaxies that have a relatively flat metallicity gra-
dient while having a strong outside-in age gradient. Hence,
it is not clear if it is the same processes creating metallicity
gradients that also create age gradients, despite the similarity
in U-shape trends with 𝑡90. We leave a full investigation to
future work.

Meanwhile, only mergers can create strong age and metal-
licity gradients in the simulations of Benítez-Llambay et al.
(2016), because their simulations do not induce gravitational
potential well fluctuations with bursty feedback (Benítez-
Llambay et al. 2019). Overall, these comparisons highlight
that gradients offer a testable constraint on different feedback
models in cosmological simulations.

5. CONCLUSIONS
Age gradients in dwarf galaxies make it appear as though

dwarfs formed from the outside-in, with older stars often
found at larger radii than younger stars. This is in contrast
to the better understood inside-out formation appearance of
Milky Way-type galaxies, which is often interpreted within
the context of angular momentum acquisition in disk galaxy
formation (e.g., Barnes et al. 2014; Bird et al. 2021). How-
ever, the outside-in gradients in dwarf galaxies have generally
lacked a satisfactory explanation, particularly since such gra-
dients seem to be independent of environment, and many ex-
planations are environmentally-dependent. In this paper, we
examined a sample of 73 fully-cosmological, well-resolved,
simulated dwarf galaxies in order to investigate where these
outside-in gradients originate. Our sample extends from∼106

M⊙ to 109 M⊙ in stellar mass, and includes both isolated field
dwarfs and dwarfs that are satellites of a larger system. This
is the largest and most diverse sample of simulated dwarfs
used to study the origin of age gradients.

We first measure age gradients using 𝑡90, the time at which
90% of the stellar mass has formed, and take the gradient to
be the difference in 𝑡90 between 1.5 𝑅𝑒 and the center of the

galaxy, normalized by 𝑅𝑒. In agreement with previous works
(Graus et al. 2019), we find that dwarf galaxies with the most
extended SFH histories have flat age gradients, but that the
age gradients steepen (becoming more strongly outside-in)
as 𝑡90 becomes less recent. Our larger sample allows us to
predict a turn-over for dwarfs with 𝑡90 earlier than 8 Gyr: age
gradients also become flatter as 𝑡90 decreases. Overall, this
creates a “U”-shaped prediction (see Figure 1).

In investigating the origin of these gradients, we find that
dwarf galaxies do generally form their stars from the inside-
out (or otherwise with a similar radius over time, but not
outside-in), just like more massive galaxies. However, the
oldest, most-centrally located stars are reshuffled, so that they
end up at the largest radii. We find that there are two main
processes that determine dwarf galaxy age gradients. First,
the same process that creates dark matter cores (fluctuation of
the gravitational potential well) also reshuffles the old stars.
Low-mass halos with a cuspy (steeply rising) dark matter
density profiles tend to have flat gradients, but age gradients
steepen as the dark matter profile becomes more cored (left
panel Fig. 4). However, the galaxies with the most cored dark
matter profiles show a secondary effect, such that they can
have a range of age gradients: The more extended the SFH,
the flatter the age gradient.

We have verified (Figure 5) that the more massive dwarfs
with flatter age gradients have had more recent size growth
than their counterparts with steep age gradients. The more
recent size growth includes young stars at all radii, includ-
ing the radii to which the older stars have been reshuffled.
This “erases” the steep gradient imparted by the gravitational
potential well fluctuation, creating a flat age gradient.

These processes are generally independent of environment,
which leads to no discernible difference in the age gradients
of satellites compared to isolated, field dwarfs. The ability
of the galaxy to fluctuate its gravitational potential via bursty
feedback is thought to be strongly dependent on mass (e.g.,
Governato et al. 2012; DiCintio et al. 2014; Tollet et al. 2016;
Lazar et al. 2020; Jackson et al. 2024; Azartash-Namin et al.
2024b), and it is yet unclear what sets the time at which
galaxies grow in size. Certainly we might expect environ-
ment to impact the duration of star formation. However,
the lowest-mass satellites quench early, even before accretion
onto their host halo, and the most massive satellites are hard
to quench before 𝑧 = 0 and have recent infall times (because
they are otherwise destroyed by dynamical friction quickly)
(e.g., Simpson et al. 2018; Akins et al. 2021; Joshi et al.
2021; Christensen et al. 2024). Because the duration of star
formation depends on the mass of the satellite, the overall
trend imparted by mass remains the dominant impact on the
age gradients in the satellites, with environment playing a
tertiary role. The fact that outside-in age gradients are com-
mon in dwarfs found in all environments supports the idea
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that processes independent of environment, such as the ones
identified here, must be the dominant factor in setting age gra-
dients. We also explore the role of major mergers in setting
age gradients, but found no conclusive impact.

