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ABSTRACT

Studies using photometric and spectroscopic data have suggested the emergence of characteristic physical mass scales, such as the
so-called golden mass, corresponding to a virial mass of approximately 1012 M⊙ and a stellar mass of approximately 5 × 1010 M⊙.
This mass scale marks a bend in the halo-to-stellar mass relation, indicating a maximum in star formation efficiency, where galaxies
are minimally affected by processes like supernovae (SN) and Active Galactic Nuclei (AGN) feedback. We use camels cosmological
simulations within a volume equal to (50 h−1 Mpc)3, based on the IllustrisTNG subgrid, to study the origin of this mass scale and
whether it persists when varying feedback from SN and AGN, as well as the cosmological parameters Ωm and σ8, across cosmic time.
We focus on the correlation between the total-to-stellar mass within the half-mass radius and stellar mass, which follows an inverted
bell-shaped trend, with a minimum at the golden mass. The cosmological parameters affect the normalization of the scaling relation
but not the emergence of the golden mass. SN feedback processes impact both the normalization and the emergence of the golden
stellar mass, which shifts to lower mass for high values of wind velocity and energy. We examine eight AGN feedback parameters
and find that most influence the emergence of the golden mass, altering the correlation slope at high mass: the black hole radiative
efficiency, i.e. the fraction of the accretion rest mass released in the accretion process, is the most impactful, followed by the black
hole feedback factor (normalization factor for the energy in the AGN feedback) and quasar threshold (i.e. the Eddington ratio). When
the sample is investigated in terms of galaxy types, ETGs preserve the inverted bell-shaped trend, while LTGs have monotonically
decreasing DM fractions with mass, with mild indication of an inversion only at low redshift, confirming some recent results from
observations. When connecting with global quantities, we see that stellar fraction (and consequently the star formation efficiency)
show a bell-shaped trend peaking at the golden mass, with behaviours that mirror the central quantities. When galaxy types are
considered, the golden mass in ETGs vanishes, and a peak at lower mass is seen, while LTGs mirror the behaviour in the central
quantity, with mild indication of a maximum in the stellar fraction only at low redshift. Overall, we find that the emergence of the
golden mass is driven by the SN- and AGN-related feedback and appears earlier in cosmic time for stronger-feedback simulations,
which faster quench star formation in the most massive galaxies.

Key words. Galaxies: formation, Galaxies: evolution, dark matter, Methods: numerical

1. Introduction

Research using spectroscopic and photometric data have led to
the characterization of scaling relations among various galaxy
parameters, including stellar populations (age, metallicity, lu-
minosity, stellar mass, IMF slope), structural properties (such
as galaxy size and light profile), and total mass and dark mat-
ter (DM) distribution (DM fraction, mass density slope). Under-
standing the origins of these scaling relations, the physical pro-
cesses shaping them and their role in galaxy evolution across a
vast range of masses and cosmic time is central to modern stud-

⋆ E-mail: crescenzo.tortora@inaf.it

ies of galaxy evolution (e.g., Courteau et al. 2014; D’Onofrio
et al. 2021).

There is growing evidence that a critical stellar mass scale
exists around ∼ 5×1010 M⊙, corresponding to ∼ 1012 M⊙ in virial
mass (e.g. Dekel & Birnboim 2006). This mass scale appears as
transitions, breaks, or extrema in the trends of various scaling
relations. Given the power-law nature of the DM power spec-
trum from simulations (Widrow et al. 2009), there is no reason
to consider any particular mass scale as special. In contrast, the
stellar mass function follows a Schechter form. As a result, near
the break of the stellar mass function, star formation efficiency
reaches its peak, whereas at both higher and lower mass scales,
feedback mechanisms reduce this efficiency. Thus, any charac-
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teristic mass scale is likely tied to baryonic processes rather than
DM dynamics.

This characteristic mass, often referred to as the "golden
mass" (or "transition mass" or "bimodality mass"), is observed
in several contexts, including the trends of total mass-to-light
ratio and star formation efficiency with galaxy mass when con-
sidering all galaxies (e.g., Benson et al. 2000; Marinoni & Hud-
son 2002; van den Bosch et al. 2007; Conroy & Wechsler 2009;
Moster et al. 2010; Girelli et al. 2020). Differences, however,
emerge when different galaxy types are considered (e.g., Dutton
et al. 2010; More et al. 2011; Wojtak & Mamon 2013; Posti et al.
2018; Correa & Schaye 2020). The golden mass also manifests
in the half-light dynamical M/L and DM fraction (Wolf et al.
2010; Toloba et al. 2011; Cappellari et al. 2013; Tortora et al.
2016, 2019; Lovell et al. 2018; Busillo et al. 2023), in the gra-
dients of dynamical M/L profiles across several effective radii
(Napolitano et al. 2005), and in the total mass density slope of
galaxies (Tortora et al. 2019). Historically, this mass scale has
also emerged from structural analyses, such as the correlation
between effective surface brightness and effective radius (Capac-
cioli et al. 1992, Tully & Verheijen 1997, Kormendy et al. 2009)
and size-mass relations (Shen et al. 2003; Hyde & Bernardi
2009; Tortora et al. 2009), as well as in trends of optical color,
metallicity, and stellar M/L gradients (Kuntschner et al. 2010;
Spolaor et al. 2010; Tortora et al. 2010, 2011). This extensive
body of empirical evidence consistently converges on a value
for the golden stellar mass around 3 - 5 × 1010 M⊙.

