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ABSTRACT

We apply stellar population synthesis analysis to obtain spatially-resolved archaeological
inferences for a large sample of “red and dead” Elliptical galaxies (Classical Ellipticals;
CLEs) from the MaNGA/SDSS-IV DR15 survey. From their 2D stellar light and mass maps,
we explore the differences between the radial mass and light distributions in the rest-frame
bands 𝑔, 𝑟, and 𝑖 as functions of look-back time, 𝑡lb, or redshift, 𝑧. We characterize these
differences through the ratios between the following mass- and light-derived global properties:
sizes, concentrations, and effective surface densities. We find that the mass-to-light ratios of
these properties change with 𝑡lb, more the more massive the galaxies are. The CLE galaxy
archaeological progenitors are, on average, less compact, concentrated, and dense in light than
in mass as 𝑧 decreases. However, at later times, when also the evolution of the progenitors
becomes passive at all radii, there is an upturn in these trends and the differences between mass
and light in compactness/concentration decrease towards 𝑧 ∼ 0. The trends in the ratios of
mass to light sizes agree qualitatively with results from direct observations in galaxy surveys at
different redshifts. We discuss the caveats and interpretations of our results, and speculate that
the strong structural evolution found in some previous studies for early-type galaxies could be
explained partially by photometric changes rather than by intrinsic structural changes.

Key words: galaxies: elliptical and lenticular, cD – galaxies: evolution – galaxies: stellar
contents – galaxies: structure – techniques: imaging spectroscopy

1 INTRODUCTION

Elliptical (E) galaxies occupy one extreme of the Hubble morpho-
logical classification as the most spheroid dominated systems. Their
kinematic, photometric, andmetallicity properties show them as the
most evolved galaxies in the local Universe, and many pieces of ev-
idence indicate that they suffered early violent dynamical processes
that led to their spheroidal morphology (for recent reviews, see e.g.,
Kormendy 2016 and Chapter 10 in Cimatti et al. 2019). Studies
based on observations from galaxy surveys at different redshifts
have shown that most of the red, quiescent spheroid-dominated
galaxies were much more compact in the past (called “red nuggets”;
van Dokkum et al. 2008; Damjanov et al. 2009) than the local
spheroid-dominated galaxies, that is, early-type galaxies (ETGs). If
red nuggets are the progenitors of massive present-day ETGs, then

★ E-mail: hjibarram@gmail.com (HIM)

observations show that they increased their half-light or effective
radii, 𝑅𝑒, by a factor of 3 from 𝑧 ∼ 2 to 𝑧 ∼ 0 (e.g., Daddi et al.
2005; Trujillo et al. 2006, 2007; van Dokkum et al. 2010; Patel et al.
2013; van der Wel et al. 2014; Hill et al. 2017; Mowla et al. 2019,
and more references therein).

The above finds an explanation within the context of the two-
phases formation scenario of ETGs (Oser et al. 2010). According
to this scenario, in the early (𝑧 & 2) dissipative phase driven by
wet major mergers (e.g., Hopkins et al. 2008) and/or violent disc
instability (e.g., Barro et al. 2013; Dekel & Burkert 2014; Zolotov
et al. 2015; Tacchella et al. 2016), the proto-ellipticals are compact
objects that form stars in situ in a very intense regime until this
process is stopped abruptly by gas shock heated in massive halos,
and/or rapid gas exhaustion and Supernova/AGN feedback. As the
compact quiescent galaxy ages and reddens (red nugget), during the
second non-dissipative phase (𝑧 . 1 − 2), more mass is assembled
by the accretion of ex situ stars throughmerging with other galaxies,
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which are also mostly quiescent. Dry minor or intermediate mergers
contribute little to the mass growth but promote substantial size
growth (the accreted stars tend to be depositedmostly in the external
regions), making spheroidal galaxies less compact and likely also
less concentrated (Bezanson et al. 2009; Naab et al. 2009; Oser
et al. 2010; Trujillo et al. 2011; Bluck et al. 2012; Johansson et al.
2012; Hilz et al. 2013; Shankar et al. 2013; van Dokkum et al. 2015;
Wellons et al. 2016; Furlong et al. 2017; Faisst et al. 2017; Hill et al.
2017; Genel et al. 2018, among others). Dry mergers can also be
major, though they are less frequent and relevant only to the most
massive galaxies (e.g., Bundy et al. 2009; López-Sanjuan et al. 2012;
Rodríguez-Puebla et al. 2017). These mergers increase substantially
the mass, while the size increases approximately proportional to the
mass increase (e.g., Nipoti et al. 2003, 2012; Johansson et al. 2012;
Hilz et al. 2013) in a such way that the shift in the mass–size
relation is small, affecting in a lesser degree the compactness and
concentration of the merged galaxies. Although the second phase of
ETG formation, driven by dry mergers, is a reliable explanation for
the growth in size and the puffing-up of massive ETGs, there is still
an intense debate as to whether or not this mechanism is enough to
describe observational inferences (e.g., Newman et al. 2012; López-
Sanjuan et al. 2012; Nipoti et al. 2012; Sonnenfeld et al. 2014; Man
et al. 2016; Frigo & Balcells 2017, see for a discussion Zanisi et al.
2021 andmore references therein).An alternative or complementary
mechanism suggested for the apparent strong growth in size of
massive ETGs is quasar feedback, which removes huge amounts
of cold gas from the central regions, inducing an expansion of the
stellar distribution (Fan et al. 2008, but see Trujillo et al. 2011).

Alternatively, the observational inferences of a rapid size, 𝑅𝑒,
evolution, of ETGs from cosmological surveys have been suggested
to be apparent, at least partially, due to the so-called “progenitor
bias" effect (van Dokkum& Franx 1996): newly quenched galaxies,
which are larger in size, enter the survey luminosity selection limit
at lower redshifts, thus increasing the mean size distribution of the
selected populations with respect to those at higher redshifts (e.g.,
van der Wel et al. 2009; Carollo et al. 2013; Poggianti et al. 2013;
Shankar et al. 2015). This selection effect seems to explain most of
𝑅𝑒 increasing of quiescent galaxies with 𝑀★< 1011 M� and for
𝑧 . 1 (e.g., Cassata et al. 2013; Belli et al. 2015; Carollo et al. 2016;
Fagioli et al. 2016; Gargiulo et al. 2017; Faisst et al. 2017), while
for the most massive galaxies it may explain most of this increasing
only at early epochs, 𝑧 > 1.5 − 2 (e.g., Belli et al. 2015; Gargiulo
et al. 2017; Zanisi et al. 2021). Furthermore, there are other redshift-
dependent selection effects and systematic uncertainties that may
bias the inferences of the individual growth in size of galaxies (see
e.g., van Dokkum et al. 2008; van der Wel et al. 2009; Ribeiro
et al. 2016; Mosleh et al. 2017; Genel et al. 2018; Roy et al. 2018;
Whitney et al. 2019).

Remarkably, the change with 𝑧 of the color or mass-to-light ra-
tio (Υ★) gradients of quiescent galaxies has been also suggested to
explain part of their claimed strong size evolution (e.g., La Barbera
& de Carvalho 2009; Kennedy et al. 2015; Ciocca et al. 2017; Mar-
ian et al. 2018; Suess et al. 2019a,b). The latter authors, using data
from the CANDELS survey, have shown that the radial variations
in Υ★ cause that the galaxy’s light profile is different from its mass
profile, in such a way that the half-light radius is a biased tracer
of galaxy mass distribution. This is the main questions we aim to
study in this paper by means of the fossil record (or archaeological)
analysis of a large sample of local E galaxies.

1.1 Galaxy evolution through the fossil record method

The fossil record method allows us to recover the mass, luminosity,
and chemical enrichment histories of a stellar systemout of the infor-
mation encoded in its spectrum by using stellar population synthesis
(SPS). The above method applied to local galaxy surveys with Inte-
gral Field Spectroscopy (IFS) observations offers an alternative and
complementary way of studying the global and spatially-resolved
evolution of galaxies (see for a recent review Sánchez 2020). In con-
trast to studies based on matching galaxy populations at different
redshifts to infer about the evolution of galaxies (e.g., van Dokkum
et al. 2010), the fossil record inferences refer to the evolution of
individual galaxies. In this paper, we use the fossil record method
for studying the radial evolution of the stellar populations for local E
galaxies from the SDSS “MappingNearbyGalaxies at APO” survey
(MaNGA, Bundy et al. 2015). In particular, for a sample of “dead
and red” E galaxies, referred also as Classical Ellipticals (CLEs),
we study the differences between their half-light and half-mass radii
over time. Excluding Es with signatures of recent events of star for-
mation (SF; e.g., blue, star-forming or recently quenched galaxies)
allows us to avoid contamination in the spectra due to scarce but
luminous young populations that affect the inferences of the struc-
tural evolution through the fossil record method. The E–S0 galaxy
separation is also important for this study to avoid the presence of
discs, which are expected to have a different structural evolution
than spheroids.

In a previous paper, Lacerna et al. (2020), we have found that
the CLE galaxies accumulated 90% (50%) of their stellar masses
between 5 and 7 (9 and 12) Gyr ago, with a downsizing trend in
both stellar mass growth and SF quenching: the most massive CLEs
tend to form stars earlier and to quench SF faster than the less
massive CLE galaxies. As for radial trends, most of the CLEs have
nearly flat radial mass-weighted age profiles but slightly negative
when the luminosity-weighted ages are used. On the other hand,
the stellar metallicity gradients are clearly negative. The spatially-
resolved fossil record histories suggest that CLEs evolved both by
inside-out SF quenching and by inside-out mass growth, being more
pronounced the former than the latter.

This paper presents an update of the MaNGA CLE galaxy
sample of Lacerna et al. (2020). By using the fossil record method,
we calculate the 2D mass and light (for different rest-frame bands)
spatially-resolved maps corresponding to stellar populations up to a
given look-back time. Our main goal is to study for the CLE archae-
ological progenitors, how different evolve their radial light distribu-
tion from the radial mass distribution. As in observational studies
from galaxy surveys at different redshifts, to characterize these dif-
ferences with global properties, we use the ratios of half-mass to
half-light radii, as well as the ratios of light to mass concentrations,
and of light to mass effective surface densities. Thus, for the pro-
genitors of present-day CLE galaxies, we calculate how much the
photometric sizes deviate at different times from the intrinsic stellar
mass sizes (or the photometric concentrations from the mass con-
centrations). In a companion paper (Avila-Reese et al., in prep.), we
will present the respective evolution of theΥ★ (and color) gradients
of the CLE galaxy progenitors and show that the change of these
gradients over time drives the change of the differences between the
mass and light-derived global structural properties found here.