While our simulations and those run with the fire-2 model
both reshuffle stars while inducing dark matter cores, the
timescales over which the process occurs seems to be quite
different. While Graus et al. (2019) find similar age gradients
in 𝑡50 and 𝑡90, we do not. We find no correlation with 𝑑𝑡50/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

and 𝑡50 (see Figure 8). Thus, the reshuffling process sets
age gradients by 𝑡50 in fire-2, while it occurs later in our
simulations, sometime after 𝑡50. We speculate that this is
due to the early “breathing mode” shown in El-Badry et al.
(2016), in which star forming gas experiences radial inflows
and outflows on the order of tens of km/s, but does not seem
happen in our simulations (Figure 3). Hence, resolved stellar
population data that allows to probe 𝑡50 and 𝑑𝑡50/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

has the
potential to constrain these different feedback effects.
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APPENDIX

A. SUMMARY OF SIMULATED GALAXY PROPERTIES
Here we present a table summarizing the main properties of our simulations.

Table 1. Properties of the simulated galaxies in our analysis

Halo Mvir (M⊙ ) Mstar (M⊙ ) R𝑒 (kpc) V-band Magnitude t90 (Gyr) t50 (Gyr) dt90/f𝑅𝑒 (Gyr) dt50/f𝑅𝑒 (Gyr) Environment