If this is indeed a fundamental mass scale in galaxy forma-
tion and evolution, it is plausible that the physical processes
driving galaxy evolution also change when crossing this mass
threshold. One well-studied scaling relation involves total virial
mass and stellar mass, which can be translated into a relation be-
tween the stellar fraction (the ratio of stellar to virial mass) and
stellar or virial mass (e.g. Moster et al. 2010). When the stel-
lar fraction is normalized by the cosmological baryon fraction,
the star formation efficiency is defined. The bending observed
in the virial-to-stellar mass relation translates into a peak in the
correlation between stellar fraction (or star formation efficiency)
and mass at the golden mass. Analyzing the correlation between
stellar fraction or star formation efficiency with mass can provide
insights into the role of various galactic processes, for example
SN and AGN feedback, which are believed to dominate at low
and high masses, respectively. At the golden mass, supernova-
driven winds and AGN feedback become less effective at deplet-
ing the galaxy’s gas supply and quenching star formation (e.g.,
Dekel & Birnboim 2006; Moster et al. 2010). Moreover, Dekel
& Birnboim (2006) have proposed that the primary driver of the
bimodality in galaxy properties is the transition from cold gas
inflows to virial shock heating at a critical virial mass scale of
∼ 1012 M⊙, in conjunction with feedback processes and gravita-
tional clustering.

However, tensions arise when considering different galaxy
types. A bending in the trend of star formation efficiency with
mass is not seen in recent analyses of rotation curves of star-
forming galaxies, pointing to larger star formation efficiencies
of late-type systems when compared to early-types of similar
mass above the golden mass (Posti et al. 2018). Building stellar-
to-halo mass relations through statistical approaches that com-
bine various semi-empirical methods of galaxy–halo connection,
Rodríguez-Puebla et al. (2015) found a segregation in color for
central galaxies, with bluer galaxies having a larger stellar frac-
tion than red galaxies at fixed virial mass. Using SDSS data with
visual classifications, Correa & Schaye (2020) found that disks
have stellar masses (and hence star formation efficiencies) that

are larger or equal to those of ellipticals at virial masses below
1013 M⊙, and less massive at larger virial masses; EAGLE simu-
lations also indicate that disks are more massive than ellipticals
at fixed virial mass. In contrast to Posti et al. (2018), both studies
observed the golden mass in both galaxy types. When the same
quantities are calculated in the central galactic regions and trans-
formed into a DM fraction within the half-light radius, early-type
galaxies (ETGs) exhibit a bell-shaped trend (Tortora et al. 2016,
2019). Using the same data as in Posti et al. (2018), Tortora et al.
(2019) only found some mild evidence of a bending in such scal-
ing relations for late-type galaxies (LTGs).

Understanding the nature of the golden mass is therefore a
central question to unravelling the physical processes governing
galaxy formation. Despite progress, the physics underlying these
scaling relations remains unclear, leaving key questions: What
processes shape the observed scaling relations, and to what ex-
tent? Why does the golden mass emerge, and how does it mani-
fest? How do these relations and the golden mass vary with cos-
mic time and galaxy types? These questions can be addressed by
exploring the predictions of cosmological simulations and com-
paring them with observations (e.g. Mukherjee et al. 2018, 2021,
2022; Busillo et al. 2023).

We began exploring these issues in the first two papers of
the "Cosmological and AStrophysical parameters from Cosmo-
logical simulations and Observations" (CASCO) series, using
camels simulations within a volume of (25 h−1 Mpc)3, one of
the most advanced suites of cosmological simulations, which al-
lows for variation in cosmological parameter values and, most
relevantly for this paper, the strength of SN and AGN feed-
back (Villaescusa-Navarro et al. 2021, 2022; Ni et al. 2023).
By identifying the best simulations that reproduce different ob-
served scaling relations among central DM mass and fraction,
total virial mass, and half-mass radius versus stellar mass for dif-
ferent data samples (for both ETGs and LTGs) in Busillo et al.
(2023, Paper I hereafter) and Busillo et al. (2024, Paper II here-
after), we have constrained cosmological and astrophysical pa-
rameters.

In this third paper of the CASCO series, we address the
aforementioned open questions from a theoretical point of view,
focusing on the origin of the golden mass, using the latest camels
simulations, which improve the galaxy count statistics by in-
creasing the simulation volume eightfold to (50 h−1 Mpc)3. We
examine the scaling relations between the total-to-stellar mass
ratio within the half-mass radius and stellar mass, as well as the
correlation between half-mass radius and stellar mass, and total
stellar mass fraction and stellar mass, as a function of redshift
to decipher the impact of SN and AGN feedback. The quantifi-
cation of the golden mass value is based exclusively on simula-
tions, with the goal of assessing the influence of cosmological
parameters and SN/AGN feedback. Comparisons with observa-
tional data are discussed in our previous publications (Papers I
and II) and will be further addressed in future works.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present
the simulations. Results on the effect of astrophysical and cos-
mological parameters on the scaling relations and the golden
mass are discussed in Section 3, and a summary of the results
with future prospects is provided in Section 4.

2. Data

Following Papers I and II, we use the simulated galaxy data com-
ing from camels, a suite of cosmological simulations, originally
within a cosmological volume of (25 h−1 Mpc)3 (Villaescusa-
Navarro et al. 2021, 2022; Ni et al. 2023). In this paper, we also

Article number, page 2 of 11



C. Tortora: CASCO-III

Table 1. List of free parameters of camels simulations used in this paper. See more details in Ni et al. (2023).

