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The critical role of dark matter halos in driving star formation
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ABSTRACT

Understanding the physical mechanisms that drive star formation is crucial for advancing our knowl-
edge of galaxy evolution. We explore the interrelationships between key galaxy properties associated
with star formation, with a particular focus on the impact of dark matter halos. Given the sensitivity
of atomic hydrogen (H1) to external processes, we concentrate exclusively on central spiral galaxies.
We find that the molecular-to-atomic gas mass ratio (My, /Mur) strongly depends on stellar mass and
specific star formation rate (sSFR). In the star formation efficiency (SFE)-sSFR plane, most galaxies
fall below the Hy fundamental formation relation (FFR), with SFEg; being consistently lower than
SFEy,. Using the improved halo masses derived by Zhao et al. (2025), for star-forming galaxies, both
SFEq1 and My, /My increase rapidly and monotonically with halo mass, indicating a higher efficiency
in converting HT to Hy in more massive halos. This trend ultimately leads to the unsustainable state
where SFEyy exceeds SFEy, at halo mass around 1012 Mg,. For halos with masses exceeding 1012 Mg,
galaxies predominantly experience quenching. We propose a plausible evolutionary scenario in which
the growth of halo mass regulates the conversion of HI to Hs, star formation, and the eventual quench-
ing of galaxies. The disk size, primarily regulated by the mass, spin and concentration of the dark
matter halo, also significantly influences H1 to Ho conversion and star formation. These findings un-
derscore the critical role of dark matter halos as a global regulator of galaxy-wide star formation, a
key factor that has been largely underappreciated in previous studies.

1. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the physical mechanisms that regulate
star formation is essential for deepening our compre-
hension of galaxy evolution. In the A cold dark matter
(ACDM) framework, galaxies reside within dark matter
(DM) halos, which provide the gravitational potential
wells for gas to cool and condense, ultimately leading to
the formation of stars (e.g., Zel’dovich 1970; Rees & Os-
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triker 1977; Silk 1977; White & Rees 1978; Navarro et al.
1996; Springel et al. 2005; Wechsler & Tinker 2018).
While the general processes of galaxy formation and the
hierarchical buildup of DM halos are well-established,
the intricate interplay between DM halos and the bary-
onic processes that drive star formation in galaxies re-
mains a pivotal area of research in astrophysics.
Central to the process of star formation is the cold in-
terstellar medium (ISM), primarily composed of atomic
hydrogen (H1) and molecular hydrogen (Hy). These two
phases of gas serve distinct roles: H1 provides a reservoir
of raw material that can eventually contribute to star
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formation and is typically found in the outer, less dense
regions of galaxies (e.g., Wong & Blitz 2002; Leroy et al.
2008; Bigiel et al. 2008, 2010). In contrast, Hy is nec-
essary for star formation and dominates in the denser,
inner regions where molecular clouds form (e.g., Schmidt
1959; Kennicutt 1998; Bigiel et al. 2008; Catinella et al.
2010, 2018; Kennicutt & Evans 2012; Saintonge et al.
2016; Saintonge & Catinella 2022). Numerous studies
have shown that H1 can collapse and convert into molec-
ular gas under suitable conditions, subsequently fueling
star formation (e.g., Blitz & Rosolowsky 2006; Krumholz
et al. 2009). This process is critical, as the presence of Hy
is a prerequisite for the formation of stars. Understand-
ing the molecular-to-atomic gas mass ratio (My, /Mpr)
is therefore crucial, as it provides insight into the effi-
ciency of this conversion process and its implications for
galaxy evolution.

The My,/My is influenced by various factors, in-
cluding mid-plane hydrostatic gas pressure (e.g., Blitz
& Rosolowsky 2004, 2006; Leroy et al. 2008; Gnedin
et al. 2009; Gnedin & Kravtsov 2011; Krumholz 2012;
Diemer et al. 2018; Davé et al. 2020), ultraviolet ra-
diation fields (e.g., Elmegreen 1993), and the presence
of dust (e.g., Krumholz et al. 2009). Mid-plane pres-
sure is particularly important, as higher mid-plane pres-
sures often correlate with denser gas regions, facilitating
the formation of molecular hydrogen on dust grains un-
der higher pressure and density conditions. Addition-
ally, mid-plane pressure can affect the level of turbu-
lence and the magnetic field strength within the ISM
(e.g., Kravtsov 2003). Turbulence can promote the mix-
ing and compression of gas, aiding in the formation of
molecular clouds (e.g., Krumholz & McKee 2005), while
magnetic fields can provide additional support against
gravitational collapse, affecting the balance between H1
and Hy (e.g., Mouschovias 1976).

Despite extensive observational and theoretical work,
the mechanisms governing the H1-to-Hs transition, par-
ticularly in relation to DM halo properties, remain in-
sufficiently understood. DM halos play a significant role
in shaping the baryonic content of galaxies, as larger ha-
los can accrete more gas and retain gas more efficiently,
leading a more substantial H1 reservoir and higher cen-
tral gas densities. Various observations and simula-
tions have established a tight correlation between stel-
lar mass and halo mass, known as the stellar mass-halo
mass (SMHM) relation (e.g., Yang et al. 2003; Moster
et al. 2010; Leauthaud et al. 2012; Kravtsov et al. 2018;
Behroozi et al. 2019). This relationship suggests that
the growth and assembly of DM halos significantly in-
fluence the star formation processes of galaxies. Recent
studies have also focused on the relationship between

H1 content and halo mass (e.g., Padmanabhan et al.
2017; Villaescusa-Navarro et al. 2018; Baugh et al. 2019;
Chauhan et al. 2020). However, the specific role of DM
halos in regulating star formation remains less well un-
derstood.

