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ABSTRACT

Using spatially resolved spectroscopic data from the MaNGA sample, we investigate the parameters

influencing the radial gradients of gas-phase metallicity (∇ log(O/H)), to determine whether disk for-

mation is primarily driven by coplanar gas inflow or by the independent evolution of distinct regions

within the disk. Our results show that ∇ log(O/H) strongly correlates with local gas-phase metallicity

at a given stellar mass, with steeper gradients observed in metal-poorer disks. This trend supports

the coplanar gas inflow scenario, wherein the gas is progressively enriched by in situ star formation

as it flows inward. In contrast, the radial gradient of stellar mass surface density shows very weak

correlations with ∇ log(O/H), which is inconsistent with the independent evolution mode, where gas

inflow, star formation, and metal enrichment occur independently within each annulus of the disk.

Furthermore, we find that ∇ log(O/H) is also closely correlated with an indicator of local gas turbu-

lence σgas/Re, highlighting the competing roles of turbulence and coplanar inflow in shaping metallicity

gradients. Our results provide indirect observational evidence supporting coplanar gas inflow as the

driving mechanism for disk evolution.

Keywords: disk formation — gas inflow — gas-phase metallicity — star-forming galaxy

1. INTRODUCTION

The formation and evolution of disks is one of the

hot-debated topics in galaxy evolution. Star-forming

galaxies exhaust their cold gas supply on relatively short

timescales of a few billion years or less, necessitating

continuous gas accretion to sustain star formation (e.g.,

Bigiel et al. 2011; Fraternali & Tomassetti 2012; Wang

et al. 2013; Madau & Haardt 2015). Hydrodynami-

cal simulations generally suggested that gas inflow onto

galaxies occurs in a coplanar and broadly corotating

manner with the gas disk, while outflows predominantly

leave the disk perpendicular to its plane (Kereš et al.

2005; Stewart et al. 2011; Danovich et al. 2015; Stewart
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et al. 2017; Péroux et al. 2020; Stern et al. 2020; Trapp

et al. 2022; Hafen et al. 2022; Gurvich et al. 2023). In

contrast, some analytical models based on the bathtub

model formalism—where the gas in a galaxy is treated

as a reservoir, with the star formation rate regulated by

the rates of gas inflow and outflow (e.g., Bouché et al.

2010; Davé et al. 2012; Lilly et al. 2013)—assumed that

all annuli within the disk evolve independently, with-

out significant radial inflows of cold gas along the disk

(e.g., Chiappini et al. 2001; Schönrich & McMillan 2017;

Lian et al. 2018; Belfiore et al. 2019a). However, obser-

vational evidence for separating these two disk forma-

tion modes is still lacking up to now. Therefore, distin-

guishing between these two modes of evolution of disks,

namely coplanar gas inflow or annuli that evolve inde-

pendently, is critical to understanding the mechanisms

driving disk formation and growth.
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Despite its importance, observational evidence for sig-

nificant gas inflows in disks remains sparse. A key chal-

lenge is that gas inflows in disks exhibit fairly low ra-

dial velocities, typically a few km/s (Warner et al. 1973;

Trachternach et al. 2008; Speights et al. 2019; Bisaria

et al. 2022). For instance, Schmidt et al. (2016), ana-

lyzing ten galaxies from the THINGS survey (The H I

Nearby Galaxy Survey; Walter et al. 2008), found mini-

mal or undetectable radial velocities (∼10 km/s or less)

in neutral hydrogen, even at the outer edges of disks.

Similarly, Di Teodoro & Peek (2021) investigated 54 lo-

cal disk galaxies using 21 cm emission data cubes and

found no evidence of systematic radial inflows or increas-

ing radial velocities in the outermost regions. Using a

modified accretion disk model, Wang & Lilly (2023) sug-

gested that coplanar gas inflow velocities within two disk

scale lengths are likely only a few km/s, increasing grad-

ually with radius and reaching up to 50–100 km/s in the

outermost disk regions.

Studying the gas-phase metallicity profile is a promis-

ing way for uncovering evidence of gas inflows and exam-

ining the modes of disk evolution, acting as a powerful

chemical diagnostic closely tied to disk formation and

gas kinematics. Cold gas inflows and outflows influence

metal enrichment at different galactic radii, resulting in

distinct radial gradients of gas-phase metallicity (e.g.,

Mayor & Vigroux 1981; Lacey & Fall 1985; Sommer-

Larsen & Yoshii 1989; Goetz & Koeppen 1992; Thon

& Meusinger 1998; Portinari & Chiosi 2000; Spitoni &

Matteucci 2011; Cavichia et al. 2014; Kubryk et al. 2015;

Pezzulli & Fraternali 2016; Sharda et al. 2021; Wang &

Lilly 2022a; Wang et al. 2024; Chen et al. 2024). These

gradients are shaped by physical processes that accom-

pany disk formation and evolution, including star for-

mation, gas inflows, gas outflows, mergers, stellar migra-

tion, and environmental factors, such as ram pressure or

tidal stripping (e.g., Tinsley 1980; Tremonti et al. 2004;

Finlator & Davé 2008; Mannucci et al. 2010; Rupke et al.