Parameter Description
Ωm cosmological mass density parameter
σ8 rms of the z = 0 linear overdensity in spheres of radius 8 h−1 Mpc

ASN1 normalization factor for the energy in galactic winds per unit star formation
ASN2 normalization factor for the galactic wind speed

AAGN1 radio feedback factor, i.e., normalization factor for the energy in AGN feedback, per unit accretion rate
AAGN2 radio feedback reiorientation factor, i.e., normalization factor for the frequency of AGN feedback energy release events
BHaccr BH accretion factor, i.e., normalization factor for the Bondi rate for the accretion onto BHs
BHEdd BH Eddington factor, i.e., normalization factor for the limiting Eddington rate for the accretion onto BHs
BHFF BH feedback factor, i.e., normalization factor for the energy in AGN feedback, per unit accretion rate
BHRE BH radiative efficiency, i.e., the fraction of the accretion rest mass that is released in the accretion process

QT Quasar threshold, i.e., the Eddington ratio, that serves as the threshold between the low-accretion and high-accretion states of AGN feedback
QTP Quasar threshold power, i.e., the power-law index of the scaling relation of the low- to high-accretion state threshold with BH mass

Table 2. Values of the ’1P’ simulation parameters listed in Table 1.

Parameter Variations
n2 n1 fiducial p1 p2

Ωm 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
σ8 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

ASN1 0.9 1.8 3.6 7.2 14.4
ASN2 3.7 5.2 7.4 10.5 14.8

AAGN1 0.25 0.5 1 2 4
AAGN2 10 14.1 20 28.3 40
BHaccr 0.25 0.5 1 2 4
BHEdd 0.1 0.32 1 3.2 10
BHFF 0.025 0.05 0.1 0.2 0.4
BHRE 0.05 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.8

QT 6.33 × 10−5 3.6 × 10−4 0.002 0.011 0.063
QTP 0 1 2 3 4

1 The parameter values are labeled as n2, n1, fiducial, p1, and p2, rang-
ing from the lowest to the highest. In the figures, for the astrophysical
parameters, values are normalized relative to the fiducial simulation.
1 Each row in the table corresponds to a 1P simulation set, where the
parameter in the first column is varied while the others remain fixed.

use a new suite of simulations, where the Universe volume is in-
creased by eight times to (50 h−1 Mpc)3. The specific details of
the simulations, other than the volume, are already described in
detail in Paper I and II. Each simulation has the following cos-
mological parameter values fixed: Ωb = 0.049, ns = 0.9624 and
h = 0.6711. We will limit to the camels simulations based on the
IllustrisTNG subgrid physics. The masses and radii of the galax-
ies investigated in this paper significantly exceed particle mass
resolutions and softening length, respectively.

The fiducial camels simulation uses the same parameters of
IllustrisTNG, which is calibrated to observations. These calibra-
tions have been performed by using the galaxy stellar mass func-
tion, the stellar-to-halo mass relation, the total gas mass content
within the virial radius r500 of massive groups, the stellar size -
stellar mass and the black hole (BH) mass - galaxy mass rela-
tions, all at z = 0, and, finally, the functional shape of the cosmic
star formation rate density for z ≲ 10 (Pillepich et al. 2018).

With respect to the original camels suites, which allowed for
the variation of only six parameters, the updated set of simula-
tions allows us to explore the role of 28 astrophysical and cos-
mological parameters in total. In particular, we vary the two cos-
mological parameters (Ωm, σ8), the originally implemented SN-
and AGN-feedback parameters (ASN1, ASN2, AAGN1, and AAGN2)
and six more parameters regulating AGN feedback. In particular,
ASN1 and ASN2 are related to the SN feedback mechanisms, wind
energy and velocity, respectively. Instead, AAGN1 and AAGN2 are
the normalization factors of energy and frequency of AGN feed-
back (Villaescusa-Navarro et al. 2021). However, previous pa-

pers have demonstrated that AAGN1 and AAGN2 have no effect on
scaling relations (see for example Papers I and II), and therefore
we only investigate the impact of the six other AGN feedback
parameters, which have been implemented in the latest camels
release. The complete list of parameters we will consider in this
paper are listed in Table 1. We use the so called ’1P’ simulations,
where we can vary one of the parameters at a time, holding the
rest of the parameters constant (e.g., Villaescusa-Navarro et al.
2021). The values of the simulation parameters varied in each
’1P’ simulation set (including the fiducial simulation ones) are
listed in Table 2. In the rest of the paper, astrophysical parame-
ter values are normalized to the parameter value of the fiducial
simulation, which corresponds to the unit value in our figures.

Differently from our previous papers, where we analyzed
different scaling relations, comparing simulations with observa-
tions, in the present paper we will only use the simulations and
mostly the scaling relation Mtot,1/2/M⋆,1/2 vs M⋆ (or Mtot), where
Mtot,1/2 and M⋆,1/2 are the 3D total (including DM, stars and gas)
and stellar mass calculated within the 3D stellar half-mass ra-
dius, respectively, M⋆ is the total stellar mass 1, and Mtot is the
total (virial) mass. For completeness, and for connecting the cen-
tral galaxy regions to the whole galaxy, we also investigate the
correlation between the total stellar fraction M⋆/Mtot and stellar
mass. We explore how these scaling relations are varying as a
function of redshift, using simulations at the following redshift
slices: 0, 0.5, 1.0, 1.5 and 2.