Cpt. Marvel 1 1.55e+10 3.26e+07 1.2 -13.8 10.7 2.0 −2.4+1.0
−0.5 −2.8+0.7

−1.1 field
Cpt. Marvel 2 9.88e+09 8.95e+06 1.9 -13.0 12.7 6.9 −0.7+0.2

−0.7 −2.9+0.2
−1.2 field

Cpt. Marvel 3 8.75e+09 5.11e+06 0.8 -12.5 12.9 7.6 −1.2+0.1
−0.2 −3.2+0.1

−0.3 field
Cpt. Marvel 5 7.50e+09 7.33e+06 0.6 -12.1 8.7 2.2 −4.0+0.4

−0.8 −0.9+0.1
−0.2 field

Cpt. Marvel 6 6.58e+09 6.88e+06 0.5 -11.9 7.5 1.9 −6.1+0.8
−0.6 −2.4+0.2

−0.1 field
Cpt. Marvel 7 5.10e+09 6.85e+05 0.3 -10.4 13.2 2.4 −0.3+0.1

−0.3 −2.1+0.5
−5.9 field

Cpt. Marvel 10 3.48e+09 2.06e+06 0.4 -10.1 2.2 1.6 −0.1+0.1
−0.1 −0.2+0.0

−0.0 field
Cpt. Marvel 13 1.80e+09 1.83e+05 0.3 -7.7 2.4 2.3 0.0+0.0

−0.0 0.2+0.1
−0.2 field

Elektra 1 4.18e+10 1.49e+08 2.2 -16.0 12.8 7.2 −1.1+0.4
−0.6 −4.2+1.1

−1.4 field
Elektra 2 2.90e+10 4.39e+07 0.7 -15.0 13.3 5.5 −0.5+0.2

−0.2 −4.3+0.1
−0.2 field

Elektra 3 2.45e+10 2.54e+07 1.5 -14.3 12.9 8.2 −0.8+0.1
−0.5 −1.6+0.3

−1.0 field
Elektra 4 1.91e+10 3.65e+07 1.0 -13.8 11.0 2.1 −1.4+0.3

−0.2 1.3+0.2
−0.4 field

Elektra 5 1.53e+10 2.35e+07 0.7 -13.9 12.3 3.0 −0.8+0.6
−1.0 −6.0+0.1

−0.2 field
Elektra 10 4.11e+09 7.05e+05 0.3 -10.0 12.1 2.9 −1.3+0.2

−0.6 −5.5+0.4
−1.8 field

Storm 1 7.62e+10 4.72e+08 4.6 -17.6 13.3 8.9 1.6+0.2
−0.6 2.2+1.0

−3.4 field
Storm 2 3.52e+10 9.48e+07 3.2 -15.6 12.9 8.6 −0.5+0.2

−0.2 0.7+0.3
−0.3 field

Storm 3 2.43e+10 2.34e+07 1.1 -14.3 13.1 3.6 −1.2+0.3
−0.4 −10.3+1.6

−2.0 field
Storm 4 1.68e+10 3.61e+07 1.8 -14.1 11.4 8.0 −2.0+0.2

−0.3 −0.7+0.1
−0.3 field

Storm 5 9.62e+09 7.95e+06 0.4 -12.5 11.5 2.6 −1.8+0.2
−0.4 −7.4+0.3

−0.6 field
Storm 6 8.43e+09 3.33e+06 0.3 -12.3 13.3 8.8 −0.7+0.3

−0.0 −3.7+0.1
−0.8 field

Storm 7 8.02e+09 9.79e+06 0.6 -12.2 5.0 1.8 −6.3+1.9
−1.6 −0.5+0.0

−0.2 field
Storm 8 7.95e+09 1.04e+07 0.7 -12.8 11.9 2.7 −2.1+0.2

−0.5 −6.3+0.7
−0.7 field

Storm 12 5.65e+09 1.60e+06 0.3 -10.9 11.7 2.8 −1.2+0.2
−0.6 −3.9+0.2

−0.4 field
Storm 14 3.66e+09 8.83e+05 0.3 -9.5 2.5 1.4 −13.7+2.3

−3.8 −0.6+0.1
−0.3 field

Storm 23 1.84e+09 2.30e+05 0.3 -7.9 2.3 1.8 0.1+0.1
−0.1 −0.0+0.0

−0.0 field
Storm 31 9.95e+08 3.02e+06 0.5 -11.3 10.1 2.9 −3.1+0.2

−0.3 −4.1+0.4
−0.9 satellite

Rogue 1 8.32e+10 9.86e+08 0.7 -17.8 13.1 7.3 −0.4+0.0
−0.0 −1.5+0.4

−0.4 field
Rogue 3 2.12e+10 6.96e+07 3.4 -14.9 11.5 6.5 0.8+0.4

−0.5 −0.0+0.0
−0.0 field

Rogue 7 1.47e+10 2.34e+07 0.9 -13.7 11.8 3.9 −2.1+0.7
−0.2 −5.2+1.3

−0.1 field
Rogue 8 1.30e+10 5.11e+07 1.6 -14.2 9.7 2.0 −3.1+0.2

−0.3 −0.8+0.1
−0.3 field

Rogue 10 1.13e+10 1.40e+07 0.7 -12.7 8.1 3.9 −6.3+1.7
−0.2 −4.6+0.6

−1.0 field
Rogue 11 8.09e+09 4.67e+06 1.0 -12.2 12.5 6.9 0.3+0.2

−0.2 −1.7+0.3
−0.5 field

Rogue 12 7.61e+09 8.36e+06 0.8 -12.3 10.3 2.6 −2.8+0.3
−1.6 −6.7+0.5

−1.3 field
Rogue 28 1.64e+09 9.05e+05 0.5 -9.4 2.6 1.7 −0.3+0.1

−0.1 −0.0+0.0
−0.0 field

Rogue 31 1.56e+09 2.56e+05 0.3 -8.0 1.8 1.1 0.1+0.0
−0.0 −0.0+0.0

−0.1 field
Rogue 37 1.10e+09 1.00e+06 0.4 -10.0 11.9 2.2 −1.1+0.2

−1.2 −4.6+1.1
−4.9 satellite

Sandra 2 9.58e+10 1.36e+09 3.0 -18.7 13.3 9.3 −0.8+0.1
−0.2 −3.9+0.4

−1.3 satellite
Sandra 3 4.70e+10 9.01e+08 4.0 -17.6 12.3 5.6 1.2+0.1

−0.5 −1.1+0.8
−0.9 satellite

Sandra 4 3.25e+10 2.59e+08 2.5 -16.2 12.1 4.3 −1.2+0.5
−1.3 −1.8+1.1

−2.6 satellite
Sandra 6 2.87e+10 1.99e+08 2.4 -16.1 12.4 4.4 −1.6+0.4

−0.4 −4.5+0.6
−1.3 field

Sandra 7 1.56e+10 1.42e+08 1.2 -15.1 9.3 2.9 −3.2+0.0
−0.2 −4.0+0.3

−0.6 field
Sandra 11 1.20e+10 1.47e+07 0.8 -13.0 10.8 4.8 −2.2+1.3

−1.6 −1.7+1.1
−0.1 field

Sandra 12 9.07e+09 6.26e+07 0.8 -14.0 4.5 1.7 −5.0+0.2
−0.9 −0.9+0.1

−0.4 satellite
Sandra 13 8.57e+09 7.45e+06 0.7 -12.6 12.1 7.9 −1.8+0.1

−0.1 −2.1+0.1
−1.1 satellite

Table 1 continued
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Table 1 (continued)