The remaining of this paper is structured as follows. In Section
2, we describe (i) the implementation of the fossil record method
to reconstruct the archaeological structural parameters, and (ii) the
sample selection criteria. In Section 3, we present our results on
the evolution of the differences between the radial mass and light
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distributions of the CLE progenitors, where these difference are
characterized by the following global quantities in mass and light:
sizes (§§3.1), concentrations (§§3.2), and mean surface densities
(§§3.3). In Section 4, we compare our results with a compilation
of direct observations from galaxy samples and surveys at different
redshifts. In Section 5, we discuss the caveats of our study and how
these caveats could impact our results. In addition, in this Section,
we discuss the interpretation and implications of our results. Finally,
in Section 6, we present our conclusions. In this paper, we adopt
a standard ΛCDM cosmology, with Ωm = 0.27, ΩΛ = 0.73, and
𝐻0 = 71 km s−1 Mpc−1.

2 METHODS, SAMPLE, AND GALAXY
CHARACTERISTIC RADII

2.1 Stellar population analysis

We make use of the Pipe3D pipeline, which includes the FIT3D
code for the SPS analysis (Sánchez et al. 2016a,b, 2018), to perform
the spatially resolved stellar population study of the MaNGA data
cubes. Pipe3D is an analysis tool for IFS data that has been used
in many studies based on data from IFS surveys (e.g., CALIFA,
MaNGA, and SAMI) and IFS instruments (e.g., MUSE); for some
examples, see Sánchez et al. (2016a, 2018); Cano-Díaz et al. (2016);
Cano-Díaz et al. (2019); Ibarra-Medel et al. (2016); Bellocchi et al.
(2019); Sánchez (2020). Following, we briefly summarize how
Pipe3D works (for details and multiple tests, see Sánchez et al.
2016a,b; Ibarra-Medel et al. 2016, 2019). First, Pipe3D performs an
spatial segmentation or binning to achieve a homogeneous signal-
to-noise (S/N) threshold level of ∼ 50 on each segment. Then,
Pipe3D fits the stellar continuum on each segment by using the
stellar population synthesis code FIT3D.

Here, we use FIT3D with the implementation of the
GRANADA and MILES simple stellar population (SSP) libraries.
The GRANADA and MILES (named gsd156) SSP library uses the
Vazdekis et al. (2010) templates, which starts at 63 Myrs, and it is
complemented by younger stellar models from González Delgado
et al. (2005), both matching in the same metallicity range. This li-
brary was introduced in Cid Fernandes et al. (2014) as GM (later
named gsd156). The use of the González Delgado et al. (2005) stel-
lar models in the Vazdekis et al. (2010) SSP library was intended
to fill the gap between 1 Myr and 63 Myr. Both SSPs complement
each other and cover 39 ages (14–0.001 Gyr)1 and 4 metallicities
([𝑍/𝐻]=0.004, 0.008, 0.02, and 0.03) giving a suitable range to
study the evolution of galaxies. The gsd156 library has been tested
with multiple observations and simulations (e.g., Cid Fernandes
et al. 2013, 2014; Sánchez et al. 2016a,b; Ibarra-Medel et al. 2019).
The gsd156 SSP library uses the Salpeter (1955) initial mass func-
tion (IMF). Using this library, FIT3D performs the non-parametric
SSP fitting to the spectra in the 3500Å − 7000Å wavelength range.
In addition, FIT3D models the effects of dust extinction in the SPS
analysis using a Cardelli et al. (1989) extinction law.

After the spectral inversion through the SSP fittingwith FIT3D,
Pipe3D performs the analysis of the nebular emission lines, and cre-
ates a set of maps that contain the stellar population properties, the
SSP outputs, the kinematics, the nebular emission and the nebular
kinematics. These maps are processed by Pipe3D to undone the
initial segmentation and generate 2D maps with the same num-
ber of spaxels as in the original data cube. The stellar population

1 In practice, we use results until 13 Gyr.

model for each spaxel is estimated by re-scaling the best fittedmodel
within each spatial segment to the continuum flux intensity in the
corresponding spaxel. In addition, in this work we post-process the
SSP decomposition maps to obtain the spatially-resolved 2D maps
across look-back time (𝑡lb), including the corresponding rest-frame
spectra and photometric bands. We describe the latter in the next
subsection. It should be said that several previous works have used
the Pipe3D/FIT3D codes with other SSP libraries or introduced
parametric SF histories, and they were compared with other codes
using concrete observed or mock galaxies (e.g., González Delgado
et al. 2015; García-Benito et al. 2017; López Fernández et al. 2018;
Guidi et al. 2018). In most cases, the archaeological results indi-
cated that they did not depend on these variations at a qualitative
level.

2.1.1 Fossil record 2D map reconstruction

To generate the spatially-resolved 2D maps with stellar spectral
(in the rest-frame) and mass information across 𝑡lb, we reconstruct
the archaeological evolution of the galaxy spectra. From the SSP
decomposition, 𝑓𝑆𝑆𝑃 , provided by FIT3D, we know the fractional
contribution in light of each SSP to the observed spectra in terms
of the age (𝑡𝑖) and metallicity (𝑍 𝑗 ). In addition, we know from the
gsd156 stellar library the values of the stellar mass loss (𝑚𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠)
and the mass-to-light ratio at any wave-length, Υ★,𝜆, for each SSP,
also in terms of the age and metallicity. Hence, the reconstructed
spectrum up to a given age (> 𝑡) is given by:

𝐹 (𝜆, > 𝑡) =
∑︁
𝑗

𝑡≤𝑡𝑖∑︁
𝑖

𝑓𝑠𝑠𝑝 (𝑍 𝑗 , 𝑡𝑖)𝐿𝑠𝑠𝑝 (𝜆, 𝑍 𝑗 , 𝑡𝑖 − 𝑡)

×𝐿𝑉 × 100.4𝐴𝑉 ×
Υ★,𝜆 (𝑍 𝑗 , 𝑡𝑖)

Υ★,𝜆 (𝑍 𝑗 , 𝑡𝑖 − 𝑡)
×
𝑚𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠 (𝑍 𝑗 , 𝑡𝑖 − 𝑡)
𝑚𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠 (𝑍 𝑗 , 𝑡𝑖)

(1)

𝐿𝑉 is the integrated luminosity over the Johnson’s 𝑉 band and 𝐴𝑉
is the fitted extinction derived from the SSP decomposition. There-
fore, the reconstructed spectra up to the age 𝑡 is the sum of all the
SSP spectra with ages larger or equal to 𝑡, once we consider the
changes on 𝑚𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠 and Υ★,𝜆 across the ages. A SSP with age 𝑡𝑖
today would have an age 𝑡𝑖 − 𝑡 at the epoch 𝑡. This reconstruction
is applied for each spaxel in the data cube. To obtain the photo-
metric luminosity at rest frame within an spaxel up to given age
and at a given photometric band 𝑝ℎ𝑜𝑡𝑜, 𝐿(𝑡)𝑝ℎ𝑜𝑡𝑜, we simply con-
volve the desired response function of the given photometric band
to the reconstructed archaeological spectra. The archaeological re-
construction of the stellar mass at each spaxel up to a given age
is the cumulative SF history taking into account the change of the
stellar mass loss:

𝑀P3D★ (> 𝑡) =
∑︁
𝑗

𝑡≤𝑡𝑖∑︁
𝑖

𝑓𝑠𝑠𝑝 (𝑍 𝑗 , 𝑡𝑖) × 𝐿𝑉 × 100.4𝐴𝑉

×Υ★(𝑍 𝑗 , 𝑡𝑖) ×
𝑚𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠 (𝑍 𝑗 , 𝑡𝑖 − 𝑡)
𝑚𝑙𝑜𝑠𝑠 (𝑍 𝑗 , 𝑡𝑖)

(2)

Finally, the mass-to-light ratio in the photometric band 𝑝ℎ𝑜𝑡𝑜 up to
the age 𝑡 is Υ(> 𝑡)★,𝑝ℎ𝑜𝑡𝑜 ≡ 𝑀★(> 𝑡)/𝐿 (> 𝑡)𝑝ℎ𝑜𝑡𝑜. In this work
we use the SDSS 𝑔, 𝑟 and 𝑖 photometric bands.
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2.2 The sample of red and dead Ellipticals

Our sample of E galaxies is based on the MaNGA data from the
Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) Data Release 15 (DR15; Aguado
et al. 2019), which contains 4621 galaxies.MaNGA is an IFS survey
of∼ 10, 000 galaxies in the redshift range of 0.01 < 𝑧 < 0.15 (Bundy
et al. 2015) at a spectral resolution of 𝑅 ∼ 2000 or∼ 65 km s−1 in the
wavelength range 3600–10300 Å, and a median spatial resolution of
2.54 arcsec FWHM (1.8 kpc at the median redshift of 0.037, Drory
et al. 2015; Law et al. 2015, 2016). MaNGA targets are chosen from
the NASA-Sloan Atlas catalogue (NSA; Blanton et al. 2005) such
that the distribution is nearly uniform in log𝑀★ (Wake et al. 2017).

2.2.1 Morphological classification of Elliptical galaxies

We use here the morphological classification of MaNGA DR15
galaxies from Vázquez-Mata et al. (2021), which is part of one of
the official MaNGA Value Added Catalogs2, and it is reported in
Accetta et al. (2021). In Vázquez-Mata et al. (2021) the morpho-
logical classification was carried out based on a visual inspection
to a combination of (i) newly background-subtracted and gradient-
removed3 SDSS 𝑟 band and 𝑔𝑟𝑖 color images; (ii) post-processed
deep 𝑟 band images, 𝑔𝑟𝑧 color images, and residual (after best model
subtraction) images from the DESI Legacy Imaging Surveys (Dey
et al. 2019). The above visual inspection allowed the authors to
isolate E, S0 and S0a candidates as much as possible.