Similarly to the previous work, we performed a filtering of
the subhalos detected by subfind. We considered only subhalos
that have R⋆,1/2 > ϵmin, N⋆,1/2 > 50 and fDM(< R⋆,1/2) ≡ 1 −
M⋆,1/2/Mtot,1/2 > 0, where ϵmin = 2 ckpc is the gravitational
softening length of the IllustrisTNG suite. The selection criteria
on R⋆,1/2 and N⋆,1/2 prevent strong resolution biases.

Similarly to Paper I and II, we follow Bisigello et al.
(2020) for the selection of ETGs and LTGs via specific SFR
(sSFR := SFR/M⋆), choosing for the ETGs only subhalos hav-
ing log10(sSFR/yr−1) < −10.5, and the opposite for LTGs. We
have verified that varying the sSFR threshold by ±0.5 dex does
not affect our results (see Paper I).

The key observables from the simulations used in this paper
are listed in Table 3.

3. The golden mass

Using the same parameters of the reference IllustrisTNG, cali-
brated, among other factors, to the observed z = 0 size-stellar

1 We limit the analysis to a Chabrier (2003) IMF, deferring the investi-
gation of the IMF’s impact on stellar mass and DM fraction to a future
paper (see more on the IMF in Tortora et al. 2009, 2013).
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Table 3. Observables used in the paper.

Observable Description
R⋆,1/2 half-mass radius

M⋆ stellar mass
Mtot total mass

Mtot,1/2 total mass within R⋆,1/2
M⋆,1/2 stellar mass within R⋆,1/2
N⋆,1/2 number of particles within R⋆,1/2
SFR current star formation rate

mass and halo-to-stellar mass relations, the fiducial camels sim-
ulation reveals a bending in the simulated size-stellar mass and
halo-to-stellar mass relations around a mass of approximately
5 × 1010 M⊙ (see also Paper I and II). This mass scale is trans-
ferred, for example, into the correlation among Mtot,1/2/M⋆,1/2
and M⋆ and any other related scaling relation. Therefore this
feature and the specific shape of these observed scaling relations
are naturally and by construction introduced during the calibra-
tion of the reference simulation. However, since this calibration
is not transferred to the other simulations with varied parameters,
the scaling relations are no longer primarily influenced by the
initial calibration. While the calibration process prevents a fully
agnostic analysis of the emergence of the golden mass scale, it
firmly enables us to assess the impact of cosmology and astro-
physical processes on the shape of the scaling relations, as well
as the emergence and value of the golden mass over cosmic time.

One significant limitation of the camels simulations is the
relatively small cosmological volume, which restricts the num-
ber of massive objects, especially in the mass range where
the golden mass is expected to appear. However, compared to
the original camels simulations, which simulate a volume of
(25 h−1 Mpc)3, the current suite increases the volume, result-
ing in a galaxy count eight times larger. This increase in sam-
ple size is particularly important in the high-mass range (M⋆ >
5 × 1010 M⊙), where galaxies are less abundant, as it facilitates
the determination of the golden mass.

To estimate the golden mass as a function of the simulation
parameters, for each simulation we fit a parabola to the simula-
tion data in the vicinity of the minimum in the scaling relation.
The results for the z = 0 snapshot are summarized in Table 4.
The typical uncertainty in the (log) golden mass is approximately
0.1 − 0.2 dex.

3.1. Golden stellar mass

We investigate the impact of the twelve simulation parameters
listed in Table 1 on the Mtot,1/2/M⋆,1/2–M⋆ scaling relation in
Figs. 1, 2 and 3. Following the results presented in Paper II, for
most of the simulations a bell-shaped curve, with a minimum at
the golden stellar mass, is observed. In particular, for the refer-
ence simulation, it takes the value of ∼ 5 × 1010 M⊙. This result
confirms what has been found combining observations for dwarf
and giant ETGs and LTGs (Tortora et al. 2016, 2019) and not
surprisingly results from Illustris TNG (Lovell et al. 2018).

3.1.1. Cosmological parameters

In Fig. 1, where only the cosmological parameters are varied,
and the rest of parameters are fixed to the values of the fiducial
simulations, we show that the impact of Ωm on the scaling rela-
tion is more significant than that of σ8 (reconfirming the findings
reported in Papers I and II). Higher values of both parameters re-

Table 4. Golden mass estimates in log M⋆/M⊙, at z = 0. The uncer-
tainty on the estimated values is ∼ 0.1 − 0.2 dex.

Parameter Variations Trend
n2 n1 fiducial p1 p2

Ωm 10.8 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.8 ≈

σ8 10.6 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.8 ≈

ASN1 10.8 10.8 10.7 10.6 10.5 ↓

ASN2 11.1 10.9 10.7 10.6 10.5 ↓↓

AAGN1 10.8 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7 ≈

AAGN2 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7 10.7 ≈

BHaccr - 10.9 10.7 10.6 10.7 ↓

BHEdd - - 10.7 10.7 10.7 ≈

BHFF 10.6 10.5 10.7 10.9 11.1 ↑↑

BHRE 10.3 10.5 10.7 11.1 - ↑↑↑

QT 11.1 10.9 10.7 10.6 10.5 ↓↓

QTP - 10.9 10.7 10.6 10.6 ↓
1 The parameter values corresponding to n2, n1, fiducial, p1, and
p2, are listed in Table 2.
2 The direction of the trend is shown in the last column, using the
following symbols: ≈ indicates no statistically significant trend,
↓ and ↑ represent negative and positive correlations, respectively,
while double or triple arrows denote stronger correlations.

sult in galaxies with greater DM content, although their impact
on the golden mass appears negligible. We observe only a very
mild flattening at the high-mass end for the largest σ8 values. In
general, we observe that the minimum in the scaling relation be-
gins to emerge between z = 1.5 and z = 1, becoming definitively
established around z = 0.5.