Halo Mvir (M⊙ ) Mstar (M⊙ ) R𝑒 (kpc) V-band Magnitude t90 (Gyr) t50 (Gyr) dt90/f𝑅𝑒 (Gyr) dt50/f𝑅𝑒 (Gyr) Environment

Sandra 15 6.45e+09 2.46e+06 0.6 -11.3 11.9 8.3 −0.5+1.3
−1.4 −0.9+0.6

−1.9 field
Sandra 20 4.55e+09 2.34e+06 0.3 -11.4 9.3 3.1 −5.7+1.3

−3.5 −3.7+1.0
−5.9 field

Sandra 23 3.33e+09 6.02e+07 2.2 -14.5 10.8 6.9 −2.5+0.1
−0.5 −1.2+0.0

−0.4 satellite
Sandra 27 3.25e+09 5.05e+07 1.7 -14.0 8.9 4.3 −3.9+1.6

−0.9 −2.7+0.9
−0.6 field

Sandra 28 3.44e+09 1.90e+06 0.5 -10.9 11.8 5.4 −4.2+1.3
−2.8 −6.2+2.7

−7.0 satellite
Sandra 33 2.68e+09 2.22e+06 0.6 -10.4 5.3 1.6 −4.2+2.7

−2.8 −1.0+0.3
−0.9 field

Sandra 34 2.63e+09 3.46e+06 1.3 -11.3 10.1 6.1 −2.6+0.3
−0.9 −3.3+0.6

−2.9 field
Sandra 38 1.88e+09 8.24e+06 1.5 -11.9 7.7 2.8 −2.2+0.4

−0.5 −1.9+0.1
−0.9 satellite

Sandra 65 9.00e+08 1.80e+07 2.4 -12.6 4.4 2.3 −1.5+0.1
−0.3 −0.8+0.1

−0.2 satellite
Sandra 114 5.11e+08 7.85e+05 0.5 -9.2 3.2 1.8 0.2+0.9

−1.6 −0.0+0.5
−0.3 field

Ruth 2 5.11e+10 5.00e+08 1.7 -17.1 12.6 4.6 −0.9+0.5
−1.3 −4.6+0.4

−0.8 field
Ruth 3 1.10e+10 2.09e+07 0.9 -13.0 6.4 2.5 −6.8+0.2

−2.5 −1.7+0.1
−0.6 field

Ruth 6 8.29e+09 1.49e+07 1.5 -13.1 11.2 4.1 −2.0+0.3
−1.0 −1.6+0.7

−0.9 field
Ruth 14 2.40e+09 2.00e+06 0.5 -10.7 10.3 6.4 −3.0+0.6

−1.1 −1.5+1.6
−2.3 field

Ruth 18 1.51e+09 4.63e+07 1.6 -13.6 5.1 2.3 −4.4+0.5
−0.8 −1.0+0.1

−0.2 satellite
Ruth 22 1.55e+09 2.87e+06 0.8 -10.6 3.7 1.9 −2.2+1.6

−2.6 −0.9+0.2
−0.4 satellite

Ruth 49 7.64e+08 4.07e+06 0.9 -11.1 6.5 2.1 −3.8+0.5
−0.7 −2.3+0.3

−0.7 satellite
Ruth 92 3.50e+08 1.38e+06 0.6 -9.8 3.1 1.4 0.0+0.0

−1.9 −0.1+0.1
−0.4 satellite

Sonia 8 1.19e+10 4.80e+08 2.2 -16.7 11.1 4.7 −2.2+0.3
−0.5 −3.0+0.7

−1.2 satellite
Sonia 10 9.26e+09 4.77e+08 1.7 -16.4 9.5 4.6 −1.8+0.4

−1.1 −1.3+0.1
−0.1 satellite

Sonia 21 4.01e+09 8.20e+06 0.7 -11.8 7.9 2.5 −1.8+0.1
−0.2 −1.4+0.3

−1.2 satellite
Sonia 30 2.77e+09 2.32e+06 0.6 -9.9 5.3 2.7 −0.2+0.2

−1.8 −1.1+1.4
−3.7 field

Sonia 34 2.11e+09 6.46e+05 0.4 -9.0 1.8 0.5 0.9+0.4
−1.4 −0.0+0.0

−0.4 field
Sonia 38 1.98e+09 1.10e+06 0.3 -10.0 10.9 3.2 −1.4+0.5

−1.1 −5.1+2.4
−4.0 field

Elena 7 5.13e+09 1.65e+07 1.0 -13.1 10.5 2.7 −1.0+0.4
−1.1 −1.4+2.0

−0.8 satellite
Elena 29 1.40e+09 8.95e+05 0.5 -9.6 7.5 3.5 −0.9+0.6

−2.9 −2.1+0.6
−1.6 field

Elena 115 2.61e+08 6.58e+05 0.9 -9.1 3.6 2.4 −0.4+0.4
−0.6 −0.0+0.4

−0.8 satellite
Elena 117 2.40e+08 1.85e+06 0.6 -10.1 3.5 1.3 0.4+0.3

−0.5 −0.4+0.9
−0.5 satellite

B. THE EFFECT OF DARK MATTER CORE CREATION ON AGE GRADIENT FORMATION
In order to determine if core creation does indeed lead to outside-in formation, we examine two versions of the same simulated

galaxy, named h516 and h516lt. These two simulations were run with ChaNGa’s predecessor code, Gasoline. They use a WMAP3
cosmology, and are zoom simulations run within a (25 Mpc)3 volume. They have nearly identical SN feedback to the simulations
in this work, i.e., the blastwave feedback model, but inject 1.0×1051 erg of thermal energy per SN instead of 1.5×1051 erg. While
the star formation physics for h516 is identical to the star formation used through the rest of this work, h516lt uses a different