To accurately assess the role of DM halos in regulating
the H1-to-Hy conversion (i.e., My,/My) and star for-
mation efficiency (SFE, defined as SFR/M,,s), it is es-
sential to exclude external environmental factors, as H1
gas is particularly sensitive to external influences such
as ram pressure stripping and galaxy interactions (e.g.,
Haynes & Giovanelli 1984; Solanes et al. 2001; Wong
& Blitz 2002; Gavazzi et al. 2005; Bigiel et al. 2008;
Chung et al. 2009; Casasola et al. 2017). Therefore, we
specifically select central spiral galaxies as in Dou et al.
(2024), as also shown in Section 2 in detail. This choice
minimizes environmental effects, which are more pro-
nounced in satellite galaxies (e.g., Cortese et al. 2021).
Additionally, galaxies with different morphologies may
follow very different evolutionary paths, making it essen-
tial to focus on a specific type for clearer insights. For
instance, many elliptical galaxies have already quenched
at higher redshifts (e.g., Daddi et al. 2005; Onodera
et al. 2012), and including them would introduce signif-
icant progenitor bias. Also, ellipticals in the local uni-
verse are predominantly transformed from disk galaxies
through mergers rather than internal secular evolution
(e.g., Barnes 1992; Bournaud et al. 2005). For irregu-
lars and SO galaxies, the formation mechanisms remain
unclear and may involve recent mergers or strong in-
teractions (e.g., Bekki & Couch 2011; Tapia et al. 2017;
Gao et al. 2018). Hence, our study focuses exclusively on
central spiral galaxies to study the connections between
gas content, star formation, and DM halo properties, as
this sample serves as the most appropriate laboratory
to study the transformation from H1 to Hy and its sub-
sequent role in star formation. Specifically, we analyze
how the My, /Mpr and star formation efficiency in both
the atomic (SFEgy, defined as SFR/Mp) and molecu-
lar (SFEg,, defined as SFR/My,) gas phases vary with
stellar mass, specific star formation rate (sSFR, defined
as SFR/M,), and DM halo mass. We aim to elucidate
the role that DM halos play in regulating the conversion
of H1 to Hy and galaxy-wide star formation.

Throughout this work, we assume the following cos-
mological parameters: Q,, = 0.3, Qy = 0.7, Hy =
70kms~'Mpc—!.

2. SAMPLE
2.1. The ALFALFA-SDSS matched sample

The H1 sample used in this work is from Arecibo
Legacy Fast ALFA (ALFALFA) survey (Haynes et al.
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2011, 2018), which provides a comprehensive view of
the H1 gas content in the nearby universe out to z ~
0.06. It surveyed approximately 7000 deg? and contains
over 30,000 extragalactic HI detections. ALFALFA uses
a drift-scan technique and it is highly efficient for wide-
area surveys. In our analysis, the H1 detections sample
includes not only high signal-to-noise ratio (> 6.5) HI
detections (code 1), but also those matched with optical
counterparts of comparable redshift (code 2) although
have lower signal-to-noise ratio.

To acquire additional optical properties, the AL-
FALFA sample was then cross-matched with the par-
ent Sloan Digital Sky Survey Data Release Seven (SDSS
DR7) (Abazajian et al. 2009) sample. The SDSS sam-
ple was initially obtained from the SDSS CasJobs site
and constructed following the methodology detailed in
Peng et al. (2010, 2012). The sample included galaxies
with clean photometry, and Petrosian r magnitudes in
the range of 10.0 to 18.0 after correction for Milky-Way
galactic extinction. Once duplicates were removed, the
parent photometric sample contains 1,579,314 objects,
among which 72,697 have reliable spectroscopic redshift
measurements within the redshift range 0.02 < z < 0.05.
This narrow redshift interval was chosen to match the
depth of the ALFALFA survey, ensuring consistency in
the analysis. The ALFALFA H1 detections are cross-
matched with the parent SDSS sample using the follow-
ing criteria. Firstly, the spatial separation between the
most probable optical counterpart of each H1 source and
SDSS galaxy is less than 5”. Also, the velocity difference
between the H1 detection and SDSS galaxy is less than
300 km/s. Besides, since the angular resolution in AL-
FALFA is ~ 3.5 arcmin, the measured H1 spectra may be
contaminated by close companions. We exclude galaxies
that have multiple SDSS counterparts within the beam
radius and within a velocity difference of three times
the H1line width (Ws0). These H1 detections with clean
SDSS counterparts is referred to as the ALFALFA-SDSS
sample. The ALFALFA-SDSS matched sample contains
9571 reliable H1 detections

SDSS and ALFALFA are both flux-limited samples,
which produce strong selection bias towards massive,
H I-rich, star-forming galaxies even within the narrow
redshift range (z = 0.02 - 0.05). We have performed
careful incompleteness corrections to the SDSS and
ALFLAFA sample independently and combined them
together to correct the ALFALFA-SDSS matched sam-
ple, as shown in detail in Zhang et al. (2019) and Dou
et al. (2024). In brief, each galaxy is weighted by the
value of Viotal/Vimax to account for the volume incom-
pleteness within the given redshift range, where Viota is
the total comoving volume that the sample spans, and

Vinax is the maximum observable comoving volume for
each galaxy. As illustrated in the lower panels of Figure
1 in Dou et al. (2024), the H1 detection ratio for central
spiral galaxies in the ALFALFA is generally low when
selection effects are not accounted for. After applying
these corrections, the H1 detection ratio increases sig-
nificantly, becoming comparable to that of the xGASS
sample, a deeper H1 survey in the local universe (albeit
with a much smaller sample size).

2.2. Selection criteria and properties of
ALFALFA-SDSS central spiral galaxies

The ALFALFA-SDSS galaxies are categorized into
central and satellite galaxies based on the SDSS DR7
group catalogue from Yang et al. (2007). The central
galaxies are defined as the most massive and most lumi-
nous ones in the r-band within a given group, includ-
ing both “centrals with satellites” and “isolated cen-
trals/singletons”.

We identify spiral galaxies based on their visual mor-
phology from the Galaxy Zoo project (Lintott et al.
2011), where a vast number of volunteers evaluate SDSS
images and categorize galaxy types. A clean sample is
constructed by ensuring that a minimum of 80% of the
adjusted votes align with a single category. Each galaxy
is then labeled with a morphology flag (“spiral,” “ellip-
tical,” or “uncertain”) after undergoing a careful debias-
ing process. Notably, in the Galaxy Zoo project, “spiral”
refers to both disky galaxies with prominent spiral arms
and those without distinct spiral structures, and we cat-
egorize them all as “spirals”. Mergers are excluded from
our sample if the vote fractions of a merger are greater
than 0.3, as galaxy mergers can have a complicated ef-
fect on the star formation of galaxies. As shown in detail
in Dou et al. (2024), visually-classified “spiral” serves as
the most effective parameter for distinguishing H I-rich
galaxies and HI-poor galaxies. And also, central spiral
galaxies defined by visual morphology in the Galaxy Zoo
project exhibit a very high H1 detection fraction, which
is crucial for obtaining unbiased intrinsic H1 scaling re-
lations, as shown in Dou et al. (2024).