Elliptical galaxies were identified by visually judging for the
presence of a high central concentration of light with a gradual fall-
off in brightness at all radii and outer regions having no sharp edges.
In contrast, Lenticular galaxies were identified as those having a
relatively prominent central light concentration with a sharp outer
edge, that is,where the light drops offdrastically showing a relatively
flat profile from intermediate to outer radii. There are cases of
prominent outer rings evidencing the presence of an extended disk
in these galaxies, thus of S0 nature.

A possible source of confusion could be some poorly resolved
face-on (large 𝑏/𝑎 ratio) S0s at high 𝑧. However, for instance,
Domínguez Sánchez et al. (2020) found evidence that (fast-rotating)
E galaxies are not simply S0 galaxies that are viewed face-on. In the
case of Vázquez-Mata et al. (2021), the presence of (weak) rings
or sharp edges in galaxies with large high 𝑏/𝑎 ratios pre-selected
as bulge dominated were used as criteria to separate S0–S0a from
E types. On the other hand, E galaxies are not always composed of
pure smooth spheroids. The digital image processing to the DESI
images in combination with the PSF-convolved DESI residual im-
ages, allowed the authors to identify E galaxies showing possible
disc-like features embedded in the inner region of the spheroid.
When the disc-like feature is relatively bright and large, the galaxy
was classified as S0. However, in most of the cases, the clear do-
minion of a structurally defined spheroid, led to classify them as

2 https://www.sdss.org/dr16/data_
access/value-added-catalogs/?vac_id=
manga-visual-morphologies-from-sdss-and-desi-images
3 Given a set of overlapping images, characterization of the overlap dif-
ferences is key to determine how each image should be adjusted before
combining them. Vázquez-Mata et al. (2021) took the approach of consid-
ering each image individually with respect to it neighbors. Specifically, they
determine the areas of overlap between each image and its neighbors, and
use the complete set of overlap pixels in a least-squares fit to determine
how each image should be adjusted (e.g. what gradient and offset should be
added/removed) to bring it “best” in line with its neighbors.

E galaxies, but with inner discs (this type of Ellipticals are called
Elliculars). To this respect see, for example, the work by Graham
(2019) emphasizing on the often overlooked continua of disc sizes
in early-type galaxies.

In the early MaNGAmorphological classification used in Lac-
erna et al. (2020), many of the E galaxies with an inner disc were
classified as S0s. In the morphological re-evaluation of these galax-
ies in Vázquez-Mata et al. (2021), they were re-classified as Ellipti-
cals (actually Elliculars), that is, the number of E galaxies increased
with respect to Lacerna et al. (2020). These authors studied a sam-
ple of 340 MaNGA Ellipticals from DR15, but limited to 𝑧 ≤0.08.
In the present paper that condition is relaxed, thus increasing our
sample to an amount of 722 Ellipticals out to 𝑧 = 0.15 (504 out
to 𝑧 = 0.08). Originally, 859 galaxies were classified as Ellipticals
but 137 of them were discarded because of the presence of strong
tidal features, large bright clumps or extended structures in the
images within the MaNGA FoVs. As discussed in Vázquez-Mata
et al. (2021), when comparing their morphological classification
of MaNGA DR15 galaxies with the automatic classification by
Domínguez Sánchez et al. (2021), even including E galaxies with
inner discs to the group of Ellipticals (as we do here), their fraction
is lower than that of Domínguez Sánchez et al. (2021). We suggest
that the use of the DESI images and the visual detection of weak
rings and sharp surface brightness edges, helps to separate better
Lenticulars from Ellipticals.

2.2.2 Photometric properties

The circularized effective radius in the 𝑟-band is calculated as 𝑅e,r=
ae,r ×

√︁
(𝑏/𝑎)𝑟 , where 𝑎e,r is the half-light semi-major axis and

(𝑏/𝑎)𝑟 is the minor-to-major axis ratio. We take these quantities
from the MaNGA PyMorph DR15 photometric catalog (Fischer
et al. 2019)4 based on SDSS images. These authors obtained the
structural properties, including 𝑎e,r, by fitting parametric models
to the 2D surface brightness profile convolved with the PSF of
the galaxy image. We use their case of Sérsic truncated model.
We removed 39 Ellipticals in which the Sérsic fit failed due to
contamination, peculiarity, bad-image or bad model fit. We do not
also consider other 25 E galaxies with 𝑅e,r smaller than the SDSS 𝑟-
band PSF of 1.5 arcsec. In addition, we removed four galaxies with
a stellar mass lower than the completeness limit given in Rodríguez-
Puebla et al. (2020, for details, see their appendix C). The stellar
mass is obtained from the NSA catalog (Blanton et al. 2005, it uses
a Chabrier 2003 IMF). Therefore, our pruned sample of Ellipticals
consists of 654 galaxies.

2.2.3 Spectro-photometric selection of classical E galaxies

In this paper, we aim to study the evolution of the stellar mass and
light radial surface distributions of the Ellipticals that are “red and
dead”, the CLE galaxies. By “dead” we understand that the galaxy
has been in a quenching regime by a long time (see Appendix B for a
disscusion on definitions of SF quenching), that is, it became passive
or retired. The operational criteria to define red and retired galaxies
were discussed in Lacerna et al. (2020). A summary is as follows.
Red and blue galaxies are separated using the criterion found by
Lacerna et al. (2014) in the 𝑔 − 𝑖 color vs. 𝑀★ diagram (colors were
taken from the SDSS database with extinction corrected modelMag

4 https://data.sdss.org/datamodel/files/MANGA_PHOTO/
pymorph/PYMORPH_VER/manga-pymorph.html
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magnitudes). As for the SF activity, we used the Pipe3D integral
extinction-corrected H𝛼 equivalent width, EW(H𝛼), and the line
ratio diagnostics in the BPT diagram (Baldwin et al. 1981). Qui-
escent galaxies are defined as those with EW(H𝛼)< 3Å (Sánchez
et al. 2014; Cano-Díaz et al. 2016; Cano-Díaz et al. 2019; Sánchez
2020); most of our sample of E galaxies (92.8%) obey this crite-
rion. Finally, to assure a long-term quenching regime for our retired
galaxies, we impose the criterion of an integral luminosity-weighted
age larger than 4 Gyr (see below).

The number of E galaxies obeying the three criteria mentioned
above amounts to 537, that is, 82.1% of our pruned sample of 654
Ellipticals are CLE galaxies.

The remaining 17.9%of theMaNGAEgalaxies have particular
photometric and spectral line diagnostic features, which evidence
them as different to the CLE galaxies, specially regarding their late
evolution (for details, see Lacerna et al. 2020). Briefly, the remaining
E galaxies in our sample are as follows. A fraction of 6.9% of the
E galaxies have either EW(H𝛼)< 3Å and luminosity-weighted ages
≤ 4 Gyr or 3 ≤ EW(H𝛼)/Å < 6 lying above the Kewley et al. (2001)
relation in the BPT diagram. Following McIntosh et al. (2014), we
identify these galaxies as Recently Quenched Ellipticals (RQE). As
discussed in Lacerna et al. (2020), RQEs have different properties
and evolutionary paths with respect to CLEs. The most massive
RQEs could be the result of late (𝑧 < 0.3−0.5)major or intermediate
mergers, while the less massive RQEs could be associated to the
accretion of gas-rich satellite(s) or gas infall since 𝑧 . 0.8. A
small fraction (2.6%) of the E galaxies are blue and star-forming
(BSF), which probably are E galaxies that rejuvenated recently by
cosmic gas infall. Galaxies are considered as star-forming when
EW(H𝛼)> 6Å and the galaxy lies below the Kewley et al. (2001)
relation. The remaining fraction of MaNGA Ellipticals (8.4%) are
either retired but blue, red but star-forming, undetermined or with
AGN.5.

2.3 Half-light radii from SDSS photometry and MaNGA
data cubes

In the upper main panel of Figure 1, we present our MaNGA sample
of CLE galaxies in the 𝑅e,r–𝑀★ diagram (red circles). As men-
tioned above, to calculate the circularized effective radii we use
the MaNGA PyMorph photometric catalog based on SDSS images
(Fischer et al. 2019). We also include with different symbols the
different classes of E galaxies as discussed above. The solid line
corresponds to the best-fit relation for early-type galaxies as deter-
mined byMosleh et al. (2013) from a robust photometric analysis of
SDSS galaxies. This relation also describes very well the MaNGA
sample of E galaxies. The size is roughly constant with mass up to
𝑀★∼ 1010.5 M� , and it increases rapidly for more massive galax-
ies. We note that at low masses the RQE galaxies tend to be slightly
above the Mosleh et al. (2013) relation. We show the criterion that
defines (extreme) compact early-type galaxies at 𝑧 ∼ 0 following
the criterion for fossil red nuggets given in Barro et al. (2013, red
line). We also show the local compact core criterion (green line)
from the compilation by de la Rosa et al. (2016, see their Figure 3,

5 We note that the fractions of CLEs, RQEs, and BSF Ellipticals changed
with respect to reported in Lacerna et al. (2020, it increases in the case of
CLEs, whereas it decreases for RQEs and BSF) mostly because we do not
establish here an upper limit of 𝑧 = 0.08 as in that paper. The current sample
considers galaxies out to 𝑧 ≈ 0.15, which includes a higher fraction of red,
retired galaxies than in the case of limiting to 𝑧 = 0.08.
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Figure 1. Mass–size relation of MaNGA Ellipticals. Upper main panel:
Stellar mass vs. 𝑟−band effective circularized radius, 𝑅e,r. The CLE galax-
ies are shown in red filled circles. We also show the RQE galaxies (orange
open squares), BSF E galaxies (blue open stars), and other Es (black open
circles). The black line is the fit to the 𝑀★–𝑅e,r relation for nearby early-
type galaxies from Mosleh et al. (2013). The red and green lines are the
criteria of compact spheroids from Barro et al. (2013) and compact cores
from de la Rosa et al. (2016), respectively. Top and upper right sub-panels
show the normalized density distributions of 𝑀★ and 𝑅e,r, respectively,
for CLE (red solid histogram), RQE (orange open histogram), and BSF
(blue dashed histogram) galaxies.Middle main panel: Stellar mass vs. 𝑅50𝑟
of only CLEs, where 𝑅50𝑟 is as calculated by Pipe3D from the MaNGA
datacubes, within their limited FoVs. Blue triangles are for the Primary+
sample, whereas green, yellow, and cyan circles for Secondary, commission-
ing and ancillary samples, respectively. The middle right sub-panel shows
the respective normalized density distributions of 𝑅50𝑟 . Lower main panel:
Differences between 𝑅e,r and 𝑅50𝑟 of CLEs. The symbols are the same as
in the middle main panel. The lower right sub-panel shows the normalized
density distributions of the differences in sizes with the same symbols as in
the middle right sub-panel. The integral of each histogram in the sub-panels
sums to unity.

where they use the van Dokkum et al. 2015 criterion). Only 12 CLE
galaxies can be considered as fossil red nuggets, i.e., below the red
line. If a more restrictive criterion for red nuggets is used, e.g., the
one by van Dokkum et al. (2015), then this number is smaller.