2010; Pilkington et al. 2012; Jones et al. 2013; Peng &

Maiolino 2014; Ho et al. 2015; Tissera et al. 2016; Bahé

et al. 2017; Maiolino &Mannucci 2019; Wang et al. 2019;

Wang & Lilly 2021; Wang et al. 2022; Wang & Lilly

2022a; Sharda et al. 2023; Lyu et al. 2023; He et al. 2024;

Cheng et al. 2024; Venturi et al. 2024). For instance, the

presence of anomalously low-metallicity regions in star-

forming galaxies underscores the impact of gas accretion

events on local metallicity and disk formation (Hwang

et al. 2019). The metallicity gradient thus encodes a

wealth of information on these processes, providing crit-

ical insights into disk assembly and evolution.

In the local Universe, most galaxies exhibit negative

metallicity gradients, with metallicity decreasing from

the center to the outskirts. This “negative metallic-

ity gradient” (e.g., Searle 1971; Zaritsky et al. 1994;

van Zee et al. 1998; Sánchez et al. 2014; Belfiore et al.

2017; Kreckel et al. 2019; Sánchez-Menguiano et al.

2020) aligns with the standard inside-out disk forma-

tion scenario (e.g., Fall & Efstathiou 1980), where ear-

lier star formation in the inner regions allows more time

for chemical enrichment compared to the outer areas

(e.g., Samland et al. 1997; Davé et al. 2011; Gibson

et al. 2013; Hemler et al. 2021; Tissera et al. 2022; Jia

et al. 2024). The steepening of the metallicity gradient

can be explained by significant redistribution of met-

als during galaxy formation, driven by several mech-

anisms, such as powerful feedback effects, prominent

radial flows, or stochastic accretion/dilution processes

(Dekel et al. 2013; Grisoni et al. 2018; Maiolino & Man-

nucci 2019). In addition, negative gradients naturally

arise as in situ star formation enriches gas flowing inward

(e.g., Wang & Lilly 2022a; Wang et al. 2024). How-

ever, feedback-driven outflows, turbulence, and other

processes can flatten these gradients (e.g., Gibson et al.

2013; Marinacci et al. 2014; Wang & Lilly 2022a). Con-

versely, metallicity gradients may even invert (become

positive) due to processes such as the dilution of en-

riched gas by pristine intergalactic medium (IGM) ac-

cretion, galactic fountains, or mergers (e.g., Cresci et al.

2010; Kewley et al. 2010; Rupke et al. 2010; Brook et al.

2012; Fu et al. 2013; Troncoso et al. 2014). As the prod-

uct of various physical processes, metallicity gradients

are complex yet invaluable indicators of galaxy assem-

bly history, gas dynamics, feedback, and accretion.

In this work, we use gas-phase metallicity radial gra-

dients (hereafter “metallicity gradient” for short) to in-

vestigate whether disk formation is dominated by copla-

nar gas inflows or by independent evolution of disk an-

nuli. The spatially resolved sample enables us to test

these competing scenarios. This paper is organized as

follows: Section 2 describes the sample selection and

methods for determining galaxy properties. Section 3

states the motivation of this work. In Section 4, we an-

alyze correlations with other galaxy properties. Section

5 summarizes our findings and discusses their implica-

tions. Throughout this work, gas-phase metallicity is ex-

pressed as the oxygen abundance, 12 + log(O/H), where

O/H is the ratio of oxygen to hydrogen element number

densities. We assume a flat cold dark matter cosmology

model with Ωm = 0.27,ΩΛ = 0.73, and h = 0.7 when

computing distance-dependent parameters.

2. DATA

2.1. The MaNGA survey
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Our parent sample is derived from the Sloan Dig-

ital Sky Survey IV (SDSS IV; Blanton et al. 2017)

Mapping Nearby Galaxies at Apache Point Observatory

(MaNGA; Bundy et al. 2015) survey. MaNGA provides

two-dimensional spectra for approximately 10,000 galax-

ies with redshifts in the range 0.01 < z < 0.15, utiliz-

ing the spectrographs on the 2.5-meter Sloan Telescope

at Apache Point Observatory (Gunn et al. 2006; Smee

et al. 2013). The survey covers wavelengths from 3600 to

10300 Å with a spectral resolution of R ∼ 2000. Spatial

coverage typically extends beyond 1.5 Re for individual

galaxies, with a spatial resolution of 1–2 kpc. Detailed

descriptions of the MaNGA instrument design, testing,

and assembly are provided in Drory et al. (2015).

We adopt the emission line flux and stellar and gas

kinematics measurements from the MaNGA Data Anal-

ysis Pipeline (DAP) (Westfall et al. 2019; Belfiore et al.