In total, there are 4470 central spiral galaxies with
reliable H1 detections in the ALFALFA-SDSS matched
sample. The stellar mass (M, ) of each galaxy is de-
termined using the k — correction program (Blanton
& Roweis 2007) with Bruzual & Charlot (2003) stellar
population synthesis model. The star formation rates
(SFRs) are taken from the value-added MPA-JHU cat-
alog (Brinchmann et al. 2004), which are derived from
the Ha emission line luminosities. These luminosities
are corrected for extinction using the Ha/HS ratio. To
correct for the aperture effects, the SFRs outside the
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SDSS 3" fiber were obtained by performing the spec-
tral energy distribution fitting to the ugriz photome-
try outside the fiber, using the models and methods
described in Salim et al. (2007). For AGN and com-
posite galaxies, the central nuclear activities can con-
taminate the Ha emission. Their SFRs are estimated
based on the strength of 4000 A break, calibrated with
Ha for non-AGN, pure star-forming galaxies (detailed
in Brinchmann et al. 2004). These SFRs are computed
for a Kroupa initial mass function (IMF) and we con-
vert them to a Chabrier IMF using log SFR (Chabrier)
= log SFR (Kroupa) - 0.04. We also conducted the
same analysis using SFRs derived from the SED fitting
of UV, optical and mid-IR bands (Salim et al. 2007,
2018). With this approach, the dynamic range of sSFRs
for central spiral galaxies becomes narrower, especially
for galaxies with lower sSFR, as discussed in detail in
Zhang et al. (2019) and Dou et al. (2024); however, the
general trends remain consistent.

The host dark matter halo mass (Mpal,) of each cen-
tral galaxy is taken from Zhao et al. (2025), who devel-
oped new machine learning (ML) models using 25 ob-
servable galaxy or group properties. These include the
stellar mass of the central galaxy, the total stellar mass
of the galaxies more massive than the mass complete-
ness threshold in the same group, the total color ma-
trix, group richness, and stellar age, SFR, color matrix
of the central galaxy. Additionally, group halo masses
are estimated separately for blue and red groups, as
quenching processes can decouple the growth of the ha-
los from that of the galaxies, complicating the mapping
from group properties to halo mass. This innovative ap-
proach led to a notable improvement in the accuracy
of halo mass measurements. By applying these mod-
els to observation data in the SDSS DR7 group catalog
of Yang et al. (2007), they obtained accurate measure-
ments of the My, for SDSS groups, down to 10115 M,
or even lower. The derived stellar-to-halo mass relations
(SHMR) for both blue and red central galaxies are in ex-
cellent agreement with those measured from weak lens-
ing (e.g., Mandelbaum et al. 2006; Zu & Mandelbaum
2016; Luo et al. 2018; Bilicki et al. 2021). However,
the SHMRs for red and blue centrals, when derived us-
ing the widely-adopted halo masses estimated through
the abundance matching (AM) technique, do not align
with the weak lensing measurements. As demonstrated
in Zhao et al. (2025), the halo masses derived from the
new ML approach show significant differences compared
to those obtained using the AM technique, particularly
around the Schechter stellar mass, M, ~ 1019° M.
This corresponds to the “golden halo mass” of approxi-
mately 102 My, (Dekel et al. 2019), where the discrep-

ancy exceeds 0.3 dex. Furthermore, using the improved
ML-derived halo masses, the resulting halo mass func-
tion shows excellent agreement with theoretical predic-
tions.

Since the star formation in the local universe primarily
occurs in galactic disks, the size of the disk component
(Raisk) — closely related to the properties of the dark
matter (DM) halo, particularly its mass, spin, and con-
centration — serves as a key indicator of gas density.
The r-band Ragisk is taken from Simard et al. (2011),
who perform two-dimensional, point-spread-function-
convolved, bulge + disk decompositions in the g and
r bandpasses on a sample of over 1 million galaxies
from the Legacy area of the SDSS DR7, utilizing a fit-
ting model using a pure exponential disk and a de Vau-
couleurs bulge.

3. RESULTS
3.1. Interplay between sSFR, SFE and My, /M

It is well-known that in regular undisturbed spiral
galaxies, the atomic gas extends well beyond the stel-
lar and molecular gas disks, often reaching 2-4 times
their diameter. This extensive distribution of atomic
gas plays a critical role in the dynamics of star formation
across different scales within galaxies (e.g., Wong & Blitz
2002; Bigiel et al. 2008; Lemonias et al. 2014; Casasola
et al. 2017). Although there are disparities in the spa-
tial scales of H1 gas, Ho gas and star formation, the
star formation efficiency of H1 gas (SFEy; = SFR/My)
quantifies the galaxy’s capability to transform available
cold HT gas into stars. The inverse of SFEy, known as
the H1 gas depletion timescale (7qp), describes the ex-
pected time to deplete the current H1 gas reservoir at
ongoing star formation rates. It is beneficial to express
SFEy; as the product of the star formation efficiency of
Hy (SFEg,, defined as SFR/Mjy, ), and the molecular-
to-atomic gas mass ratio, My, /Mpyr. This relationship
can be represented as SFEy; = SFEy, x My, /My, high-
lighting how the efficiency of star formation from atomic
gas depends on both the efficiency of molecular gas and
the relative abundance of molecular to atomic gas.

Although SFEr and SFEg, have very different phys-
ical meanings, they share the same units (i.e., Gyr—1).
To better illustrate their distinct behaviors and provide
a direct comparison, we place SFEy and SFEg, on the
same plot. This approach effectively highlights the con-
trasting trends and dependencies of these two SFE mea-
sures, which are central to the analysis and interpreta-
tion of the results. The dots in Figure 1 show the dis-
tribution of central spiral galaxies from the ALFALFA-
SDSS matched sample on the SFEy-sSFR plane, with
the grayscale of each dot indicating the galaxy’s stellar
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mass (M,). The purple diagonal lines denote four differ-
ent constant values of the H1 to stellar mass ratio (ppr)
of 1%, 10%, 100% and 10. This figure shows a general
positive correlation between SFEy; and sSFR, though
with significant scatter. Moreover, this relationship is
systematically dependent on the M, for central spiral
galaxies. At a given sSFR, more massive galaxies tend
to exhibit larger SFEy; and lower pyp compared to low-
mass systems, which is also shown in previous studies
(e.g., Huang et al. 2012; Lutz et al. 2017; Romeo 2020;
Dou et al. 2024). The upr of the sample spans a wide
range, and low-mass dwarf galaxies potentially having
an HT gas fraction as high as approximately 90% (e.g.,
Catinella et al. 2018; Hunter et al. 2024).

log M« (Mg)
9.5

8.5 9.0 10.0

log SFE(Gyr™1)

U =10%
M =100%
u =10

-2.0 -15
log sSFR(Gyr~1)

Figure 1. Distribution of galaxies on the SFE-sSFR plane.
The dots show the location of central spiral galaxies in the
ALFALFA-SDSS matched sample on the SFEx1-sSFR. plane,
with the grey scale representing the M,. The purple diag-
onal lines indicate four different values of constant pmpr of
1%, 10%, 100% and 10. The grey thick line indicates the
best-fitted SFEmn,-sSFR relation found in Dou et al. (2021a),
which is called the fundamental formation relation (FFR) of
molecular gas. The background color represents the value of
log (Mu,/Mui) estimated from the FFR.