In the middle main panel of Figure 1, the MaNGA sample of
only CLEs (red filled circles in the upper panel) is shown again in
the size–mass diagram but this time using the 𝑟-band circularized
half-light radius, 𝑅50𝑟 , derived with Pipe3D from the MaNGA data
cubes. We first calculate the half-light semi-major radius, 𝑎50,𝑟 , us-
ing the growth curve in elliptical isophotes along the semi-major axis

MNRAS 000, 1–19 (2015)
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Figure 2. Evolution of the ratio between the half-mass and half-light radii of the MaNGA CLE archaeological progenitors. Each panel shows the running
medians in different bins of 𝑀★ at the observation time for the 𝑔, 𝑟 , and 𝑖 bands (cyan, orange, and red lines, respectively). The dark and light orange shaded
regions correspond to the standard error of the median and the associated first and third quartiles for the 𝑟 band, respectively. The 𝑀★ range and the number
of galaxies in each bin are indicated in the top of the respective panels.

from the 2D 𝑟− band luminosity map and correcting it by the PSF
broadening size: 𝑎50,𝑟 =

√︃
𝑎250,𝑟 ,meas − 𝑎

2
PSF, where 𝑎50,𝑟 ,meas is

the measured major semi-axis value at which half of the flux (within
the FoV) is attained. This is a common way to roughly correct by
the PSF size the half-light radius obtained non-parametrically from
the growth curve (e.g., Mosleh et al. 2013). Then, as before, we
define the circularized value as 𝑅50𝑟= 𝑎50,𝑟 ×

√︁
(𝑏/𝑎)𝑟 . The same

procedure applies for other bands as well as for the surface den-
sity mass. In Figure 1, the symbols correspond to different spatial
coverage in MaNGA. The FoV of MaNGA galaxies is such that it
should cover up to ∼ 1.5𝑅e,r of the galaxy in the Primary+ sample
(blue triangles) and up to ∼ 2.5𝑅e,r in the Secondary sample (green
circles). The fraction of the Primary+ and Secondary galaxies for
the CLE sample are 60.1% and 36.3%, respectively (the remaining
3.0% and 0.6% correspond to ancillary and commissioning galax-
ies, respectively). Note that we use the subscript 𝑒 for the effective
radii from the SDSS photometry, while the subscript 50 for the
half-light radii obtained non-parametrically from the Pipe3D lu-
minosity maps within the FoVs of the MaNGA observations. Due
to the limited MaNGA FoV’s, specially for the Primary+ sample,
the latter are smaller than the former as seen in the lower panels.
The median differences in the sizes are 0.22 dex for the Primary+
sample and only 0.072 dex for the Secondary sample. The main
expected impact of the limited aperture of MaNGA observations
on our results is that the archaeological evolution of the outermost
regions of the CLEs, where inside-out growth by minor mergers
could be important (see e.g., Mosleh et al. 2020), at least for the
more massive, is not captured. Therefore, our inferences about late
size growth and 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L evolution of these galaxies could be
underestimated.

3 RESULTS

Our goal here is to explore how different is the evolution of the radial
stellar light distribution from the stellar mass one for our MaNGA
CLE galaxies. To quantify the differences with global observable
properties, we use the ratios of light to mass corresponding to three
properties: radius (§§3.1), concentration (3.2), and effective surface
density (3.3). To calculate these properties, we use the 2D light and
mass maps at different cosmic times, within the corresponding FoV
of each observed galaxy. To define cosmic times, we go from the
SSP age distribution of each galaxy to a common cosmic look-back
time, 𝑡lb, such that 𝑡lb= 𝑡lb,obs + 𝑡, where 𝑡lb,obs is the look-back time
corresponding to the observational redshift of a given galaxy and 𝑡
is the given SSP age. We use 𝑀P3D★ (𝑡lb) to refer to the cumulative
stellar masses calculated with Pipe3D within the MANGA FoV at
different look-backs times, taking into account the stellar mass loss.

3.1 Evolution of the ratio between half-light and half-mass
radii

We measure the half-light and half-mass semi-major radii as the
scales where half of the total luminosity and mass are attained,
respectively, within the FoV of each galaxy. The respective growth
curves along the semi-major axis of elliptical annuli are used. We
circularize these radii and correct by the PSF size (see §§2.3) to
calculate 𝑅50L and 𝑅50M at each 𝑡lb. In Figure 2, where the main
result of the present work is shown, we plot the running median in
different stellar mass bins of the 𝑅50M/𝑅50L evolutionary tracks of
the archaeological progenitors of our CLE galaxies. The 𝑅50M-to-
𝑅50L ratio tell us how compact a galaxy is in mass with respect to
light (in different bands). The galaxies were labeled by their masses
from the NSA catalog and grouped into five 𝑀★ bins indicated
within the panels of Figure 2. We present results in three rest-frame
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bands, 𝑔, 𝑟, and 𝑖. For the 𝑟 band, we also show the standard error
of the median6 and the associated first and third quartiles in dark
and light shaded regions, respectively. The corresponding errors of
the median and quartiles in the 𝑔 and 𝑖 bands are in general slightly
larger and smaller than in the 𝑟 band, respectively. We do not show
them to avoid over-plotting.

As observed in Figure 2, the evolution of the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L
ratio has some dependence on the final masses of the CLE galaxies.
At early epochs, 𝑡lb & 10 Gyr, the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratio has a large
dispersion, with median values around 1, and the compactness in
different bands is roughly the same on average. At lower look-back
times (lower 𝑧), the larger the 𝑀★, the earlier the 𝑅50M/𝑅50L ratio,
on average, starts to decrease for all bands. The decreasing of the
𝑅50M/𝑅50L ratios is more pronounced in the bluer bands. Within
the large scatter, the average of the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios in the 𝑟
band reaches a minimum at 𝑡lb∼ 2 Gyr (𝑧 ∼ 0.2) for galaxies in the
9.0 ≤ log(𝑀★/M�)< 10.0 bin, and at 𝑡lb∼ 4 Gyr (𝑧 ∼ 0.35) for
those in the log(𝑀★/M�)≥ 11.5 bin.

The progenitors of less massive CLEs attain smaller differ-
ences between 𝑅50M and 𝑅50L on average, that is, their 𝑅50M-to-
𝑅50L ratios are higher at the minimum. For the massive CLEs,
log(𝑀★/M�)> 10.5, the minimum ratio in the 𝑟-band is 0.60−0.65
on average. After the minimum, the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios increase
towards the present day, and the scatter significantly decreases. For
CLEs less massive than ∼ 1010 M� , the 𝑅50M/𝑅50L evolutionary
tracks are scattered around the value of 1, and even with a ten-
dency, in many cases, to values larger than 1, at 𝑡lb& 5 Gyr. That
𝑅50L<𝑅50M implies that the light radial distribution (young popula-
tions) is more compact than that of stellar mass (older populations),
which suggests that the galaxy is in a phase of strong SF bursts in
the center (e.g., Zolotov et al. 2015; Tacchella et al. 2016; Barro
et al. 2017). Note that for more massive CLEs, at least for a fraction
of them, this phase seems to have occurred earlier than for the less
massive ones. At 𝑡lb. 5Gyr, the mean 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratio of the
less massive CLEs decreases and then increases towards the present
day. This is the sameU-shaped trend seen in themoremassive CLEs
but more compressed in time and amplitude.

In general, we observe that the less massive CLE galaxies
follow the qualitative trends of the more massive ones with regard to
the evolution of the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios but shifted to later epochs
and with less pronounced trends. According to Figure 2, on average,
the more massive the CLE galaxy, the sooner its archaeological
progenitor enters to the phase of decreasing systematically its 𝑅50M-
to-𝑅50L ratio. For the progenitors of CLEs more massive than ∼
1011 M� , this early phase happened at 𝑧 ∼ 2.5 or higher, while for
the least massive CLEs, this happens at 𝑧 ∼ 0.5, on average.

The systematical decrease of the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratio as 𝑡lb is
smaller seen in Figure 2 means that the galaxy becomes internally
less compact (or externally more extended) in light than in stellar
mass, being more pronounced this trend as bluer the band is. The
above could be because the galaxy undergoes a gradual quenching
of SF from the inside out and/or because the archaeological SF his-
tory is more prolonged in the outer regions of the galaxy, probably
due to a lower SF efficiency there or to the late inside-out mass ag-
gregation of younger populations by minor mergers (ex situ stars are

6 We calculate the standard error of the median as 𝜎med = 1.253𝜎/
√
𝑁 ,

where 𝜎 is the standard error and 𝑁 is the number of elements in the given
bin. This formula is valid for a normal distribution. The distributions of the
𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios at different epochs are not normal but the deviations
from it are small in most of the cases. Therefore, the above formula is a good
approximation.

more common in the outermost regions, & 1.5−2𝑅𝑒, though impor-
tant fractions can be found also at inner radii, specially in the most
massive galaxies, see e.g., Rodriguez-Gomez et al. 2016). Recall
that the half-light and half-mass radii are associated to younger and
older stellar populations, respectively, particularly in the rest-frame
𝑔 band. In this sense, the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratio quantifies the strength
of the differences in stellar population ages along the galaxy, and is
associated to the Υ★ and color radial gradients (see e.g., Chan et al.
2016, 2018; Suess et al. 2019a). On the other hand, the upturn and
the subsequent trend of increasing the 𝑅50L-to-𝑅50M ratio at late
epochs seen in Figure 2 implies that after some epoch the light radial
distribution approximates to that of the mass. If the light distribu-
tion is more extended than the mass one (𝑅50L>𝑅50M), but at some
time the SF rate, SFR, strongly declines including the outer regions
(global quenching), then as the stellar populations age passively,
without significant structural changes, the shape of the stellar light
profile in the optical bands (which traces relatively young popula-
tions), specially in the outer regions, will tend to the same shape of
the profile of old populations (stellar mass profile), and then 𝑅50L
tends to 𝑅50M. In §§5.2 the above-mentioned interpretations for the
𝑅50M/𝑅50L evolution of the CLE archaeological progenitors shown
in Figure 2 are discussed in more detail.