2019b). The DAP employs adaptive Voronoi spatial

binning (Cappellari & Copin 2003) to achieve a target

signal-to-noise ratio (S/N) of approximately 10 in the

stellar continuum. After measuring stellar kinematics,

the DAP fits Gaussian profiles to derive emission line

fluxes for each spaxel using the full spectral fitting code

pPXF (Cappellari & Emsellem 2004; Cappellari 2017).

2.2. Sample selection

We cross-match the MaNGA galaxy sample with the

GALEX-SDSS-WISE Legacy Catalog (GSWLC; Salim

et al. 2016, 2018), which provides galaxy stellar masses

derived from spectral energy distribution (SED) fitting

of ultraviolet, optical, and infrared photometry. Our

selection criteria include galaxies with stellar mass and

star formation rate (SFR) data available in the GSWLC-

M2 catalog. We adopt the SERSIC TH50 as effective radii

(Re) from the NASA-Sloan Atlas (NSA; Blanton et al.

2011) and convert it to physical scale assuming a flat

cold dark matter cosmology model with Ωm,ΩΛ, h =

0.27, 0.73, 0.7. We select galaxies with axis ratios (b/a)

larger than 0.4, where b/a are taken from SERSIC BA in

NSA catalog. Stellar masses are rescaled to a Kroupa

(2001) initial mass function (IMF). We focus on star-

forming galaxies, selecting those with ∆MS > −1 dex.

Here, ∆MS represents the vertical offset from the star-

forming main sequence (SFMS):

log(SFR/M⊙yr
−1) = 0.71× log(M⊙)− 7.27,

which is defined in Ma et al. (2024) for MaNGA sam-

ple based on an iterative algorithm (Woo et al. 2013;

Donnari et al. 2019; Wang & Lilly 2023). Specifically,

the algorithm begins with an initial guess of a linear

function and iteratively selects galaxies within 1 dex of

the SFMS. It then refits the slope and intercept until

convergence is achieved. This selection results in a final

sample of 3,808 galaxies.

The gas velocity dispersion (σgas) is also taken from

the MaNGA DAP product. For each galaxy, we select

spaxels with good data quality (indicated by QUALDATA

in MaNGA DAP) and valid Hα fluxes within galactocen-

tric radii of 0.5–1.5 Re. After correcting for instrumental

dispersion, we use the median Hα velocity dispersion in

annuli 0.5–1.5 Re for each galaxy, as an indicator of gas

turbulence.

2.3. Radial gradient of gas-phase metallicity

For each galaxy, we identify star-forming and com-

posite spaxels within galactocentric radii of 0.5–1.5 Re

using the BPT-NII diagnostic diagram (Baldwin et al.

1981; Kewley et al. 2001; Kauffmann et al. 2003). Se-

lected spaxels meet the criteria S/N > 3 for the fluxes of

Hα, Hβ, [OIII]λ5007, [NII]λ6583, and [OII]λ3737, 3729.

Emission line fluxes are corrected for interstellar red-

dening using the Cardelli et al. (1989) reddening law

with RV = 3.1. Extinction is calculated by compar-

ing the measured Hα/Hβ flux ratio to the theoretical

value of 2.86 (Osterbrock & Ferland 2006), assuming

case B recombination. Spaxels classified as Seyfert or

LINERs are excluded. For star-forming and composite

spaxels, we determine the Hα-flux-weighted gas-phase

metallicity (12+log(O/H)) using the N2S2Hα calibrator

proposed by Dopita et al. (2016), which is insensitive to

the reddening and ionization parameter via the [NII]/Hα

term (e.g., Zhang et al. 2017; Hwang et al. 2019). In ad-

dition, Easeman et al. (2024) proposed that the N2S2Hα

is preferred when studying the distribution of metals

within galaxies because of the near-linear relation with

Te-based measurement. Alternative calibrations, such as

S-calibration (Scal, Pilyugin & Grebel 2016) and N2O2

(Dopita et al. 2013; Zhang et al. 2017) also confirm the

trends in this work.

We focus on disk-dominated regions. For each galaxy,

the median gas-phase metallicity is calculated by con-

sidering all spaxels within each annulus, ranging from

0.5 Re to 1.5 Re with each annulus having a width of

0.2 Re, requiring at least 70% of spaxels to be available

within each annulus. Gas-phase metallicity radial gra-

dients, expressed in dex/Re (∇ log(O/H)), are derived

using linear fits to the radial profiles in this range. This

approach minimizes the impact of smearing effects and

avoids significant deviations from linear fits (Sánchez

et al. 2014; Sánchez-Menguiano et al. 2016; Belfiore et al.

2017; Boardman et al. 2022; Barrera-Ballesteros et al.