star formation prescription that has been shown to prevent dark matter core formation. In particular, it has been found that star
formation must occur above a certain density threshold in order to create dark matter cores in simulations (e.g., Governato et al.
2010; Dutton et al. 2019). Thus, h516lt instead allows stars to form when gas particles have 𝑇 < 104 K and 𝜌 < 0.1 cm−3. h516
has been shown (e.g., Governato et al. 2012) to create a dark matter core, with 𝛼 ∼ −0.2. We verify that h516lt maintains a cuspy
dark matter density profile, with 𝛼 = −1.1. Thus, the two versions of h516 provide us with a case-study to further examine how
dark matter core creation is related to stellar age gradients of dwarfs.

We recreate the left and middle panels of Fig. 2 for both versions of the galaxy and show the results in Fig. 9. The global 𝑡90
and 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

values for each galaxy are listed in the plot headers. h516 a steeper, outside-in age gradient (−3.6 Gyr) as well as an
earlier 𝑡90 value (9.6 Gyr) than h516lt. These results are consistent with h516 lying on the same relation for the simulated galaxies
in Figure 1. On the other hand, it can be seen that h516lt has a flatter gradient. With 𝑡90 = 11.3 Gyr and 𝑡90 and 𝑑𝑡90/ 𝑓𝑅𝑒

= −1.4
Gyr, h516lt would lie slightly above the majority of galaxies in Figure 1, though still be consistent within errors. However, we
note that h516lt would lie significantly off the mean size-mass relation for dwarf galaxies (e.g., Brooks et al. 2011). The high
star formation threshold in h516, requiring the presence of H2, limits star formation to be more centralized, where densities are
higher, while the lower threshold in h516lt allows star formation to unrealistic radii.
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Figure 9. Here, we examine two galaxies run with different star formation physics: h516 and h516lt. h516 is run with a high star formation
density threshold (requiring the presence of H2) and forms a dark matter core, while h516lt has a low density threshold for star formation and
does not form a core. We remake the left and middle panels from Fig. 2 for these two galaxies. We also label the stellar mass, effective radius,
age gradient, and global 𝑡90 value. We find that only h516 has significant reshuffling of its oldest stars, consistent with the idea that the same
process that creates dark matter cores also reshuffles the stars.

The left panels of Fig. 9 make it clear that only h516, the galaxy with a high enough star formation threshold to form a dark
matter core, has had its old stars significantly reshuffled. In h516lt, both the oldest and youngest stars form at roughly the same
radius (on average) and do not move substantially relative to where they are formed. We conclude that stellar feedback in the
clustered, multi-phase ISM drives both dark matter core creation and the stellar reshuffling which produces steep age gradients.
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