We note that inferences of the individual radial distributions
of stellar light and mass at different ages from the fossil record
method could be misleading due to the effects of radial mixing (by
stellar migration or mergers) in the observed stellar populations.
Mixing tends to flatten stellar population radial gradients (see for
a discussion §§5.1.2). As a result, the inferred half-mass (or half-
light) radii of the archaeological progenitors at different ages tends
to equalize, possibly giving the impression of a smaller-than-actual
size evolution. This effect is less important for the ratios of 𝑅50M to
𝑅50L because older and younger stellar populations, those that are
traced by mass and light, respectively, shifted radially in roughly the
same way (actually, older populations are susceptible to more shift
than those that form later simply because themixingmechanisms act
longer). In other words, if the mixing effects lead us to estimate an
archaeological growth of 𝑅50M less than the true one, approximately
the same applies to 𝑅50L, specially in the more infrared bands.
Therefore, while the archaeological inference of the 𝑅50M and 𝑅50L
evolution could differ from the true evolution due to the possible
radial mixing of stellar populations in the observed galaxy, their
ratio is less affected by this effect.

Bearing in mind the above-mentioned caveat, in Figure A1
in Appendix A, we present the median tracks of 𝑅50M and 𝑅50L
as a function of 𝑡lb in the same mass bins and for the same three
photometric bands as in Figure 2. The fossil record analysis for the
CLE galaxies shows that, on average, 𝑅50M almost does not change
with 𝑡lb. If any, for the more massive ones, 𝑅50M is slightly smaller
at larger look-back times. Therefore, is the evolution of the 𝑅50L
radii which actually drives the behaviors of the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios
observed in Figure 2.

3.2 Evolution of the ratio between stellar light and stellar
mass concentrations

The 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratio studied in §§3.1 tell us about how compact
the galaxies in stellar mass are with respect to luminosity in differ-
ent bands. Differences between the galaxy surface mass density and
brightness radial distributions could be due not only to differences
between the respective characteristic sizes, but also to differences
between the shapes of these radial distributions, in particular to how
peaked is the inner mass distribution with respect to the luminosity

MNRAS 000, 1–19 (2015)



8 H. Ibarra-Medel et al.

1 3 5 7 9 11
Look Back Time [Gyr]

0.6
0.7
0.8
0.9
1.0
1.1
1.2
1.3
1.4
1.51.6

c L
,0
.5

0−
1.

2(
t l
b)
/c
M
,0
.5

0−
1.

2(
t l
b) 9.0≤log(M )<10.0, N=15

g

r

i

1 3 5 7 9 11
Look Back Time [Gyr]

10.0≤log(M )<10.5, N=36

0.6
0.7
0.8
0.9
1.0
1.1
1.2
1.3
1.4
1.51.6

c L
,0
.5

0−
1.

2(
t l
b)
/c
M
,0
.5

0−
1.

2(
t l
b) 10.5≤log(M )<11.0, N=79

11.0≤log(M )<11.5, N=297

0.08 0.26 0.50 0.84 1.38 2.50
z

0.6
0.7
0.8
0.9
1.0
1.1
1.2
1.3
1.4
1.51.6

c L
,0
.5

0−
1.

2(
t l
b)
/c
M
,0
.5

0−
1.

2(
t l
b) log(M )≥11.5, N=110

0.08 0.26 0.50 0.84 1.38 2.50
z

Figure 3. Evolution of the ratio between stellar light and mass inner concen-
trations. The line and color codes are as in Figure 2. The trends are similar
to those of the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratio but the differences in the case of con-
centration, both in the stellar light-to-mass ratios and among the different
photometric bands, are smaller than for the size ratios.

one. The latter is related to the concentration of the mass and light
radial profiles. In other words, compactness and concentration are
different concepts (see e.g., Vulcani et al. 2014; Kennedy et al. 2015;
Andreon 2020). The concentration can be evaluated parametrically,
for example, through the Sérsic index of the surface mass/brightness
profiles fitted to a Sérsic function, or non-parametrically, by using
concentration indexes that measure the amount of mass and lu-
minosity accumulated in two characteristic radii. Here, bearing in
mind the limitations of the MaNGA footprint, we define the inner
concentration in mass or luminosity up to a given look-back time
as:

𝐶0.5−1.2 (< 𝑡lb) =
〈𝑋〉𝑅≤0.5𝑅𝑒

(< 𝑡lb)
〈𝑋〉𝑅≤1.2𝑅𝑒

(< 𝑡lb)
, (3)

where 〈𝑋〉R≤kRe is the mean (per unit of area) stellar mass or
luminosity, 𝑋 = 𝑀P3D★ or 𝐿P3D, contained in all spaxels within 𝑘𝑅𝑒
using the SDSS observed 𝑅𝑒 (see §§2.2). This measure ensures that
the extent of the mass and luminosity radial profiles at any epoch are
scaled to a physical size, the effective radius of the observed galaxy,
𝑅𝑒. Our concentration parameter is similar to that one introduced
by Peterken et al. (2020) with the difference that these authors
measured the stellar mass concentration corresponding to stellar
populations of a given age interval, while in our case, 𝐶0.5−1.2
refers to all stellar populations up to a given age. On the other hand,
note that our interest here is in the evolution of the ratio between the
stellar light and mass concentrations, rather than in the evolution
of the concentrations per se. Values of 𝐶𝐿
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Figure 4. Evolution of the ratio between effective surface brightness and
effective surface density in the 𝑔, 𝑟 , and 𝑖 bands. The line and color codes
are as in Figure 2.

1 imply that the shapes of the inner radial distribution in mass and
luminosity are similar, while 𝐶𝐿

0.5−1.2/𝐶
𝑀
0.5−1.2 < 1 means that the

shape of the stellar mass distribution is “peaker” in its center than
the shape of the stellar light distribution.

Figure 3 shows the running medians, the standard errors of
the median, and the associated first and third quartiles of the ratios
between stellar light and mass concentrations,𝐶𝐿

0.5−1.2/𝐶
𝑀
0.5−1.2, in

five 𝑀★ bins using the same line and color codes as in Figure 2. The
trends are qualitatively similar to the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratio in Figure
2. If anything, the differences in the inner concentrations between
mass and luminosity are smaller than the respective differences in
size; the differences between different bands in concentration are
also smaller than in size. In particular, at the smallest look-back
times, the mass and luminosity concentrations of the CLE galaxies
are very similar, closer to each other for all the bands than the
differences between the half-mass and half-light radii.

3.3 Evolution of the ratio between stellar light and mass
effective surface densities

Besides the changes in the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L and 𝐶𝐿
0.5−1.2-to-𝐶

𝑀
0.5−1.2

ratios reported in Figures 2 and 3, respectively, we can also explore
the evolution of the ratio between the effective surface brightness,
〈Σ〉50L = 𝐿P3D (< 𝑅50L)/𝜋𝑅250L, and effective stellar surface den-
sity, 〈Σ〉50M = 𝑀P3D★ (< 𝑅50M)/𝜋𝑅250M. We calculate 〈Σ〉50L and
〈Σ〉50M up to a given look-back time from the photometric and
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Figure 5. Evolution of the global mass-to-luminosity, Υ★, in the 𝑔, 𝑟 , and
𝑖 bands. The line and color codes are as in Figure 2.

stellar mass 2D maps described in §§2.1, and obtain their ratio:

〈Σ〉50L
〈Σ〉50M

=
𝐿P3D (< 𝑅50L)/𝜋𝑅250L
𝑀P3D★ (< 𝑅50M)/𝜋𝑅250M

≈ 1
Υ★

(
𝑅50M
𝑅50L

)2
. (4)

The approximation in the last term is becauseΥ★ refers to the mass-
to-light ratio integrated within the whole FoV, while we calculate
the luminosity and stellar mass within their respective half-light
and half-mass radii; the differences between Υ★ measured within
the FoV and within the half-light and half-mass radii are small
and roughly the same at all epochs. Figure 4 shows the running
medians of 〈Σ〉50L/〈Σ〉50M as a function of 𝑡lb in five present-day
𝑀★ bins for the 𝑔, 𝑟, and 𝑖 bands. The dark and light shaded bands
are the standard error of the median and the scatter (first and third
quartiles) for the 𝑟 band. The effective surface brightness of CLE
archaeological progenitors dramatically decreases over time with
respect to the effective surface density, more in the bluer rest-frame
bands. Also, these trends are amplified as 𝑀★ is larger. At late
epochs (low redshifts), the 〈Σ〉50L/〈Σ〉50M ratio tends to decrease
slower than in the past. According to Eq. (4), the above results are
the combination of the changes over time of Υ★ and the 𝑅50M-to-
𝑅50L ratio. The latter was shown in Figure 2, while the former is
shown in Figure 5. Over time,Υ★ increases significantly in the three
bands and for all masses up to the present-day values ofΥ★ ≈ 5−7.

Based on our results, if photometric observations of galaxies at
different redshifts expected to end as CLEs show a strong decrease
in their surface brightness over time, then their actual decrease
in surface density should be much more moderate. That is, any
estimation of the evolution of a characteristic surface density for
the progenitors of E galaxies (from photometric observations at
different redshifts) must take into account the evolution in Υ★ and

𝑅50M/𝑅50L (a proxy of the Υ★ gradient) that these galaxies have.
In particular, as showed in Figure 5, the former strongly increases
with time.