2023). Metallicity diagnostics are typically calibrated

based on HII region models. However, one may be con-

cerned that the spaxel sample selection criteria (e.g.,
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BPT-NII) could result in non-negligible contamination

from diffuse ionized gas (DIG) when measuring chemi-

cal abundances from emission line ratios (e.g., Belfiore

et al. 2017; Vale Asari et al. 2019). To address this is-

sue, we have tested the requirement that spaxels must

have a minimum equivalent width of Hα (EW(Hα)) of

10 Å (e.g., Vale Asari et al. 2019) to derive the metal-

licity profiles and gradients of each galaxy. Combined

with our sample selection criteria, this EW(Hα) cut re-

moves approximately 24% of the used spaxels. However,

since we calculate the metallicity gradient using the me-

dian metallicity value of each annulus and subsequently

apply linear fitting, this cut has a negligible impact on

our final valid galaxy sample (it only reduces the sample

by ∼8.1%, from 3,808 to 3,499 valid galaxies). Further-

more, the impact of this cut on our results is minimal.

2.4. Stellar mass surface density

We utilize two-dimensional stellar mass maps from Lu

et al. (2023), derived using pPXF. Stellar population syn-

thesis was performed using the FSPS model (Conroy

et al. 2009; Conroy & Gunn 2010), encompassing 43

age and 9 metallicity grids. The datacubes are Voronoi

binned to achieve S/N ∼ 30 prior to spectral fitting. For

a given Voronoi bin, spaxels share the same stellar mass.

Stellar mass surface density (Σ∗) is calculated for each

spaxel by dividing the stellar mass by the physical area

of the pixel, corrected for inclination effect. To avoid

biases from incomplete coverage, the median Σ∗ is cal-

culated by considering all spaxels within each annulus,

ranging from 0.5 Re to 1.5 Re with each annulus hav-

ing a width of 0.2 Re. While the annuli at least 70%

spaxels available are finally adopted to build the radial

profile. The radial gradients of Σ∗, in units of dex/Re

(∇ log Σ∗), are determined by linear fits to the radial

profiles in the same range.

3. MOTIVATION

The formation of galaxy disks is a complex process.

Figure 1 illustrates the simplified model of two primary

modes of galaxy disk formation: coplanar inflow driv-

ing disk evolution (Coplanar Inflow Mode) and differ-

ent parts or radii of galaxies evolving independently

(Discrete Evolution Mode). These two modes pro-

vide distinct frameworks for understanding how gas ac-

cretion and internal dynamics influence the evolution of

galaxy disks, leaving unique imprints on their metallic-

ity gradients.

(1) Coplanar Inflow Mode posits that galaxy disks

evolve through the continuous accretion of gas that flows

coplanar and inspiral into the galaxy. The potential

mechanism driving coplanar gas inflow is discussed in

Wang & Lilly (2022b), suggesting that magnetic stresses

are the most likely source of the viscosity required to

form an exponential star-forming disk. In this mode,

the disk of different radii undergoes a continuous gas ac-

cretion process, which sustains star formation and pro-

motes ongoing disk growth. The metallicity gradients

are therefore strongly determined by this disk formation

mode.

(2) Discrete Evolution Mode emphasizes the in-

dependent evolution of individual annular structures

within the galaxy disk. Instead of a continuous gas in-

flow, the disk is assembled through a series of discrete

annuli. Within each annulus, gas accretion (irrespective

of origin) drives local star formation and local metal

enrichment, resulting in independent evolutionary path-

ways for each annular structure.

In the Coplanar Inflow Mode, the modified accretion

disk framework of Wang & Lilly (2022a) predicts that

a negative metallicity gradient naturally arises if radial

gas inflow dominates within the disk. The inflowing gas

is progressively enriched by in situ star formation as it

spirals inward toward the galactic center. In this mode,

the metallicity gradient is highly sensitive to the metal-

licity of the original inflowing gas. Higher metallicity

results in less efficient enrichment in log(O/H), leading

to a more flattened metallicity gradient.

In contrast, the Discrete Evolution Mode suggests

a strong correlation between local gas-phase metallic-

ity and local Σ∗ at different radii, as described by

the resolved mass-metallicity relation (rMZR) (e.g.,

Rosales-Ortega et al. 2012; Sánchez et al. 2013; Barrera-

Ballesteros et al. 2016; Gao et al. 2018). In this mode,

the gas-phase metallicity radial gradient is expected to

be primarily tied to the gradient of Σ∗. This could be

due to the fact that different Σ∗ may lead to different

mass-loading factors, which is responsible for the metal-
licity gradients. Therefore, this distinction provides a

testable prediction: by examining the gas-phase metal-

licity radial gradient, we can infer which mode is domi-

nant in driving disk formation.