3.1.2. SN feedback parameters

In Fig. 2 we show the impact of SN feedback, by limiting the
analysis to the two parameters ASN1 and ASN2, which determine
the amplitude of the SN wind energy per unit star formation rate
and the wind velocity, respectively. These are among the most
influential parameters.

Consistent with findings in Papers I and II, we confirm that
the SN energy per unit SFR parameter (ASN1) is one of the most
significant astrophysical parameters affecting our scaling rela-
tion (Paper I). Specifically, stronger wind energy corresponds to
higher values of Mtot,1/2/M⋆,1/2 at a fixed stellar mass. We can
now also quantify the effect on the golden mass scale and the
steepness of the scaling relation at masses below and above this
scale. Notably, for low wind energy values, the bending is mild,
and the golden mass becomes more pronounced as this parame-
ter increases, becoming particularly well-defined for very strong
wind energy. While the slope of the correlation at masses be-
low the golden mass remains almost constant, the correlation for
massive galaxies — dominated by ETGs — becomes increas-
ingly steeper as a function of wind energy. In the simulation with
the strongest wind energy (ASN1 = 4), the minimum—and thus
the golden mass—occurs at z ∼ 1.5. In contrast, simulations with
weaker wind energy show that the minimum occurs at lower red-
shifts, with most models only revealing it at z ∼ 0. In particular,
at z = 0, we observe a decrease in the golden mass as ASN1 in-
creases, dropping from 7 × 1010 M⊙ to 3 × 1010 M⊙.

The impact of the wind velocity amplitude, ASN2, is more
complex. At a fixed mass, as discussed in Paper II, the trend
at high mass is similar to that of ASN1, with larger values corre-
sponding to higher DM content. However, the trend is reversed at
lower masses, where LTGs dominate. Regarding the emergence
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Fig. 1. The ratio Mtot,1/2/M⋆,1/2 is plotted against M⋆ for camels simulations, with each row showing variations in the cosmological parameters
Ωm and σ8. The green lines represent the reference camels simulation. To examine the evolution across redshift, simulation snapshots at z = 0,
z = 0.5, z = 1, z = 1.5 and z = 2 are displayed from left to right. Medians in stellar mass bins are shown.
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Fig. 2. The ratio Mtot,1/2/M⋆,1/2 is plotted against M⋆ for camels simulations, with each row showing variations in the SN-related parameters ASN1
and ASN2. The green lines represent the reference camels simulation. To examine the evolution across redshift, simulation snapshots at z = 0,
z = 0.5, z = 1, z = 1.5 and z = 2 are displayed from left to right. Medians in stellar mass bins are shown.

of the golden mass, similar to ASN1, the bending in the scaling
relation is almost absent for the lowest wind velocity values,
with the golden mass appearing at around 1011 M⊙. The bend-
ing becomes stronger with increasing wind velocity. A stronger
decrease in the golden mass value is observed with increasing
ASN2, ranging from approximately 1011 to ∼ 3 × 1010 M⊙ for
the extreme values of the parameter. When studying the correla-
tions as a function of redshift, we find that a bend in the model
with the highest wind velocity (ASN2 = 2) is already present at
z = 2, but the minimum in the relation only emerges at z = 1. In
most models with lower ASN2 values, the golden mass appears at
z ∼< 0.5.

3.1.3. AGN feedback parameters

The impact of eight parameters which regulate the AGN feed-
back in camels simulations are finally investigated in Fig. 3.

As noted in our previous papers (see also Villaescusa-
Navarro et al. 2022 and Chawak et al. 2023), the normalization
factors for the energy and the frequency of events, i.e. AAGN1
and AAGN2, have a negligible effect on scaling relations, which

we confirm for both the normalization of these relations and their
impact on the golden mass scale. We only observe a minor effect
on the slope of the trend in massive galaxies varying AAGN1 at
z < 0.5.

In contrast, the impact of other AGN feedback parameters on
the scaling relation is more significant, as it is expected to happen
in the most massive galaxies, hosting super-massive BHs.

Larger values of the BH accretion factor BHaccr, BH Ed-
dington factor BHEdd, quasar threshold QT, and quasar thresh-
old power QTP result in higher DM fractions at larger masses
and introduce a bend in the scaling relation. For most of these
parameters, and in simulations with their highest values, the
golden mass is established around z ∼ 1. For lower values of
these parameters, the golden mass emerges at later redshifts.
For BH accretion factor, quasar threshold, and quasar thresh-
old power, larger golden mass values correspond to smaller pa-
rameter values. Focusing on the z = 0 snapshot, smaller val-
ues of BHaccr, i.e. smaller values for the normalization factor of
the Bondi rate, push the golden mass to ∼ 1011 M⊙, while it re-
mains nearly stable for values greater than or equal to the fidu-
cial. For BHEdd, models that show a clear minimum are those
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Fig. 3. The ratio Mtot,1/2/M⋆,1/2 is plotted against M⋆, with each row showing variations in the AGN-related simulation parameters: AAGN1, AAGN2,
BHaccr, BHEdd, BHFF, BHRE, QT, and QTP from top to bottom. The green lines represent the reference camels simulation. To examine the evolution
across redshift, simulation snapshots at z = 0, z = 0.5, z = 1, z = 1.5 and z = 2 are displayed from left to right. Medians in stellar mass bins are
shown.