Additionally, the relationship between SFEy, and
sSFR is delineated by the prominent thick grey line. As
shown in Dou et al. (2021a), using data from the xCOLD
GASS survey (Saintonge et al. 2017), sSFR, SFEy,, and
molecular-to-stellar mass ratio pm, form a tight relation-
ship. The scatter in this relation can be fully attributed
to measurement errors in pm,, SFEq, and sSFR, sug-

log (Mp2/My)

gesting limited scope to further reduce the scatter by
incorporating additional galaxy properties. Indeed, as
further discussed and illustrated in (Dou et al. 2021b
e.g., Figure 2), this relation exhibits little to no depen-
dence on other galaxy properties.

Several well-known scaling relations, such as the inte-
grated Kennicutt-Schmidt law, the star-forming main
sequence (SF-MS), and the molecular gas main se-
quence, can all be derived from this relationship. Conse-
quently, the SFEy, -p51, -sSFR relation is referred to as
the Fundamental Formation Relation (FFR) of molecu-
lar gas. Galaxies across a range of stellar masses, sizes,
structures, metallicities, and environments all evolve
along this fundamental relation. This reflects that the
star formation level in galaxies is primarily determined
by the combined effects of galactic dynamical timescales
(related to the gas depletion timescale, 1/SFE) and gas
instability (associated with pg,). These unique features
make the molecular FFR an ideal framework to study
galaxy formation and evolution. As shown in Figure 1,
the behavior of the HT scaling relation contrast sharply
with Hs gas. The relation between SFEy; and sSFR for
central spiral galaxies exhibits significant scatter and is
strongly dependent on the galaxy stellar mass, suggest-
ing that H1 gas does not follow a similar FFR framework
as Hy gas.

The background color in Figure 1 represents the val-
ues of log (Mpy, /M), as estimated from the ALFALFA
survey and the Hy FFR. Specifically, My, /Mpyj is cal-
culated as SFEp1/SFEp,, where SFEgq, is estimated
from sSFR. using the best orthogonal distance regres-
sion (ODR) fitted relation between SFEy, and sSFR: log
SFEn, = 0.66 log sSFR + 0.69. This analysis follows the
same ODR fitting method as in the upper right panel
of Figure 6 in Dou et al. (2021a). It should be noted
that we adopt the SFR from the value-added MPA-JHU
catalog instead of the SFR estimates derived from the
combination of mid-IR and UV data used in the previous
study. As a result, the scaling relation obtained here is
slightly different. SFEy; is directed calculated from AL-
FALFA survey as SFEy; = SFR/Mp;. The typical un-
certainty for SFR (in star-forming galaxies) and stellar
mass is 0.2 dex and 0.1 dex, respectively, leading to an
uncertainty in sSFR of approximately 0.22 dex. Based
on the fitted relation, the uncertainty of SFE, is about
0.15 dex. The typical uncertainty in log My for the
Hr1 detections in the ALFALFA-SDSS matched sample
is approximately 0.06 dex, which combines uncertainties
from both the H1 flux measurement and distance esti-
mates (Haynes et al. 2018). The resulting uncertainty
of SFEyy is 0.21 dex. Propagating these errors yields a
total uncertainty in log (Mpy, /Mpur) of 0.26 dex.
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The visualization in Figure 1 highlights the strong de-
pendence of the My, /My ratio on the M, and sSFR
in central spirals, illustrating the dynamic interplay be-
tween gas composition and star formation activity. At
a given sSFR, the My, /My decreases with decreasing
M,, indicating a lower efficiency in converting HT1 to
Hy in galaxies with lower masses. This reduced effi-
ciency could be attributed to several factors, including
lower metallicity and lesser gravitational binding energy
in smaller galaxies, which are less conducive to the pro-
cesses necessary for Hy formation.

Furthermore, as shown in Figure 1, the slope of the
molecular FFR (represented by the thick grey line, ap-
proximately 0.5 as indicated in Dou et al. 2021a) differs
from the constant pgp lines (represented by the pur-
ple diagonal lines, with a slope of 1). This deviation
indicates that a decrease in sSFR is correlated with a
reduction in the My, /My ratio, suggesting that galax-
ies with lower SFRs are also less efficient at converting
Hr1 to He. This trend could be attributed to quenching
mechanisms, such as feedback processes or halo-related
effects, that inhibit star formation.

It is interesting to note that the majority of H1 de-
tections in the ALFALFA sample fall below the FFR
line, with only a handful exceeding it. This suggests
that SFEgq; is typically lower than SFEy,, or equiva-
lently, 71 is greater than 7y,. For galaxies above the
FFR, myp is less than 7y,, indicating that My is less
than My, at a given sSFR. Since all the galaxies in our
sample are central spiral galaxies that are expected to
be less affected by environmental effect (e.g., HT strip-
ping), the relative lower My compared to My, suggests
an enhanced H1 to Hy conversion rate that is faster than
the Hy consumption rate, possibly caused by the com-
paction process triggered by mergers or inflow for in-
stance. As HI gas, the raw material for forming H, is
depleted faster than it can be replenished — also indi-
cated by the low gas-to-mass ratio (u ~ 10%, as shown
by the purple dot-dashed line in Figure 1) — the Hy gas
will also deplete quickly. This leads to an unsustain-
able state, which explains the scarcity of galaxies in this
region above the FFR. While galaxies may temporarily
occupy this region, they cannot sustain it and quickly
exhaust their gas, eventually falling below the FFR line.