4 COMPARISON WITH DIRECT OBSERVATIONS

In the Introduction we have cited some of the voluminous literature
about measuring sizes and densities of galaxies at different redshifts
from cosmological surveys. Most of these observational works con-
cluded that the half-light radius of quiescent or early-type galaxies,
of similar stellar masses, are ∼ 3 − 4 times smaller at 𝑧 > 2 than
local ones, that is, the progenitors of local early-type or quiescent
galaxies were apparently much more compact and dense in the past.
However, as also discussed in the Introduction, there are several
selection effects and biases that could affect these results. In par-
ticular, the change with 𝑧 of the color or Υ★ gradients of galaxies
imply that the measured half-light radius evolution is a biased tracer
of the intrinsic half-mass radius evolution of galaxies. Suess et al.
(2019a) analysed multiband imaging of a large sample of ∼ 7000
galaxies from the CANDELS fields and using three methods for
calculating half-mass radii, have found that the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ra-
tio of most of galaxies, including quiescent ones, decreases from
𝑧 = 2.5 to 𝑧 = 1.0 (see also Chan et al. 2018, who use the data
from Lang et al. 2014). The authors conclude that the intrinsic size
evolution of galaxies is slower than previously found in light. This
is because the Υ★ gradients became more negative with time. In
Suess et al. (2019b), the authors extended their analysis to 𝑧 ≈ 0.25
by adding ∼ 9000 CANDELS galaxies at 𝑧 ≤ 1.0 and found that the
𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios decrease slower or remain constant at 𝑧 ∼ 1.

In the left panel of Figure 6 we reproduce the results
reported in Suess et al. (2019b) for quiescent galaxies with
masses log(𝑀★/M�)>10.1, black dots with error bars. The strong
𝑅50M/𝑅50𝑟 evolution observed at 𝑧 & 1 appears to flatten at 𝑧 < 1.
We measured the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50𝑟 ratio of our CLE archaeological
progenitors with masses log(𝑀★(𝑧)/M�)>10.1, where the masses
are calculated at each 𝑧 as 𝑀★(𝑧)=𝑀★× (𝑀P3D★ (𝑧)/𝑀P3D★ (𝑧obs));
recall that 𝑀★ is the mass of the observed galaxy from the NSA
catalog. We plot the running medians of 𝑅50M/𝑅50L (orange solid
line) in the same redshift bins as in Suess et al. (2019b) and the
associated quartiles (shaded area). Our fossil record inferences for
the progenitors of local CLE galaxies show, on average, a similar
trend but less evolution in the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios than reported
in Suess et al. (2019b) for quiescent galaxies observed at different
redshfits. Below we discuss some questions to consider regarding
this comparison.

(i) The data from Suess et al. (2019b) correspond to galaxies
defined as quiescent at the observation’s redshift, while in our case,
the data correspond to the archaeological progenitors of local CLE
(quiescent) galaxies, which at large look-back times are star-forming
rather than quiescent (Lacerna et al. 2020, see also Sánchez et al.
2019 and Peterken et al. 2021). How to define when a galaxy
quenches its SF is a widely discussed topic in the literature, see
Appendix B. When the specific SFR or the related birthrate param-
eter 𝑏 can be estimated, a criterion can be introduced to consider
a galaxy either as star-forming or quiescent (quenched at a given
time). In Appendix B we describe the criterion used in Lacerna
et al. (2020) and its implementation to the progenitors of the CLE
galaxies studied here. Thus, at each 𝑡lb we exclude those progenitors
that are star-forming. The orange vertical-dashed line in Figure 6
shows the corresponding running medians of 𝑅50M/𝑅50𝑟 as a func-
tion of 𝑡lb of only quiescent progenitors at the given epoch. The
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Figure 6. Comparison of the mass-to-light ratios in size as a function of 𝑧 or 𝑡lb from our fossil record inferences and direct observations from surveys at
different 𝑧′s. Left panel: Median of the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50𝑟 ratios (orange solid line) and the associated first to third quartiles (light shaded region) for our CLE
galaxy progenitors with log(𝑀★(𝑧)/M�)> 10.1 M� . Black dots with error bars show the results for quiescent galaxies from the CANDELS survey (Suess
et al. 2019a,b). The vertical-dashed line is when we take into account only the archaeological progenitors that are quiescent at the given epoch. The orange
circle is for local early-type galaxies from the SPIDER survey as processed by Chan et al. (2016). Right panel: Median of the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios in the 𝑟
(orange solid line) and 𝑔 (cyan solid line) bands and the associated first and third percentiles for the 𝑔 band (light shaded area) for our CLE galaxy progenitors
with log(𝑀★(𝑧)/M�)> 10.3 M� versus results for quiescent or early-type galaxies from observations at different 𝑧′s for the NIR-to-optical size ratios as
indicated in the box; see the text for details. The red horizontal line is an approximate lower limit at 0.8 . 𝑧 . 2 from several observational studies, see Chan
et al. (2016). The half-light radii in the NIR bands are expected to be close to the half-mass radii.

fraction of progenitors that are quiescent at a given 𝑡lb decreases
rapidly below 10% at 𝑧 & 1; this is why the vertical-dashed line
line ends at 𝑧 ≈ 1.1. The vertical-dashed line shows that the median
𝑅50M-to-𝑅50𝑟 ratio of quiescent progenitors of the CLE galaxies is
similar or only slightly above the median for all progenitors.
(ii) As will be discussed in §§5.1.1, the instrumental and ob-

servational settings of the MaNGA survey tend to flatten any ra-
dial difference in the stellar populations, in particular, the mass-to-
luminosity gradients, and hence the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios. There-
fore, our 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios plotted in Figure 6 are expected to be
underestimated.
(iii) Last but not least, as discussed in §§5.1.2 below, if the

observed local E galaxies underwent some dry mergers and stellar
migration, then their stellar populations might have mixed partially
in the radial direction. As a consequence, their radial distribution
after themixing becomesmore homogeneous than it was previously.
The above implies that the fossil record method could recover lower
𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios (shallower Υ★ gradients) at any epoch than
those that the progenitors could have had. Furthermore, the minor
drymergers work in the direction of increasing the galaxy externally
(see Introduction), though this effect is minimized in our analysis
due to the limited FoV of theMaNGAobservations, especially those
from the Primary+ sample.

Despite of the differences seen in the left panel of Figure 6
between the fossil record results and the direct observations from
cosmological surveys, which could be due to the considerations
mentioned above, the qualitative agreement within the scatter is
remarkable. Have in mind that the above results come from com-
pletely different methods and galaxy samples. A key feature of our

fossil record inferences is the late upturn (𝑧 ≈ 0.3− 0.4 for massive
CLE galaxies) of the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50𝑟 ratio on average, which we in-
terpret as a consequence of the global (at all radii) and continuous
quenching of SF to which the CLE galaxy progenitors were sub-
ject (see §§5.2 below). Unfortunately, the data from the CANDELS
fields used in Suess et al. (2019b) become scarce at 𝑧 . 0.4 so
that it is unclear whether there is or not an upturn in the 𝑅50M-to-
𝑅50L ratio. Chan et al. (2016) have selected a sample of luminous
(𝑀𝑟 ≤ −20.55 mag) red galaxies from the “Spheroids Panchro-
matic Investigation in Different Environmental Regions” (SPIDER)
survey of local early-type galaxies (La Barbera et al. 2010a), which
is based on SDSS imagery (39, 946 galaxies) and on UKIDSS-LAS
imagery (5080 galaxies) for the NIR bands. For a well selected sub-
sample of ∼ 3600 SPIDER galaxies, they derived resolved stellar
mass surface density maps by using an empirical Υ★–(𝑔 − 𝑟) color
relation. From these maps, Chan et al. (2016) calculated mass-
weighted structural parameters such as the half-mass radius. They
report that the half-mass radius of their selected early-type red galax-
ies (10.2 ≤log(𝑀★/M�)≤ 11.6) is on average ≈ 0.87 times the
half-light 𝑟-band radius. We plot this value in the left panel Figure
6. It agrees very well with our determinations for MaNGA CLE
galaxies, suggesting, in combination with the data from Suess et al.
(2019b), that it should have been a late upturn in the evolution of
the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50𝑟 ratio of CLE progenitors.

In the literature, there are several observational studies that re-
port the sizes of early-type or quiescent galaxies in both optical and
NIR (rest-frame) bands at different redshifts. In general, the larger
the wavelength, the smaller is the half-light radius of all galaxies
(for works based on large local samples, see e.g., La Barbera et al.
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2010b; Vulcani et al. 2014; Lange et al. 2015; Kawinwanichakĳ
et al. 2021). It is well known that the NIR bands trace relatively well
the stellar mass surface density of galaxies. Therefore, the half-light
radius measured in rest-frame NIR (e.g., 𝐾 or 𝐻) bands should be
close to the half-mass radius of galaxies. Under this assumption,
we compiled from the literature observational determinations of the
ratio of NIR to optical half-light radii for early-type/quiescent galax-
ies at different redshifts, and compare them with our determinations
of the evolution of the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratio in the 𝑔 and 𝑟 bands.
Most of the observational studies mentioned above are for massive
galaxies, log(𝑀★/M�)&10.3. Therefore, we select the progenitors
of the CLE galaxies that at a given 𝑧 have these masses (see above
for how we calculate the mass at different 𝑧), and plot the running
medians of their 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios in the 𝑔 and 𝑟 bands, cyan and
orange solid lines, respectively, in the right panel of Figure 6. The
cyan shaded band shows the associated first and third quartiles for
the 𝑔 band.

The data for local galaxies (𝑧 < 0.1) were taken from the fol-
lowing papers. (a) Lange et al. (2015), who used the data from the
GAMA survey to determine the half-mass radii in bands from 𝑔

to 𝐾𝑠 for early- and late-type galaxies. From their fit to the size–
wavelength relation, we calculate that for massive early-type galax-
ies 𝑅e,Ks/𝑅e,g=0.875 and 𝑅e,Ks/𝑅e,r=0.895, on average. (b) La
Barbera et al. (2010b) report the 𝑅e,K-to-𝑅e,g ratio as a func-
tion of 𝑅e,K for the large SPIDER survey of early-type galax-
ies (this ratio decreases as 𝑅e,K is larger). For massive galaxies,
log(𝑀★/M�)& 10.3, their Figure 7 shows that, on average, the ratio
is 𝑅e,K/𝑅e,g≈ 0.76 ± 0.04. (c) Ko & Im (2005) determined the 𝐾-
and 𝑉-band 𝑅𝑒 of 273 local E galaxies in different environments
The median of 𝑅e,K/𝑅V is ≈ 0.75, with a tendency of decrease as
the environment becomes denser.