with values ≥ the fiducial, above which the golden mass stabi-
lizes; therefore the normalization factor for the limiting Edding-
ton rate is not impacting the golden mass value. QT regulates the
threshold between the AGN feedback low- and high- accretion
states, and is one of the parameters with the greatest impact on

the golden mass, reducing it from 1011 M⊙ in the weaker models
to 3 × 1010 M⊙ in the strongest models. Finally, the power-law
index of the scaling relation of the low- to high-accretion state
threshold with BH mass, i.e., the quasar threshold power (QTP),
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Fig. 4. The half-mass radius, R∗,1/2 is plotted against M⋆, with rows showing variations in the two SN-related parameters ASN1 and ASN2 and two
AGN parameters BHRE and QT. The green lines represent the reference camels simulation. Simulation snapshots at z = 0, z = 0.5, z = 1, z = 1.5
and z = 2 are displayed from left to right. Medians in virial mass bins are shown.

shows a bending trend starting from QTP = 0.5, with the golden
mass and trends saturating for values ≥ the fiducial simulation.

The opposite trend is observed for the BH feedback factor
BHFF, i.e. the normalization factor for the energy in AGN feed-
back, and the BH radiative efficiency BHRE, corresponding to the
fraction of accretion rest mass released in the accretion process.
In these cases, larger parameter values correspond to smaller DM
fractions compared to lower values. For the smallest values of
BHRE, the golden mass is already established at z ∼ 2, while for
larger values, it never appears. Regarding the BH feedback fac-
tor, the golden mass emerges across all models at z < 1. For both
parameters, larger golden mass values correspond to larger pa-
rameter values. At z = 0, although the BH feedback factor BHFF
has a greater impact on DM normalization, the golden mass satu-
rates at the lower end of the parameter range, increasing beyond
the fiducial model up to ∼ 1011 M⊙ for the highest parameter val-
ues. Finally, the fraction of accretion rest mass that is released in
the accretion process proves to be the most influential param-
eter. Indeed, for the weakest values of BHRE, the golden mass
is approximately 2 × 1010 M⊙, whereas for the largest values, it
exceeds 1011 M⊙.

3.1.4. The connection with the size-mass relation

We have seen that the golden mass is well defined and appears
in earlier cosmic times in simulations with a stronger AGN and
SN feedback, depending on the specific value of the parameters.

These effect can also explained by a more rapid (or slower) size-
mass evolution observed in these simulations.

By definition, the ratio Mtot,1/2/M⋆,1/2 depends on R1/2, with
larger DM fractions corresponding to larger R1/2 values (e.g.,
Napolitano et al. 2010). We therefore, as an example, present
this correlation in terms of ASN1, ASN2, BHRE and QT in Fig. 4.
The golden mass also emerges within these trends, although not
as a minimum in the scaling relation, but as scale above which
the scaling relation turns upward. At masses below the golden
mass, the stellar half-mass radius remains nearly constant, while
at larger masses, it becomes positively correlated with mass (ex-
cept for the largest values of BHRE), consistent with the trends
observed in the data (see Papers I and II; e.g., Roy et al. 2018
and references therein). The trends with redshift indicate that
galaxy sizes at lower masses (where LTGs dominate) mildly de-
crease over cosmic time, while sizes at higher masses (predomi-
nantly ETGs) increase. For massive galaxies, the increase of the
size (and consequently of the central DM fraction) is faster for
models with stronger feedback (higher wind energy and veloc-
ity, smaller BHRE and higher QT), being the local size-mass re-
lation already settled at earlier redshifts. The trends observed in
relation to the SN-feedback parameters mirror those found for
the central DM fraction in Fig. 2, where larger wind energies
correspond to larger galaxy sizes. The characteristic bending as-
sociated with the golden mass is challenging to pinpoint, but it
appears to be relatively unaffected. Since Mtot,1/2/M⋆,1/2 is posi-
tively correlated with R1/2, the complex behavior noted in Fig. 2
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concerning ASN2 is also evident here: larger wind velocities lead
to larger sizes at high masses and smaller sizes at lower masses.
However, the impact of wind velocity on the golden mass seems
consistent with that seen in DM fraction, with the bending oc-
curring at smaller masses for higher wind velocities.

Interestingly, for both the correlations the golden mass is ab-
sent at z = 2 for any set of parameters, except for extreme values
of the AGN-feedback parameters. It first emerges at z ∼ 1 − 1.5
for high values of wind energy and velocity, and only at z = 0
for the lowest values of SN parameters. For extreme values of
some AGN feedback parameters it emerges at z ∼ 2, for other at
lower redshifts, in some cases it never appears. As an example,
it emerges at z = 1.5 − 2 only for the smallest values of BHRE,
and only at z = 0 for low values of BHaccr or QT and high values
of BHRE. This is suggesting a link to the quenching of galaxies.
In all cases where the golden mass is observed, it becomes more
consolidated over cosmic time. This emergence is also related to
the behavior of the most massive galaxies, which begin to show a
positive correlation between DM fraction and mass only between
z = 1 and z = 2. Stronger feedback halts star formation, creating
galaxies with smaller stellar masses and leading to a higher DM
fraction. Star formation quenching and mergers contribute to the
increase in size and DM fraction in the most massive galaxies
over cosmic time. A more systematic analysis of the size-mass
relation as a function of redshift, and the comparison with obser-
vations, are beyond the scope of this paper and will be analyzed
in future papers.