3.2. Influence of halo mass on the SFE and My, /My
ratio

Figure 2 illustrates the SFE-My,), relation (left pan-
els) and (Mg, /Mpu1)-Mpal, relation (right panels) for
central spirals in the ALFALFA-SDSS matched sample.
In the upper two panels, log sSFR = -2 Gyr—! is used
to distinguish star-forming and passive galaxies, while

in the lower two panels, a more stringent definition is
applied, with star-forming galaxies defined as log sSFR
> -1 Gyr~! and passive galaxies as log sSFR < -2.5
Gyr~!. Notably, the behaviors of star-forming and pas-
sive galaxies exhibit significant differences under both
definitions.

In the left panels, star-forming central spirals, repre-
sented by blue contours, show an upward trend in SFEy;
with increasing halo mass. This trend is especially pro-
nounced in the lower panels, where the stricter definition
of star-forming galaxies results in reduced scatter. This
suggests that the halo mass plays a crucial role in reg-
ulating the conversion efficiency from H1 gas to stars
within these galaxies and the conversion of H1 gas to
stars is more efficient in more massive halos. This trend
contrasts with the behavior of molecular gas. Dou et al.
(2021a) highlights that while SFEy, is closely linked
with sSFR, this relation shows no dependence on other
galaxy properties, including halo mass. This indepen-
dence is depicted by a horizontal dashed line in the left
panel, indicating that SFEp, remains consistent across
different halo masses for a given sSFR. Also, the blue
contours are on average lower than the dashed line, in-
dicating that the SFEgy is typically lower than SFEg,,
as also shown in Figure 1.

The right panels illustrate the relationship between
halo mass and the efficiency of converting H1 to Hy
(Mp, /Mpr). For star-forming galaxies, the conversion
process from H1 to Hy also becomes significantly more
efficient in more massive halos, ultimately achieving the
equilibrium where the depletion timescales for H1 and
Hs are equal, illustrated by the gray dashed line. It also
shows that most galaxies have My, < Mgpyy, which is
consistent with SFEy; < SFEy,, or equivalently, 1 >
TH,, as illustrated in Figure 1.

Since dark matter (DM) does not directly contribute
significantly to the mid-plane pressure, its contribution
is often neglected in the vast majority of previous stud-
ies, where baryonic components are considered the dom-
inant contributors. However, DM can indirectly influ-
ences mid-plane pressure by altering the vertical dis-
tribution of stars and gas. Indeed, several theoretical
studies (Benincasa et al. 2016; Patra 2020; Gurvich et al.
2020) have highlighted the significant impact of DM ha-
los on mid-plane pressure in spiral galaxies. Accord-
ing to these studies, the gravitational potential of the
DM halo contributes to the overall vertical stability and
structure of the galactic disk. Ignoring the gravitational
potential of the DM halo can lead to a significant un-
derestimation of the vertical baryon density near the
disk mid-plane. This underestimation, in turn, results
in lower mid-plane pressures, which are crucial for effi-
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Figure 2. The SFE-Mpaj, relation (left panels) and (Mu, /Mu1)-Mhalo relation (right panels) for central spirals in the ALFALFA-
SDSS matched sample. Level contours represent the number density of galaxies, with values normalized. Left: Blue contours
show the SFEn1-Myalo relation for star-forming galaxies, while red contours represent passive galaxies. In the upper left panel,
star-forming galaxies are defined by log sSFR > -2 Gyr~!, and red ones are those with log sSSFR < -2 Gyr~!. In the lower left
panel, a stricter criterion is applied: star-forming galaxies are defined by log sSFR > -1 Gyr~! and passive galaxies by log sSFR
< -2.5 Gyr~'. The horizontal dashed line indicates the molecular gas FFR for the star-forming main sequence galaxies. Right:
The (Mu,/Mur)-Mnalo relation is calculated using the molecular gas FFR. The same definitions for star-forming and passive
galaxies are applied in the right panels as in the corresponding left panels. The horizontal dashed line indicates the position

where the H1 depletion timescale is equal to that of Ha.

ciently converting H1 into Hs and promoting star for-
mation.

Theoretically, the stronger gravitational potential pro-
vided by DM causes gas to settle more tightly within
the disk, increasing its surface density (e.g., Sudrez-
Madrigal et al. 2012). This increased gas surface den-
sity leads to a rise in local mid-plane pressure. By en-
hancing the vertical compression of gas, DM indirectly
improves the efficiency of HI1-to-Hy conversion (e.g., Fu
et al. 2010). The higher mid-plane pressure supports

the formation of molecular clouds, which are essential
for star formation. In this way, DM indirectly promotes
the conditions necessary for higher My, /Myi, thereby
boosting star formation efficiency.

Higher mid-plane pressure, often associated with more
massive DM halos, enhances the conditions required for
the formation of molecular clouds. As a result, galax-
ies embedded in more massive DM halos should have a
higher My, /My ratio, reflecting a more efficient con-
version of H1 to Hy and leading to an increased SFR.
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This indirect impact of the DM halo is also expected to
be particularly crucial in low-mass galaxies, where the
baryonic mass (gas and stars) alone may not provide
sufficient gravitational potential to stabilize the verti-
cal structure. In these low-mass galaxies, the gravi-
tational influence of the DM halo becomes critical for
maintaining the disk’s vertical equilibrium, supporting
higher mid-plane pressure, and promoting more efficient
H1-to-Hy conversion and star formation.

These theoretical perspectives all align well with our
observational results, as shown in Figure 2 and 4, which
underscore the critical role of DM halos as global regu-
lators of galaxy-wide star formation, a factor that may
have been largely underappreciated in previous studies.

As shown in both panels in Figure 2, when the
halo mass exceeds 10'2 M, galaxies are predominantly
quenched, as indicated by the red contours. At a
given halo mass, this quenching is accompanied by lower
SFEq; and a reduced ratio of My, /Mpyy. This is consis-
tent with previous results from Zhang et al. (2019) and
Dou et al. (2024), which show that during the quenching
process, the amount of H1 gas in central spiral galaxies
remains largely unchanged, whereas the amount of Ho
gas strongly decreases, leading to a lower My, /Mpr ra-
tio and lower SFEyy. It is interesting to note that, on
average, the passive galaxy population exhibits higher
Mp, /Mpy; ratios compared to the star-forming galaxy
population. However, the average halo mass (and also
stellar mass) of passive galaxies is significantly higher
than that of star-forming galaxies. These represent very
different populations: for example, local star-forming
galaxies with halo masses around ~ 101-% M (the peak
of the blue contours) are not progenitors of the passive
galaxies with halo masses around ~ 1025 M, (the peak
of the red contours). Therefore, a more meaningful com-
parison of the My, /My ratios should be made at similar
halo or stellar masses. We will discuss in detail in Fig-
ure 5 later that evolutionary paths @ and @ are more
physically plausible than path ®.