The data for 𝑧 > 0.1 galaxies were taken from the following
studies. (a) La Barbera et al. (2002, 2003), who determined struc-
tural properties fromUV toNIRof galaxies in clusters from 𝑧 = 0.29
to 𝑧 = 0.64. For two clusters, they report that the mean of 𝑅H/𝑅V
(rest-frame) is 0.62 ± 0.07 (𝑧 = 0.31) and 0.83 ± 0.03 (𝑧 = 0.64);
the uncertainties correspond to the error of the mean. (b) Marian
et al. (2018) studied 79 massive early-type galaxies in the core of a
massive cluster at 𝑧 = 0.44. The mean and error of the mean of their
measured (rest-frame)𝐻-to-𝑟 size ratios are 𝑅e,H/𝑅e,r= 0.77±0.02.
(c) Chan et al. (2016) studied the structure in several bands of 36
massive passive galaxies in a cluster at 𝑧 = 1.39. The reported me-
dian of the (rest-frame) 𝐻-to-𝑟 size ratios is 𝑅e,H/𝑅e,r= 0.83. (d)
From a compilation of several studies of early-type/passive galaxies
at high redshifts (0.8 . 𝑧 . 2.5; Trujillo et al. 2007; Cassata et al.
2010; Damjanov et al. 2011; Delaye et al. 2014), Chan et al. (2016)
conclude that the rest-frame optical radii are ∼ 20% larger than the
rest-frame NIR radii. Therefore, the ratio of NIR to optical sizes of
these galaxies is above ∼ 0.83.

From the right panel of Figure 6, under the assumption that the
NIR half-light radii is similar to the half-mass radii, we see that our
fossil record inferences are in rough agreementwithin the scatter and
uncertainties, with the direct observations of galaxies at different
redshifts. More observational data are necessary to confirmwhether
there is or not an upturn in the evolution of the ratio between the
effective radii in the NIR and optical bands (or in the Υ★ or color
gradients).

5 DISCUSSION

The results from the fossil record analysis of MaNGA “red and
dead” Ellipticals, CLEs, presented in Section 3 show that their
mass and light structures evolve in a significantly different way.
Following, in subsection 5.1 we discuss the caveats of our approach
and results. Then, in subsection 5.2 we speculate about the physical
interpretations and implications of our results in that regards the
evolution of CLE galaxies.

5.1 Caveats

5.1.1 Methodological, instrumental, and observational
limitations

The fossil record method allows us to reconstruct the age and metal-
licity distributions of the stellar populations in galaxies, for recent
reviews see e.g., Conroy (2013); Wilkinson et al. (2015); Sánchez
(2020). This is how we calculate the stellar light and mass 2D maps
corresponding to stellar populations at different look-back times for
the MaNGA CLE galaxies by using the Pipe3D code. However, the
method is subject to well-known limitations and uncertainties, in-
cluding those related to the spatial distributions (for discussions, see
e.g., Sánchez et al. 2016a; Ibarra-Medel et al. 2016, 2019, and more
references therein). Following, we discuss how these limitations
could affect the results presented here.

The precision of the fossil record method in determining the
mass fractions as a function of SSP age that compose a spectrum
worsen as older the true populations are due to the degeneracy in
the typical spectral features corresponding to these populations. In
addition to this, the SSP age binning for the stellar library used here
becomes very coarse for ages & 8 Gyr. As the result, the distribution
of the mass fractions is smoothed, loosing the inversion method
precision in recovering the true age distribution of relatively old
stellar populations (Ibarra-Medel et al. 2016). Thus, in general our
results for large look-back times, 𝑡lb> 8 − 9 Gyr, become uncertain
and should be taken with caution.

Furthermore, the systematic biases and uncertainties of the
instrumental and observational settings (number of fibers covering
the galaxy, S/N ratio, galaxy inclination, etc.) introduce additional
limitations in the reconstruction of the radial distributions. Ibarra-
Medel et al. (2019) applied the MaNGA settings to simulated post-
processed galaxies and used Pipe3D to make global and radial
archaeological inferences, as in the case of observed galaxies. The
above analysis allowed them to assess the accuracy in the recovery
of the true age profiles, as well as the radial SF and stellar mass
growth histories. The most systematical trend they have found is
that radial differences in the recovered ages, SF and stellar mass
growth histories become less pronounced than they actually are,
that is, there is a trend to flatten out any intrinsic radial difference in
the stellar populations. This trend is enhanced as lower is the spatial
sampling or resolution (less number of fibers), more inclined and
dust-attenuated is the observed galaxy, and lower is the S/N ratio.
However, it is important to note that the mentioned systematic trend
is less significant for a bulge-dominated galaxy assembled earlier
andmore coherently (as theCLE galaxies) than for a disc-dominated
galaxy with a prominent inside-out growth mode.

According to the above discussion, the mass-to-light radial
gradients inferred for the MaNGA CLE galaxies tend to be flat-
tened. This implies that the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L, 𝐶𝐿

0.5−1.2-to-𝐶
𝑀
0.5−1.2,

and 〈Σ〉50L-to-〈Σ〉50M ratios presented in Section 3 could be under-
estimated, something to have in mind when comparing with direct
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Figure 7. Comparisons of the main galaxy sample and the best spatially resolved galaxies (IFU bundles of 127 and 91 fibers) for the evolution of the ratio
between the half-mass and half-light radii of the MaNGA CLE archaeological progenitors (upper panels), and the evolution of the ratio between stellar light
and mass inner concentrations (lower panels). The orange color lines are for the main galaxy sample in the r band as in Figure 2. The green color lines are for
the best spatially resolved galaxies in the r band. The dark green and orange shaded regions correspond to the standard error of the median, while the light
orange shaded regions correspond to the first to third quartiles (to avoid saturation in the figure, we show this only for the main sample). The 𝑀★ range and the
number of galaxies in each bin are indicated in the top of the respective panels; N is for the main sample, and N1 for the best spatially resolved galaxies.

observations of galaxies at different redshifts (see Figure 6). Unfor-
tunately, it is extremely difficult to quantify these underestimations
for each galaxy as it depends on many instrumental and observa-
tional factors ”convolved” with the particular (unknown a priori)
nature of the stellar populations of a given galaxy. However, we can
attempt to evaluate statistically how much our result can be under-
estimated due to the main instrumental and observational effects.
According to the tests by Ibarra-Medel et al. (2019), the accuracy
in the recovery of the radial variations worsens mainly as poorer
are the spatial resolution and S/N ratio. Therefore, in Figure 7 we
have calculated again the median 𝑅50M/𝑅50L and𝐶𝐿

0.5−1.2/𝐶
𝑀
0.5−1.2

tracks presented in Figure 2, but only for those galaxies best spa-
tially resolved; for the way the MaNGA survey was designed, they
correspond to galaxies sampled with 127 and 91 fibers. The above
condition reduces the sample to ∼ 10%. For galaxies less massive
than 𝑀★≈ 3× 1010 M� , only a few Es were observed with 127 and
91 fibers. This is why we do not present the medians and percentiles
for the low-mass bins.

Figure 7 shows the results for the best spatially-resolved galax-
ies in the 𝑟 band, and compare with those for the whole CLE
sample plotted in Figure 2. As expected, the corresponding me-
dian 𝑅50M/𝑅50L and 𝐶𝐿

0.5−1.2/𝐶
𝑀
0.5−1.2 tracks attain smaller values

for most of the look-back times (and specially at the minimum)
than for the whole sample; thus, the gradients result less affected
when the spatial resolution is higher. However, the differences
in the medians are actually small. For example, for the CLEs in
the 11.0 ≤ log(𝑀★/M�)< 11.5 bin, the values of the median
𝑅50M/𝑅50L ratio at the minimum is ≈ 0.62, while for the best
resolved galaxies is ≈ 0.54. The above shows that limitations in the
instrumental and observational settings lead to underestimating the
𝑅50M/𝑅50L ratios, as expected, but the underestimation is small.

In addition to the caveats mentioned above, systematical ef-
fects in the results from the inversion method are introduced by
the SPS and dust attenuation modeling, as well as the choice of
the IMF. As for the dust attenuation, it is not an issue for CLE
galaxies since these galaxies contain only very small fractions of
dust in such a way that their attenuation effect is minor. Regarding
the IMF, we assume that it is universal in space and time. There
are some pieces of evidence that the IMF of early-type galaxies is
not universal between them (e.g., van Dokkum & Conroy 2010;
La Barbera et al. 2013; Spiniello et al. 2014, and more references
therein). However, what is more relevant to our results is whether or
not the IMF changes systematically with radius within E galaxies.
Some observational works have found evidence in individual mas-
sive early-type galaxies of bottom-heavy IMFs (such as the Salpeter
one or heavier) in the centre and bottom-light IMFs (such as the
Chabrier one) at larger galactocentric radii (Martín-Navarro et al.
2015; van Dokkum et al. 2017; Sarzi et al. 2018; La Barbera et al.
2019, and more references therein), while other works do not find
significant IMF radial variations (Zieleniewski et al. 2017; Alton
et al. 2018; Vaughan et al. 2018; Feldmeier-Krause et al. 2021).
More related to our study for E galaxies from the MaNGA survey,
Parikh et al. (2019), Domínguez Sánchez et al. (2019), and Zhou
et al. (2019) also find, in general, the trend mentioned above for the
IMF with radius, though the results at a quantitative level change
depending on several methodological assumptions as well as on the
velocity dispersion and mass of the galaxies. The spectral inversion
method for archaeological inferences is complex and relaxing the
assumption of constant IMF within galaxies introduces strong un-
certainties in the results. On the other hand, the use of line-index
strengths, while it provides valuable clues to the IMF, may be af-
fected by several degeneracies. For this reason, the question of IMF
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variation in galaxies is a highly debatable issue with sometimes
contradictory results; for a discussion, see e.g. Nipoti et al. (2020)
and more references therein.

If the observed CLE galaxies had the abovementioned gradient
in the IMF, then based on the results from Domínguez Sánchez
et al. (2019, see their figures 16, 17 and 18), we expect that the
gradients in Υ★ (and therefore, in our 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios) tend to
be underestimated, that is, the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios could be lower
than what is determined here. Given that there is a certain tendency
for older populations to have more bottom-heavy IMFs (close to the
Salpeter IMF), we expect the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios archaeologically
determined at high look-back times (old populations) to be less
affected than at low look-back times, when the fraction of young
populations increases. On the other hand, according to these and
other authors (see above), the lower the mass of the E galaxies, the
flatter the gradient in the IMF, so the main effect of a varying IMF
within the galaxy is expected for the most massive CLE galaxies.