3.2. Galaxy type dependency

Different types of galaxies are influenced by different processes
and span different ranges of masses. Therefore, it is crucial to
investigate whether scaling relations differ between these galaxy
types. Figure 5 shows the relation between Mtot,1/2/M⋆,1/2 and
M⋆ for ETGs and LTGs.

It is not surprising that the scaling relation for masses larger
than the golden mass is predominantly driven by ETGs. This is
because the number density of star-forming galaxies decreases
significantly at ∼ 1010.5−11 M⊙. Additionally, due to our selection
criterion of constant sSFR with redshift, the number of ETGs at
z = 2 is notably low.

For any values of the parameters shown, the variation in cen-
tral DM fraction with redshift is weaker for LTGs compared to
ETGs. The stronger variation observed in ETGs is favoured by
their greater size evolution. Except for the z = 0 snapshot, at
fixed stellar mass, the DM fractions of LTGs are generally higher
than those of ETGs. The impact of SN feedback parameters re-
mains consistent when galaxy types are explicitly considered.
The trends observed for the entire sample at high masses apply
to ETGs, while some differences emerge at low masses and for
LTGs.

In LTGs, the decreasing trend with M⋆ of the DM frac-
tion is confirming the results obtained with data both at low-
and high-z (Tortora et al. 2019; Sharma et al. 2022). Although
the number density of LTGs approaches zero at high masses, a
slight change in slope and the emergence of the golden mass is
observed for extreme values of some parameters2. Some mild
evidence of bending was found in Tortora et al. (2019), us-
ing SPARC star forming galaxies with measured rotation curves
(Lelli et al. 2016), tending to exclude simulations with very ex-
treme values of SN- and AGN-feedback parameters. However,

2 In some panels, the same binning used across simulations obscures
the detection of this bending.

the presence of the bend found in observations contrasts with
findings in Posti et al. (2019), which, using the sample used in
Tortora et al. (2019), reported (relying on global quantities) no
bending in the relation between stellar fraction (of star formation
efficiency) and stellar mass in the most massive spirals.

To resolve this discrepancy or at least discover the possible
cause, it is important to examine the simulations’ predictions for
the total M⋆/Mtot, obtained including all particles in the subha-
los. The results are presented in Fig. 6.

We confirm the maximum in the relation when all galax-
ies are considered (e.g., Moster et al. 2010), which mirrors the
trends observed for central DM fraction as a function of stellar
mass (e.g., Fig. 2). The peak of this relation, or the golden mass,
increases with higher redshifts. In the highest redshift bin, we
observe a flattening at high masses. Models with higher wind
energy and velocity tend to have larger central DM fraction, and
lower global stellar fractions M⋆/Mtot, indicating lower star for-
mation efficiency. Similarly to Fig. 2, varying ASN2 influences
the golden mass, whereas ASN1 less. Similitude with Fig. 3 can
also be made by comparing the trends for AGN-feedback pa-
rameters shown in terms of scaling relation normalization and
variation in the golden mass value.

For LTGs alone, indications of a golden mass are observed
(although very weak), for example in models with high ASN1 and
QT values, which contradicts the findings of Posti et al. (2019).
The absence of bending in the Posti et al. (2018) results would
favour models with a weaker feedback. However, a larger vol-
ume would be beneficial to better sample the most massive end
of the mass function where LTGs are extremely rare.

An interesting result pertains to the ETG population. When
considering global quantities, the stellar fraction in our case,
no clear bending at the golden mass is observed. Instead, there
are mild indications of a peak at lower masses (∼ 109.5−10 M⊙),
which increases for larger (smaller) values of, for example,
BHRE (QT). This contrasts with the analysis of the central quan-
tities, where the golden mass clearly emerges for the whole sam-
ple and ETGs alone, driven by the bending observed in the size-
mass relation in both samples (Fig. 5). This may be attributed to
the fact that, on global scales, SN and AGN feedback have not
yet had sufficient time to take effect. However, in future analyses,
we will explore the origin of this result in greater detail.

4. Conclusions

In this paper, we investigated the emergence of the so-
called "golden" mass, by studying the scaling relation between
Mtot,1/2/M⋆,1/2, the ratio of total-to-stellar mass within the half-
mass radius (equivalent to a DM fraction), and stellar mass. We
utilized a new suite of camels simulations, which enhance pre-
vious simulations by increasing the volume to (50 h−1 Mpc)3, al-
lowing for a more detailed examination of the most massive end
of the galaxy mass function (Villaescusa-Navarro et al. 2021,
2022; Ni et al. 2023). These simulations enable us to analyze the
impact of various astrophysical and cosmological parameters, in-
cluding SN and AGN feedback strengths as well as Ωm and σ8,
across different redshifts. However, we note that larger volume
simulations would be beneficial to determine whether a golden
mass appears at masses greater than 1011 M⊙ at large redshifts.