These findings suggest that more massive halos,
specifically those with masses greater than 10'2 M,
significantly influence the quenching of galaxies by in-
hibiting the conversion of gas into stars and suppressing
star formation activities. This is consistent with the
halo quenching theory proposed by Dekel & Birnboim
(2006). According to this theory, ones a halo reaches a
critical mass, it transitions from cold accretion to hot
accretion and it can retain hot gas in a virialized state.
This phenomenon and additional heating source such as
AGN feedback effectively halts new star formation in
the galaxy, transitioning it into a quenched state.

This phenomenon is crucial in understanding the evo-
lution of galaxies, as it explains why some galaxies cease
forming new stars and transition to a passive state. Ad-
ditionally, this process highlights the importance of halo
mass in regulating star formation and the overall growth
of galaxies.

3.3. Impact of disk size on the SFEw1 and My, /My
ratio

In the local universe, star formation predominantly
occurs in galactic disks. In the theoretical framework,
the size of these disks (Raisk), which we use as a proxy
for gas density, is primarily determined by the proper-
ties of the dark matter (DM) halo, especially its mass,
spin and concentration. In general, a larger halo mass,
higher spin and lower concentration lead to larger disk
sizes (e.g., Mo et al. 1998; Bullock et al. 2001; Kravtsov
2013; Jiang et al. 2019; Du et al. 2022; Romeo et al. 2023;
Liang et al. 2024). In addition to halo properties, various
baryonic processes, such as angular momentum transfer
(e.g., Fall & Efstathiou 1980; Danovich et al. 2015), gas
accretion (e.g., Dekel & Birnboim 2006), merger history
(e.g., Sales et al. 2012), and feedback mechanisms (e.g.,
Governato et al. 2010), also play essential roles in shap-
ing disk size.

The upper panels in Figure 3 illustate the average
log Raisk on the SFEg;-Mpa, plane (upper left panel)
and (Mpy, /Mp1)-Mpalo plane (upper right panel), cal-
culated with a moving box of 0.5 dex in Mypao, Raisk
and My, /Myr. At a given DM halo mass, both SFEy;
and My, /My show a strong correlation with the disk
size. Specifically, at a given halo mass, larger disks
tend to have lower SFEy; and reduced My, /Myy. This
trend is particularly evident for halos with masses be-
low 10'2 M, where cold accretion mode dominates the
gas supply. In the lower panels, the log SFEy; and log
(Mpy, /Myi) values are color-coded on the Rgisk-Mhalo
plane, revealing consistent results with those observed
in the upper panels.

These findings suggest that disk size, primarily regu-
lated by the spin and concentration of the DM halo, sig-
nificantly influences gas availability and star formation
within galaxies. Specifically, DM halos with higher an-
gular momentum (i.e., larger spin parameters) and lower
concentration values tend to host more extended disks.
In such galaxies, the gas is likely distributed over a larger
area, potentially leading to lower gas densities. This de-
creased density can reduce the molecular gas fraction,
resulting in a lower My, /My and SFEy;, as less dense
gas is less likely to collapse and form stars. The relation-
ship between halo properties and disk size thus implies
that fundamental characteristics of the halo, like spin
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Figure 3. Upper: the average disk radius (log Raisk) on the SFEx1-Mnaio plane (upper left panel) and (Mu, /Mur)-Mhnalo plane
(upper right panel) for central spirals in the ALFALFA-SDSS matched sample. Lower: the average log SFEu: (lower left panel)
and log (Mmu, /Mmur) (lower right panel) on the Raisk-Mhualo plane. All panels are obtained by using a moving box of size 0.5 dex

in both x-axis and y-axis.

and concentration, indirectly control the conditions nec-
essary for efficient star formation. Consequently, varia-
tions in halo spin and concentration could lead to sig-
nificant diversity in star formation rates and gas com-
positions across galaxies.

Moreover, the mass of the DM halo contributes sig-
nificantly to this relationship, as shown in Figure 3.
The virial radius, which represents the boundary within
which the halo is in approximate virial equilibrium,
scales directly with halo mass and affects the overall
gravitational potential. Larger DM halos, with greater
virial radii, create deeper gravitational potential wells,
which support more extended disks. This allows the gas
within these halos to be distributed over a larger volume,

often resulting in lower gas densities that can reduce the
efficiency of star formation within the galaxy.

Therefore, the combined effects of halo spin, concen-
tration, and mass collectively determine disk size, which
in turn influence the gas density, star formation effi-
ciency, and gas composition. Understanding these de-
pendencies is essential for comprehending galaxy forma-
tion and evolution, as it reveals how dark matter halo
characteristics fundamentally contribute to the overall
growth and activity of galaxies.

3.4. Results at different stellar mass bins

Stellar mass is a fundamental property that influences
local gravity and correlates with nearly all galaxy prop-
erties. Given the strong correlation between halo mass
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and stellar mass, particularly for star-forming galaxies,
we analyze the ALFALFA-SDSS sample by dividing it
into three fixed stellar mass bins to help disentangle the
influences of My, and M,, as shown in Figure 4. The
blue vertical line in each panel indicates the approxi-
mate boundary (log sSFR = -2 Gyr—!) that separates
star-forming galaxies from passive ones. The purple di-
agonal lines indicate four different values of constant
par of 1%, 10%, 100% and 10. The grey thick line indi-
cates the molecular gas fundamental formation relation
(FFR) proposed in Dou et al. (2021a). This figure illus-
trates the relationships among H1 gas, Hy gas and star
formation activity.

The upper panels of Figure 4 show the average DM
halo mass (Mpalo ), while the lower panels show the aver-
age disk radius (Rqjsk) on the SFEy-sSFR, plane, calcu-
lated using a moving box of 0.5 dex in sSFR and SFEy.
For lower mass galaxies (9.5 < log M, (My) < 10), as
shown in the left panels, the SFEy; and the conver-
sion from HT to Hy increase with higher halo mass and
smaller disk radius, suggesting that DM halo mass, halo
spin and concentration play a significant role in regu-
lating the available gas for star formation in low-mass
systems.

The halo masses of the most massive galaxies (10.6
< log M.(Mg) < 11) are mostly exceeds 10'2 M. As
shown in the upper right panel, when the halo mass
of the galaxy exceeds 10'? M, the average sSFR falls
below 0.01 Gyr~!, indicating that these galaxies are
quenched. In these massive galaxies, DM halo mass
plays a crucial role in governing the onset of quench-
ing, consistent with the halo quenching scenario. The
lower right panel shows that smaller disk size elevates
the SFEy; and the conversion from H1 to Hy, under-
scoring the impact of halo spin and concentration on
gas dynamics and subsequent star formation processes.