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

4.1. Radial gradient of gas-phase metallicity

To explore the potential impact of gas coplanar in-

flow on metallicity distribution, we examine the gas-

phase metallicity gradient ∇ log(O/H) as a function of

stellar mass and local gas-phase metallicity at the ef-

fective radius, in the top panels of Figure 2. Overall,

the local gas-phase metallicity at the effective radius in-

creases with stellar mass, reflecting a local manifestation

of the well-established mass-metallicity relation (MZR,

e.g., Tremonti et al. 2004; Mannucci et al. 2010; Stei-
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Figure 1. An illustration of the simplified model of two primary modes of galaxy disk formation: Coplanar Inflow Mode (left),
where coplanar inflow drives disk evolution and Discrete Evolution Mode (right), where different parts or radii of galaxies
evolves independently. The illustration includes both edge-on view (top) and face-on view (bottom) of the gas disk, with the
disk planes rendered in blue and the gas inflow in green. Arrows indicate the trajectories of gas inflows.

del et al. 2014; Wuyts et al. 2014; Sánchez et al. 2019;

Ma et al. 2024). At a given stellar mass, galaxies with

lower gas-phase metallicity tend to exhibit more nega-

tive or steeper ∇ log(O/H). This trend aligns with the

predictions of the modified accretion disk model pro-

posed by Wang & Lilly (2022a), wherein inflowing gas

is progressively enriched by in situ star formation as it

slowly spirals inward toward the disk center. Conse-

quently, higher metallicity in the disk reduces the dif-

ference between the metallicities of the outer and inner

regions, leading to a relatively flatter ∇ log(O/H). Jara-

Ferreira et al. (2024) found that low-mass galaxies with

strong positive metallicity gradients are less enriched

than the median mass-metallicity relation, while those

with strong negative gradients are more enriched. This

connection between metallicity and metallicity gradient

is observed in both the MaNGA sample and the EAGLE

simulations, and is consistent with our results. Further-

more, this mass-metallicity-gradient relation also follows

the mass-size-metallicity relationship (e.g., Ellison et al.

2008; D’Eugenio et al. 2018) combined with the mass-

size-gradient trend reported in Boardman et al. (2021),

where at a given stellar mass, larger galaxies on av-

erage possess lower gas-phase metallicities and display

steeper metallicity gradient than smaller galaxies. The

relation between stellar mass, gas-phase metallicity, and

metallicity gradient for MaNGA data has been also pre-

sented by Franchetto et al. (2021). They found that,

at a given stellar mass, metallicity profiles tend to flat-

ten as metallicity increases, which is consistent with the

trends shown in Figure 2. Additionally, they observed

that the increasing trend of metallicity is also found to

be similar to the decreasing trend of gas fraction on the

stellar mass–metallicity gradient plane.

To account for the mass dependence of the metal-

licity gradient, we calculate the metallicity excess

(∆ log(O/H)) for each galaxy, defined as the deviation

of the metallicity from the median value for galaxies of

the same stellar mass (represented by the black curve

and dots in the top panels of Figure 2). By removing

the mass dependence, ∆ log(O/H) provides a more di-

rect measure of the relative enrichment of the interstellar

medium (ISM) at the effective radius of each galaxy. Al-

though its value can be influenced by calibration meth-

ods and measurement indicators, the metallicity excess

reflects the balance of metal production and transport

within star-forming galaxy disks. As such, it is a funda-

mental parameter for understanding galactic chemical

evolution on the disk.
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Figure 2. Top panels: Metallicity gradient on the disk as functions of stellar mass and gas-phase metallicity at effective radius.
Each dot represents an individual galaxy in our sample, with a redder/bluer color corresponding to a steeper negative/flatter
or positive metallicity gradient. The black curve and dots indicate the median y-values in each x-bin with a width of 0.2 dex
for each galaxy. The top left panel shows the scatter plot and the top right panel shows the corresponding smooth results using
the locally weighted regression method LOESS (Cleveland & Devlin 1988; Cappellari et al. 2013) to reveal the underlying trend.
Bottom panels: Gas-phase metallicity radial profiles in 0.5− 1.5 Re considered in this work, subdivided into four stellar mass
bins (from left to right: log(M∗/M⊙) = 9.0 − 9.6, 9.6 − 10.2, 10.2 − 10.8, 10.8 − 12.0). For each bin, the blue, orange, green,
and red curves correspond to median profiles of galaxies in four quantiles of metallicity excess (∆ log (O/H)). The shaded areas
indicate the uncertainties of the median values.

To intuitively illustrate the relationship between

metallicity excess and the radial metallicity profiles of

galaxies, we present the median metallicity radial pro-

files for the Re range in the bottom panels of Figure

2. These profiles are shown across different stellar mass

bins (individual panels) and metallicity excess bins (dis-

tinguished by colors). From left to right, as stellar

mass increases, the overall normalization of the metal-

licity profiles rises systematically. Within each stellar

mass bin, the profiles become progressively flatter as the

metallicity excess increases (from blue to red curves).

This trend demonstrates the strong correlation between

local metallicity excess and the metallicity gradient in

the disk.