For most astrophysical and cosmological parameter values
across various redshifts, the Mtot,1/2/M⋆,1/2–M⋆ relation fol-
lows an inverted bell-shaped curve, indicating the presence of a
"golden mass" at the minimum of the curve (Tortora et al. 2019).
However, at high redshifts, such as z = 2, this ratio decreases
with stellar mass, and no golden mass is observed.
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Fig. 5. The ratio Mtot,1/2/M⋆,1/2 is plotted against M⋆, with rows showing variations in the two SN-related parameters ASN1 and ASN2 and the two
AGN parameters BRE and QT. The green lines represent the reference camels simulation. Simulation snapshots at z = 0, z = 0.5, z = 1, z = 1.5
and z = 2 are displayed from left to right. The sample is divided in ETGs (solid lines) and LTGs (dashed lines). Medians in stellar mass bins are
shown.

Cosmological parameters primarily influence the normaliza-
tion of this scaling relation but do not affect the emergence of the
golden mass. The inverted bell-shaped trend becomes more pro-
nounced with higher values of supernova feedback energy (ASN1)
and wind velocity (ASN2), with the latter having a stronger im-
pact on the golden mass value. Our findings confirm that while
the normalization factors for AGN energy and event frequency
(AAGN1 and AAGN2) have only minor or negligible effects on the
scaling relations, other AGN feedback-related parameters imple-
mented in the camels simulations play a more significant role.
Specifically, larger values of the normalization factor for the
Bondi rate for the accretion onto BHs (BH accretion rate BHaccr),
the normalization factor for the limiting Eddington rate for the
accretion onto BHs (Eddington factor BHEdd), the Eddington ra-
tio, that serves as the threshold between the low-accretion and
high-accretion states of AGN feedback (quasar threshold QT),
and the power-law index of the scaling of the low- to high-
accretion state threshold with BH mass (quasar threshold power
QTP) increase DM fractions at high masses and induce a bend in
the scaling relation, while factors such as the normalization fac-
tor for the energy in AGN feedback, per unit accretion rate (BH
feedback factor BHFF) and the fraction of the accretion rest mass
that is released in the accretion process (BH radiative efficiency
BHRE) work in the opposite direction.

Summarizing, the fraction of the accretion rest mass that is
released in the accretion process is the most impacting parame-
ter on the golden mass value, followed by the normalization fac-

tor for the energy in AGN feedback, the threshold between the
low-accretion and high-accretion states of AGN feedback and
SN wind velocity, the rest of the parameters induce milder or
absent trends.

In ETGs, the inverted bell-shaped curve is clearly visible in
the Mtot,1/2/M⋆,1/2–M⋆ relation, while LTGs display a monoton-
ically decreasing trend with stellar mass across all redshifts, with
only mild indications of a turnover at very low redshifts. These
results align with observational findings (Tortora et al. 2016,
2019). In LTGs, DM fractions decrease over cosmic time, while
ETGs show a significant increase, particularly in the most mas-
sive systems, where size evolution contributes to the rise in cen-
tral DM fractions (e.g., Tortora et al. 2014, 2018). Models with
stronger SN and AGN feedback demonstrate faster evolution in
both size and DM fractions.

Regarding global quantities, LTGs, which dominate the scal-
ing relation below the golden mass, exhibit only marginal bend-
ing, which becomes more pronounced with stronger wind en-
ergy. ETGs dominate at higher masses but do not show a sharp
peak at the golden mass. Instead, they exhibit a mild peak
around 109.5−10 M⊙ (changing to larger values for extreme val-
ues of some AGN feedback parameters) and a decreasing trend
at higher masses, a pattern that warrants further observational
testing.

While there are some hints of bending in the central and
global properties of LTGs, larger-volume simulations are needed
to explore the massive end of the mass function and to further in-
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Fig. 6. The ratio M⋆/Mtot is plotted against M⋆, with rows showing variations in the two SN-related parameters ASN1 and ASN2 and two AGN
parameters BHRE and QT. The green lines represent the reference camels simulation. Simulation snapshots at z = 0, z = 0.5, z = 1, z = 1.5 and
z = 2 are displayed from left to right. The sample is divided in ETGs (solid lines) and LTGs (dashed lines). Thin lines are used for the median of
the full sample. Medians in stellar mass bins are shown.

vestigate the star formation efficiency in the most massive spiral
galaxies (Posti et al. 2018; Tortora et al. 2019).

In future papers, following the procedure in Paper I and II,
we will constrain these new simulations with such extended
list of simulation parameters with observations (star forming
galaxies: Tortora et al. 2019; passive galaxies: Tortora et al.
2012; Zhu et al. 2023), weighting the role of SN and AGN
feedback. Among the new data available, the Euclid mission’s
>100,000 strong lenses (Euclid Collaboration: Mellier et al.
2024; Acevedo Barroso et al. 2024), combined with weak lens-
ing signals from stacked lenses and spectroscopic follow-ups
(e.g. Collett et al. 2023), will provide precise data on central DM
and total virial mass across a broad mass range and up to z = 2,
allowing to constrain physical processes, and in particular AGN
feedback (e.g. Mukherjee et al. 2019), which is one of the most
dominant phenomena in very massive galaxies. Moreover, dis-
covering several systems with spiral galaxies as lenses will also
help address questions about the star formation efficiency of the
most massive spiral galaxies across cosmic time, constraining
the golden mass as a function of time and galaxy type.
Acknowledgements. C.T. and V.B. acknowledge the INAF grant 2022 LEMON.
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