Galaxies of intermediate stellar masses (10 < log
M.(Mg) < 10.6) display the combined regulatory in-
fluences of both halo mass and disk size. These galax-
ies show that the halo begins to exert a quenching ef-
fect once the mass reaches a critical threshold, typically
around 10'2 My, marking a transition in the galaxy’s
evolution characterized by reduced star formation ac-
tivity.

Overall, Figure 4 provides a comprehensive view of
how various properties of dark matter halos, includ-
ing spin, concentration, and mass, collectively influence
galaxy evolution. Halo spin and concentration play a
crucial role in determining internal galactic structure,
such as disk size, which regulates the conversion of H1
to Hy and affects star formation rates across different
stellar masses. Meanwhile, halo mass perform differ-

ently across different stellar masses. In low-mass galax-
ies (where most halos have masses less than 1012 M),
the dark matter halo promotes the conversion of HI
to Hy gas primarily through cold accretion mode, in
which gas flows smoothly into the galaxy and sustains
star formation. In this regime, halo-driven quenching
has not yet begun to operate. In massive galaxies (log
M..(Mg) > 10.6), the halo transitions to a hot accretion
mode, where the gas is shock-heated upon entry into
the halo. Here, the halo effectively acts as a quenching
switch, inhibiting further star formation.

4. A PLAUSIBLE HALO-REGULATED
EVOLUTIONARY SCENARIO

To better understand the role of the dark matter halo
in driving star formation, we illustrate the plausible
evolutionary paths of galaxies on the My, /Mur—Mhpalo
plane. As shown in Figure 5, in principle, there are two
distinct paths (labeled as @@ and @) by which galaxies
can progress to join the cloud of quenched galaxies in
massive halos. Due to the rapid decline in specific halo
accretion rates over cosmic time, halos can only signifi-
cantly increase their mass at high redshifts, with limited
mass growth at z < 1 (e.g., Peng & Maiolino 2014). Star-
forming galaxies form a relatively tight, single sequence
on this plane, without any significant bending at higher
halo masses. This suggests that the more likely paths
are routes @ and @, where star-forming galaxies evolve
along the relatively tight My, /Mpur—Mypalo sequence spe-
cific to star-forming galaxies.

The evolutionary path @ leads galaxies to cross above
the horizontal dashed line, entering an unsustainable
state where Hy gas becomes more dominant than HT
gas. In this state, galaxies have an elevated Hy con-
version efficiency within massive halos, resulting in high
star formation rates and short gas depletion timescales.
This is also the phase where galaxies are most suscep-
tible to quenching. Once any mechanism disrupts the
supply of H1 gas, the galaxy rapidly becomes quenched
as gas is depleted by star formation (note that in this
state, the galaxy has a shorter H1 depletion timescale
compared to Ho, often less than ~ 1 Gyr, as evidenced
in the left panels of Figure 2, the horizontal dashed line).

Conversely, star-forming galaxies with lower
My, /Mur and SFEg; values, such as those at the peak of
the blue sequence distribution indicated by contour lines
in Figure 2, exhibit My, /Mpy; ~ 0.1 and SFEg; ~ 0.1
Gyr~!. These galaxies contain roughly ten times more
H1 than Hy gas and have long H1 depletion timescales of
~ 10 Gyr, which is comparable to the Hubble timescale.
As a result, these galaxies are less prone to quenching
through gas depletion by star formation alone, implying
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four different values of constant ppr of 1%, 10%, 100% and 10. The grey thick line indicates the molecular gas fundamental

formation relation (FFR) found in Dou et al. (2021a).

that an additional mechanism is required to facilitate
the quenching process.

As the halo mass continues to grow, it eventually sur-
passes halo mass threshold for shock heating and en-
tering hot mode (e.g., Birnboim & Dekel 2003; Dekel
& Birnboim 2006; Keres et al. 2005). Quenching then
likely occurs, might aided by AGN feedback (e.g., Cro-
ton et al. 2006; Fabian 2012). At this point, galaxies
evolve almost vertically downward on the plot, with only
modest increases in halo mass towards z = 0, as illus-
trated by route @. It should be noted that the threshold
halo mass for transitioning from cold mode to hot mode
accretion increases with redshift. This explains why
quenched galaxies are concentrated in the high-mass re-
gion (Mpao ~ 10125 M), which is significantly more
massive than where present-day star-forming galaxies
are typically found. This also explains why, in the local
universe, few galaxies cross above the horizontal dashed
line to reach the unsustainable Ho-dominated state, as
the shock heating halo mass threshold at low redshift is
around 10'2 M), leading galaxies to evolve along route

@.

Future SKA observations of H1 in high-redshift galax-
ies will provide a direct test of this evolutionary scenario.

5. SUMMARY

In this study, we explore the physical mechanisms that
drive star formation, a crucial factor in advancing our
understanding of galaxy evolution. Due to the sensi-
tivity of neutral hydrogen (HI1) to external processes,
we focus exclusively on central spiral galaxies. Using
the ALFALFA-SDSS matched sample, with careful joint
incompleteness corrections for both the ALFALFA and
SDSS samples, and the Fundamental Formation Rela-
tion (FFR; Dou et al. 2021a,b) derived from local Hs
observations, we investigate the interrelationships be-
tween key galaxy properties related to star formation,
with particular emphasis on the impact of dark matter
halos, using the improved halo masses derived by Zhao
et al. (2025). The main results are summarized as fol-
lows:

(1) Mpu, /My strongly depends on stellar mass and
sSFR. A decrease in sSFR is correlated with a reduction
on the My, /My ratio, suggesting that galaxies with
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Figure 5. Proposed evolutionary scenario illustrating how halo mass growth regulates the conversion of H1 to Ha, star formation,
and the eventual quenching of galaxies. Based on the lower right panel of Figure 1, this diagram includes possible evolutionary
paths (labeled as @@ and ®) that galaxies may follow as they transition through different states. In lower-mass halos, galaxies
are supported primarily in a cold accretion mode, which promotes efficient star formation. As halo mass increases, galaxies
progress along paths @ (quenching at higher redshift) and @ (quenching at low redshift), with gas transitioning to a hot accretion
mode that inhibits the conversion of H1 to Ha, suppressing star formation and eventually leading to a quenched state.

lower SFRs are less efficient at converting H1 to Hs. In
the SFE-sSFR plane, most galaxies fall below the Hy
FFR, with SFEyr being consistently lower than SFEg,
(equivalently, 77 is larger than 7y,). Above the FFR,
H, is depleted faster than it can be replenished, leading
to an unsustainable star formation state, which explains
the scarcity of galaxies in this region (Figure 1).