Figure 3 examines the metallicity gradients as func-

tions of both ∆ log(O/H) and the gradient of Σ∗. The

results show that ∇ log(O/H) is only weakly correlated

with ∇ log Σ∗, exhibiting a Pearson correlation coeffi-

cient of ∼0.058 (with p-value of 0.0011), compared to

its much stronger correlation with ∆ log(O/H). This

distinction is further supported by the angles of par-

tial correlation (e.g., Bait et al. 2017; Bluck et al. 2019;

Baker et al. 2023), as indicated by the black arrows.

Furthermore, the weak correlation between ∆ log(O/H)

and ∇ log Σ∗ shows that the two quantities are not

degenerate. Therefore, the metallicity gradient is not

closely linked to the stellar mass surface density gradi-

ent, effectively ruling out the dominant role of Discrete

Evolution Mode in driving disk formation.

4.2. Local gas turbulence

The gas disk can be highly turbulent due to stel-

lar winds and supernova explosions, which contribute
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Figure 3. Metallicity gradient as functions of metallicity excess at the effective radius and gradient of Σ∗. The left and right
panels show the scatter plot and corresponding smooth results, respectively. The dots and colors are similar to the top panels
of Figure 2. The color gradients, indicated by arrows, represent the directions of increasing ∇ log(O/H).

to radial gas mixing and reduce metallicity gradients.

Processes such as turbulence, stellar feedback, accre-

tion, mergers, and satellite interactions mix metals in

the ISM, generally flattening metallicity gradients. This

effect is particularly pronounced at early times when tur-

bulence is higher and the ISM is geometrically thicker

(Bird et al. 2012, 2021; McCluskey et al. 2024; Graf et al.

2024). Additional detailed mechanisms that influence

metallicity gradients include galactic winds, which eject

metals out of galaxies (e.g., Hayward & Hopkins 2017;

Pandya et al. 2021), and radial advection, which trans-

ports pristine or metal-rich gas across the disk in bulk

flows (e.g., Sharda et al. 2021). Together, these pro-

cesses highlight the dynamic and interconnected nature

of gas mixing and its role in shaping metallicity profiles.

Motivated by these processes, we define σgas/Re as a

proxy for local gas turbulence within the galaxy disk.

This quantity encapsulates the strength of gas turbu-

lence at galactic scale for individual galaxies, which

serves as an imprint of various physical processes. Gas

turbulence tends to flatten metallicity gradients in star-

forming galaxies through various physical processes that

drive gas mixing and enrichment. However, distinguish-

ing between these processes is challenging without nu-

merous physical assumptions. In Figure 4, we plot

the metallicity gradient as a function of metallicity ex-

cess and σgas/Re. We find that ∇ log(O/H) correlates

strongly with both ∆ log(O/H) and log(σgas/Re), consis-

tent with the diffusion effect described by Wang & Lilly

(2022a), where larger turbulent velocities lead to more

flattened metallicity profiles. These trends are clearly

depicted through the median metallicity profiles across

different ranges of σgas/Re and ∆ log(O/H), as presented

in the bottom panel of Figure 4. We further quantify the

combined effect of σgas/Re and ∆ log(O/H) in shaping

metallicity gradients in Appendix A and consider alter-

native combinations of physical properties in predicting

metallicity gradient in Appendix B. The residual scat-

ters in Figure 7 within Appendix B further demonstrate

that ∆ log(O/H) is strongly related to the metallicity

gradient, with σgas and Re being comparably informa-

tive on the metallicity gradient.

These findings suggest that the gas-phase metallicity

gradient results from competing effects of coplanar gas

inflow and local gas turbulence on the disk. These two

physical quantities co-evolve through the interplay of

processes, such as gas inflow, star formation, metal en-

richment, gas outflows, and gas mixing. Consequently,

there is also a positive correlation between metallicity

excess and σgas/Re, as shown in Figure 4. This rela-

tionship underscores the complex interactions between

turbulence and chemical enrichment in galaxy disks.

4.3. Testing feature importance with Random Forest

Previous studies have inferred the roles of various

physical processes in shaping metallicity gradients by ex-

amining correlations with simple, reliable galaxy prop-

erties. Observational evidence indicates that metallicity

gradients correlate with a range of galaxy characteris-

tics, including stellar mass (e.g., Belfiore et al. 2017;

Mingozzi et al. 2020; Schaefer et al. 2020; Franchetto

et al. 2021), galaxy size (e.g., Carton et al. 2018; Board-

man et al. 2021, 2022, 2023; Lin et al. 2024), gas fraction

(e.g., Franchetto et al. 2021), bulge-to-total (B/T) ra-

tio (e.g., Moran et al. 2012), and environmental factors

(e.g., Lian et al. 2019; Franchetto et al. 2021). Identify-

ing a concise set of physical quantities that encapsulate
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Figure 4. Metallicity gradient on the disk as functions of metallicity excess at the effective radius and local gas turbulence.
The top panels show the scatter plot of each galaxy and the corresponding smooth results. The dots and colors are similar to
the top panels of Figure 2. The bottom panel depicts the median gas-phase metallicity profiles, each normalized to arbitrary
values, within bins of 0.4 dex in log(σgas/Re) and 0.2 dex in ∆ log(O/H). Each inset maintains a consistent y-axis range, with
the x-axis spanning from 0.5 to 1.5 Re. The color of each profile corresponds to ∇ log(O/H), denoted in the colorbar with
shaded areas indicating the uncertainties of the median values.

or reflect the impact of these processes is critical to un-

derstanding the factors driving metallicity gradients.

To investigate whether metallicity excess and local gas

turbulence sufficiently describe metallicity gradients, we

employ a Random Forest model. This machine-learning

approach allows us to assess the contributions of differ-

ent galaxy properties to the metallicity gradient. In this

context, relative feature importance quantifies the con-

tribution of input features to the model’s predictions.

Using the scikit-learn implementation, feature im-

portance is ranked based on the Gini importance (Pe-

dregosa et al. 2011). Figure 5 indicates that metallic-

ity excess and σgas/Re dominate the feature importance

rankings. These two quantities significantly outperform

other commonly used galaxy properties, such as stellar

mass, effective radius, star formation rate, and effective

radius, in predicting metallicity gradients. While the

∇ log Σ∗ plays a relatively minor role, consistent with
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the trends in Figure 3. We have also checked to perform

an alternative Random Forest model with independent

parameters (σgas, M∗, Re, ∆ log (O/H), SFR, redshift,

∇ log Σ∗, and a random variable). The analysis consis-

tently identifies ∆ log (O/H), σgas, and Re as the top

three most important features, which aligns with the re-

sults in Figure 5. Additionally, we have tested alterna-

tive metallicity indicators and calibrations to calculate

both metallicity gradients and metallicity values, finding

consistent results (see Appendix C).

This consistency supports the robustness of our find-

ings that metallicity excess and σgas/Re as predictive

features reinforce the role of coplanar gas inflow in disk

formation and growth. These results also support the

hypothesis that coplanar gas inflow plays a dominant

role in driving the disk evolution of star-forming galax-

ies.
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Figure 5. Relative importance of galaxy physical param-
eters (labeled on the x-axis) employed for regressing the
metallicity gradient in Random Forest models. The metal-
licity calibration is marked in the top-right corner.

5. SUMMARY

In this work, we analyze star-forming galaxies from

the MaNGA sample to identify the key parameters influ-

encing the radial gradients of gas-phase metallicity. Our

goal is to determine whether disk formation is primar-

ily driven by coplanar gas inflow or by the independent

evolution of annuli within the disk. The main findings

are summarized below:

(1) The metallicity gradient on the disk strongly cor-

relates with the local gas-phase metallicity for star-

forming galaxies at a given stellar mass. Specifically,

∇ log(O/H) is steeper and more negative for metal-

poorer disks (Figure 2). This trend supports the sce-

nario of coplanar gas inflow, where gas is progressively

enriched by in situ star formation as it flows inward

through the disk.

(2) The radial gradient of stellar mass surface density

shows a fairly weak correlation with ∇ log(O/H) (Figure

3). This weak correlation suggests that gas inflow, star

formation, and metal enrichment interact in a coupled

manner within each annulus of the disk, rather than

evolving independently.

(3) Competing effects of coplanar gas inflow and lo-

cal gas turbulence (indicated by σgas/Re) on the disk

can well describe the metallicity gradient (Figure 4).

The primary role of ∆ log(O/H) in shaping ∇ log(O/H)

is confirmed by the feature importance in the Random

Forest model (Figure 5).

Our results serve as indirect observational imprints

for gas inflow and support the dominating role of copla-

nar gas inflow in driving disk evolution. However, the

dominance of coplanar inflow may not extend to high-

redshift galaxies. High-redshift galaxies often exhibit

irregular morphologies and lack azimuthally symmet-

ric chemical distributions due to frequent mergers and

asymmetric infall of low-mass gas (e.g., Bellardini et al.

2021). Such conditions make traditional radial gradi-

ents less effective for quantifying metal distributions.

Furthermore, high-redshift galaxies are subject to more

frequent mergers and elevated turbulence driven by in-

tense star formation, which may hinder the formation

of well-defined disk structures observed in the local Uni-

verse (e.g., Rodriguez-Gomez et al. 2015; Wisnioski et al.

2015). Additionally, small-scale structures, such as spi-

ral arms and bars, could introduce significant variations

in radial metallicity profiles.

Even though, recent observations enabled by the

James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) have revealed

flatter metallicity gradients at high redshift. These find-

ings, derived from rest-frame optical emission lines, sug-

gest that elevated gas velocity dispersion and enhanced

turbulence may play a dominant role in shaping metal-

licity distributions at early epochs (e.g., Wang et al.