(2) For star-forming galaxies, both SFEpy; and
Mp, /My increase rapidly and monotonically with halo
mass (Figure 2), indicating a higher efficiency in con-
verting H1 to Hy in more massive halos. This trend ulti-
mately leads to an unsustainable state where SFEy ex-
ceeds SFEg,. For halos with masses exceeding 102 M,
galaxies predominantly experience quenching. These
trends also hold across different fixed stellar mass bins
(Figure 4).

The role of DM halos as global regulators of star
formation has been largely neglected in many previous
studies, for instance, their impact on mid-plane pressure.
While DM does not directly contribute significantly to

the mid-plane pressure, it indirectly influences the mid-
plane pressure by altering the vertical distribution of
stars and gas. Some theoretical calculations (e.g., Pa-
tra 2020) suggest that ignoring the DM halo potential
can indeed significantly underestimate the vertical den-
sity close to the mid-plane, thereby considerably affect-
ing the mid-plane pressure. This theoretical perspective
aligns with our observational results.

(3) At a given halo mass (Figure 3) or a given stellar
mass (Figure 4), smaller disks tend to have higher SFE
and higher My, /Mpr. This suggests that halo mass,
spin and concentration, which regulate the disk size, also
significantly influences H1 to Hy conversion and star for-
mation within galaxies.

(4) We proposed a plausible evolutionary scenario on
the My, /Mur—Mypalo plane (Figure 5) to illustrate how
halo mass growth regulates the conversion of H1 to Ho,
star formation, and the eventual quenching of galaxies.
At high redshifts, halos grow rapidly, driving galaxies
along a tight sequence where the H1to Hs conversion in-
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creases in more massive halos. This evolution may push
galaxies into an unsustainable state dominated by Ho,
with elevated star formation rates and rapid gas deple-
tion, making them more susceptible to quenching once
the H1 supply is disrupted. As halo mass surpasses a
critical threshold for shock heating, hot mode accretion
begins, suppressing the H1 supply. With the aid of AGN
feedback, the galaxy will be quenched as gas is depleted
by star formation. This threshold, which increases with
redshift, explains the concentration of quenched galaxies
in massive halos. Future high-redshift H1 observations
with SKA will test this scenario.

These findings underscore the critical role of DM halos
— specifically their mass, spin, and concentration — as
global regulators of galaxy-wide star formation. This
influence is exerted through various mechanisms, such as
impacting the vertical baryon distribution which in turn
affects the mid-plane pressure or through other halo-
related processes. These factors may have been largely
underappreciated in previous studies.
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APPENDIX

A. MASS - SFR AND MASS - SIZE RELATIONS FOR CENTRAL SPIRAL GALAXIES
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Figure Al. Distribution of central spiral galaxies in the ALFALFA-SDSS matched sample on the star formation rate
(SFR)-stellar mass (M.) plane (left panel) and the disk size (Raisk) -M. plane (right panel). Contours represent galaxy
populations separated by sSFR: blue contours show galaxies with log sSSFR > -2 Gyr~!, and red contours show galaxies with

log sSFR < -2 Gyr~!. Both populations have been normalized.

Figure A1l shows the relationship between SFR and disk size with stellar mass for central spiral galaxies in the
ALFALFA-SDSS matched sample, which are divided into two populations based on their sSFRs: galaxies with log
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sSFR > -2 Gyr~! (blue contours) and those with log sSFR < -2 Gyr~! (red contours). Both populations have been
normalized.

The left panel of Figure A1l shows the distribution of central spiral galaxies on the SFR-M, plane. This distribution
resembles the well-established structure observed in the general galaxy population, typically characterized by two main
regions: the star-forming main sequence (SFMS) and the passive cloud (e.g., Brinchmann et al. 2004; Baldry et al.
2006; Peng et al. 2010; Speagle et al. 2014; Renzini & Peng 2015). While the overall distribution is consistent with
previous findings, a key difference is the absence of the low-mass peak in the red (quenched) population. In Renzini
& Peng (2015), the quenched galaxy population exhibits a double-peaked mass distribution, with the low-mass peak
attributed to environmental quenching processes affecting satellite galaxies. However, this study focuses exclusively
on central galaxies, where environmental effects are less significant. As a result, the low-mass peak of the red cloud is
missing, reflecting the intrinsic differences between the central and satellite galaxy populations.

The right panel of Figure Al shows the distribution of these galaxies on the Rgjsk—M. plane. Both red and blue
central spiral galaxies lie along a single mass-size relation. This contrasts with previous findings where quenched
galaxies as a whole exhibit systematically smaller sizes than star-forming galaxies of the same stellar mass, with red
and blue galaxies following distinct mass-size relations (e.g., van der Wel et al. 2014; Cappellari 2016; Mowla et al.
2019). The discrepancy arises because, in the high-mass regime, passive galaxies are predominantly more compact due
to the significant contribution of elliptical galaxies to the quenched population. However, our sample is restricted to
spiral galaxies, which inherently have larger sizes than ellipticals. Consequently, the observed single sequence for red
and blue central spirals reflects the specific morphological focus of this study.

From a physical perspective, the choice to focus on central spiral galaxies was deliberate to minimize external
environmental effects, including those arising from mergers or other interactions. Processes such as feedback-driven
quenching or halo-quenching, which are not expected to disrupt the morphology of galaxies significantly, were of
particular interest. The alignment of red and blue central spirals along a single mass-size relation supports the
hypothesis that, in the absence of mergers, quenching in central spirals may be governed by mechanisms such as
feedback or halo-quenching. These processes allow the disk structure of galaxies to remain largely intact, preserving
their spiral morphology regardless of star formation activity. This finding underscores the importance of isolating
central spirals to better understand the intrinsic quenching mechanisms at play.

In summary, Figure Al reveals that central spiral galaxies exhibit a bimodal distribution on the SFR-M, plane,
consistent with the general galaxy population. However, they follow a unified mass-size relation regardless of their
star formation activity. The preservation of disk sizes among both passive and star-forming central spirals indicates
that quenching mechanisms in these galaxies operate without significant morphological transformation.
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