2020, 2022; Rodŕıguez Del Pino et al. 2024; Venturi

et al. 2024; Ju et al. 2024). Future studies should focus

on developing alternative tracers for spatially resolved

metallicity to complement simulation predictions (e.g.,

Hemler et al. 2021; Tissera et al. 2022; Sun et al. 2024)

and facilitate meaningful comparisons with high-redshift

observations. This approach may open new parameter

spaces for understanding and testing disk formation at

early cosmic times.
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APPENDIX

A. LINEAR COMBINATION OF METALLICITY EXCESS AND LOCAL GAS TURBULENCE

To further quantify the combined effect of local gas turbulence and coplanar inflow in shaping metallicity gradients,

we introduce a new parameter, µα, defined as a linear combination of local gas turbulence and metallicity excess:

µα = log(σgas/Re)+α(∆ log(O/H)), where α is a free parameter. The optimal value of α minimizes the scatter in the

median metallicity gradient relative to this parameter. We find that α ∼ 2.69 achieves the minimum dispersion. The

relationship between the metallicity gradient and µα is shown in Figure 6, where the improved correlation highlights

the combined influence of local gas turbulence and metallicity excess on the metallicity gradient.

1 0 1 2 3 4
log( gas/Re)+ log (O/H)

0.4

0.3
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0.0

0.1

0.2

log
(O

/H
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1 e

= 2.6918
= 0.0883
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Figure 6. Metallicity gradient on the disk as a function of the linear combination of local turbulence and metallicity excess
at the effective radius. Each dot represents an individual galaxy in our sample, with α ∼ 2.69 minimizing the residual scatter
(σ ∼ 0.088) of the relation. The blue curve indicates the median values with shaded area as uncertainties and the red curve
represents the 2nd polynomial fit of the data.

B. ALTERNATIVE COMBINATIONS OF PHYSICAL PROPERTIES IN PREDICTING METALLICITY

GRADIENT

Similar to the analysis in Ma et al. (2024), we quantify the combined effect in determining the metallicity gradient

considering alternative combinations of physical properties in predicting metallicity gradient. As shown in Figure 7,

the scatter in Figure A (∆ log (O/H), log(σgas/Re)) is lower than that observed for the combinations of (M∗, Re) or

(M∗, SFR), and is comparable to or slightly lower than the combinations of (∆ log (O/H), σgas) or (∆ log (O/H), Re).

This result underscores the important roles of ∆ log (O/H) and log(σgas/Re) in shaping metallicity gradient, consistent

with our Random Forest analysis. Note that although the scatter drops slightly from combinations of (∆ log (O/H),

σgas) or (∆ log (O/H), Re) to (∆ log (O/H), log(σgas/Re)), we still consider σgas/Re as an important feature because

it integrates both the degree of turbulence and the size scale, providing richer physical significance. For instance, the

same level of turbulence distributed over a large scale would be diluted, whereas the same turbulence concentrated on

a small scale could have a more significant impact on star formation and gas flows. As illustrated in Figure 8, σgas/Re

exhibits a significantly tighter with metallicity gradients compared to σgas alone. This trend further underscores the

importance of σgas/Re as a parameter of interest. Additionally, the unit of σgas/Re is the reciprocal of time, which

can be compared to the star formation timescale or gas depletion timescale. We plan to explore these connections in

future work.



12

(M * ) (M * , SFR) (M * , Re) ( log (O/H), gas) ( log (O/H), Re) ( log (O/H), gas/Re)0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1.0

/
M

*
N2S2H
Scal
N2O2

Figure 7. The residual scatters to the fitting curves of metallicity gradient versus µα = Y + α(X) with various combinations
of physical parameters X and Y (Y , X in logarithmic scale) labeled on the x-axis. The residual scatters are normalized to
σM∗ (X = 0, Y = log(M∗/M⊙)). Different colors indicate the curves for three different gas-phase metallicity estimators or
calibrations.
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Figure 8. Metallicity gradient as functions of σgas/Re and σgas. The left and right panels show the scatter plot and corresponding
smooth results, respectively. The dots and colors are similar to the top panels of Figure 2. The color gradients, indicated by
arrows, represent the directions of increasing ∇ log (O/H).

C. FEATURE IMPORTANCE FROM OTHER METALLICITY CALIBRATIONS

Similar to Figure 5, we test two alternative common-used metallicity indicators to calculate both metallicity gradients

and metallicity values and plot the feature importance in regressing metallicity gradient. As shown in Figure 9, results

based on S-calibration (Scal, Pilyugin & Grebel 2016, left panel) and N2O2 diagnostic (Dopita et al. 2013; Zhang

et al. 2017, right panel) consistently reveal that metallicity excess and local gas turbulence are two primary quantities

in shaping ∇ log (O/H). These results align with the hypothesis that coplanar gas inflow dominates the disk evolution

in star-forming galaxies.
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