Finally, the use of other SSP stellar libraries, specially those
that allow for lower metallicities than the used here (the gsd156
one, see §§2.1), and of different SSP age samplings can lead to
different archaeological results at the quantitative level. However,
the results are expected to remain similar at the qualitative level.
For instance, in Sánchez et al. (2016a,b), it was shown how the
Pipe3D code recovers roughly similar properties of the stellar pop-
ulations using different SSP templates, including the one adopted
here. Moreover, the retired Ellipticals are expected to be the least
affected by implementing other libraries and SSP age sampling as
their stellar populations, on the one hand, have typically metallici-
ties higher than the limit allowed by the gsd156 library, and in the
other hand, they are older and more homogeneous than those of
late-type galaxies.

5.1.2 Effects of stellar migration and mergers

A concern when attempting to reconstruct the radial archaeological
evolution of galaxies is that the observed stellar populations at a
given galactocentric position could have radially migrated from an
earlier radial position or even formed in other galaxy that merged
with the main progenitor (ex situ stellar populations). Different mi-
gration processes within galaxies were proposed, mainly for disks.
However, there is a debate about how significant are the net radial
displacements produced by these processes (see Ibarra-Medel et al.
2016, and more references therein). Several works have shown that
net radial migration, mostly outwards, is small and only significant
in the outer parts of galaxies, beyond two to three scale-lengths
(e.g., Roškar et al. 2008; Sánchez-Blázquez et al. 2009; Di Matteo
et al. 2014, 2015; Avila-Reese et al. 2018). Radial displacements
less than 1−3 kpc are not actually relevant to the inferences obtained
for MaNGA galaxies because these scales are not resolved. Regard-
ing dry mergers (see references in the Introduction), they produce
three effects: (i) they add ex-situ mostly old/intermediate-age stars,
mainly in the outer parts; (ii) driven by dynamical processes, they
tend to radially mix the stellar populations; and (iii) again due to
dynamical processes, they could produce a large-scale expansion of
the primary galaxy. Therefore, the net effect of dry minor and ma-
jor mergers goes in the direction of flattening radial differences in
the stellar populations, though the final outcome depends on many
pre-merger conditions and the number of mergers (e.g., Di Matteo
et al. 2009).

Summarizing, both stellar migration and dry mergers work in
the direction of flattening any gradient in the properties of the stellar
populations within individual galaxies. Therefore, the inferences of

stellar population properties that we attribute to what we call the
archaeological progenitor of a given galaxy will tend to show flatter
radial distributions than the real progenitor might have had if it had
undergone stellar migration and/or mergers. However, as discussed
above, the migration processes are not expected to be significant
above the spatial resolution of MaNGA observations (> 1− 3 kpc),
whereas drymergers are expected to play role for massive early-type
galaxies, but mostly in their outer parts.

5.1.3 Final remarks

In conclusion, the inferences of the structural evolution of the
MaNGA E galaxies are affected by fossil record and instrumen-
tal/observational limitations, as well as the effects of stellar mi-
gration and mergers. The main resulting effect is that the inferred
gradients in the stellar population properties could be underesti-
mated. However, this underestimate in most cases, is expected to be
moderate, in such a way that any conclusion obtained with the fossil
record method is correct at the qualitatively level. Even more, the
inferences presented in Section 3 for CLE galaxies, which refer to
the evolution of stellar mass-to-light ratios in structural properties,
are more robust to possible radial displacements than the physical
structural properties per se (e.g., the half-mass or half-light radii).
This is because stellar populations of different ages but formed in the
same spatial location are affected by spatial displacements roughly
in the same way.

5.2 Interpretation and implications of our results

Asmentioned in §§ 3.1, the difference in 𝑅50M and 𝑅50L are related
to the color or Υ★ radial gradients in the galaxy (see e.g., Chan
et al. 2016; Suess et al. 2019a). In light of this, Figure 8 shows
schematically how our results on the 𝑅50M/𝑅50L archaeological
evolution (Fig. 2) could be interpreted (similar reasoning apply for
the evolution of the 𝐶𝐿

0.5−1.2-to-𝐶
𝑀
0.5−1.2 ratio):

(i) At early epochs, when the galaxy progenitor is in the dissi-
pative formation phase (see Introduction), the surface brightness
profile follows closely the shape of the recently built-up stellar mass
surface profile in such a way that 𝑅50L≈𝑅50M (inset 1). Eventual
central SF bursts due to intense gas inflow (compaction processes)
can even produce temporary more compact distribution of light than
mass, and then 𝑅50L.𝑅50M. At these early epochs, Υ★ < 1 (Fig.
5).
(ii) The SN feedback following the SF bursts and/or the ac-

tivation of AGN feedback cause the exhaustion, heating or even
ejection of gas, leading the galaxy to quench SF from the inside
out. At the same time, the aging galaxy may grow, mainly in the
outer regions, adding ex-situ stars in dry mergers with younger
galaxies (non-dissipative phase). Both inside-out quenching and
the external inside-out growth lead to more extended light radial
distribution than mass, i.e., 𝑅50L increases with respect to 𝑅50M
and 𝑅50M/𝑅50L< 1 (inset 2). In fact, both inside-out quenching
and inside-out growth were found for CLE galaxies in Lacerna et al.
(2020), with the same dependence on mass as reported here: the
higher the 𝑀★, the larger are the differences in the normalized mass
growth and specific SFR histories between the inner (< 0.5𝑅𝑒) and
outer (1-1.5𝑅𝑒) regions, see Figs. 14 and 17 in that paper. Note that
the external mass growth produces intrinsic structural evolution in
the galaxy, while the inside-out quenching can happen without a
significant structural change; it is more a photometric effect. In a
future paper we will study which of these processes dominate in
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Figure 8. Schematic representation of the evolution of the stellar mass (M) and light (L) surface density profiles of the CLE galaxy progenitors (insets), and
the resulting 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratio as a function of 𝑡lb (main frame). The insets, described in detail in the text, show the current (solid lines) and previous (dashed
lines) surface densities, as well as estimates of the current half-light (RL) and half-mass (RM) radii. At early epochs (bluish region), the progenitors are in the
initial dissipative phase, with strong bursts of SF that with time likely concentrate more in the center due to the compaction process. At intermediate epochs
(purple region), galaxies quench inside out but also grow in their external regions through dry mergers (non dissipative phase). At late epochs (reddish region),
galaxies quench, age and redden even in their outermost regions (passive evolution).

the evolution of the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L (and 𝐶𝐿
0.5−1.2-to-𝐶

𝑀
0.5−1.2) ratio

reported here.
(iii) The upturn in the decline of the 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratio at late

times has been explained in §§3.1 as a consequence of the global
(at all radii) and continuous decline of SF, what we call long-term
quenching, see Appendix B. As a result, the stellar populations
age even in the outer radii, and the shape of the radial surface
brightness distribution approximates more and more to the radial
surface mass distribution (old populations) as time passes, that is,
𝑅50L→𝑅50M (inset 3). In other words, the stellar populations, even
in the outermost radii, become older than the ages at which colors
or the Υ★ ratio remain already roughly constant notwithstanding
the age, and then, the color or Υ★ gradients across the galaxy tend
to flatten. At these late epochs the galaxies are globally red and
Υ★ >> 1, see Figure 5. Following Lacerna et al. (2020), we estimate
the global quenching look-back time of each of our CLE galaxies,
𝑡quench, see Appendix B. Figure 9 plots the histogram of 𝑡quench,
alongwith the histogramof 𝑡min, the look-back timewhen the galaxy
reaches its minimum 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50𝑟 ratio. We have smoothed the
individual 𝑅50M/𝑅50𝑟 curves to calculate theirminimums. The look-
back times at which the CLEs were definitively quenched roughly
coincide with the look-back times at which the minimum 𝑅50M-to-
𝑅50𝑟 ratio has been attained, in support of our interpretation. The
median and the 16th-84th percentiles of 𝑡min are 3.6 Gyr and 2.4-
4.9 Gyr, respectively, while for 𝑡min, these values are 3.4 Gyr and
2.6-4.8 Gyr, respectively.

To check if the upturn in the 𝑅50M/𝑅50L archaeological evo-
lution of the CLE galaxies is not due to some artifact of our fossil
record methodology rather than the explanation given in item (iii),
we also have explored the behavior of the 𝑅50M/𝑅50L evolutionary
tracks for MaNGA DR15 late-type star-forming galaxies. Galax-
ies later or equal than Sb according to the visual morphological
classification mentioned in §§2.2.1, obeying the criteria of SF de-
scribed in §§2.2.3, and less inclined than 60◦ were selected for
the analysis. Figure 10 shows the median archaeological evolution
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Figure 9. Distribution of the long-term quenching look-back times of the
CLE progenitors (black histogram) compared to the distribution of the look-
back times when the smoothed 𝑅50M/𝑅50𝑟 tracks of the CLE progenitors
reach a minimum (blue shaded histogram). The dots and horizontal bars
show the median and 16th-84th percentiles of both look-back times, 𝑡quench
and 𝑡min.

of 𝑅50M/𝑅50L in four 𝑀★ bins, similar to Figure 5 (in the bin with
log(𝑀★/M�)> 11.5 there are only a few galaxies, sowe do not show
this 𝑀★ bin). As expected, 𝑅50M/𝑅50L continues decreasing up to
very recent epochs (for the massive ones) or to the corresponding
observation redshifts (for the less massive ones). On the one hand,
these galaxies are yet star-forming (though for the more massive
galaxies a significant decline in SFR may have started recently), so
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Figure 10. Evolution of the ratio between the half-mass and half-light radii
of the archaeological progenitors of MaNGA late-type star-forming galaxies
(𝑖 < 60◦). The line and color codes are as in Figure 2. The 𝑀★ range in
each bin are indicated in the top of the respective panels. We do not present
the bin with log(𝑀★/M�)> 11.5 because there are only a few galaxies with
these masses.

a strong upturn in 𝑅50M/𝑅50L is not evident. On the other hand,
the late-type disc galaxies show clear trends of continuous inside-
out mass growth both from observational and theoretical studies
(e.g., van den Bosch 1998; Avila-Reese & Firmani 2000; Firmani
& Avila-Reese 2009; González Delgado et al. 2016; Ibarra-Medel
et al. 2016; Goddard et al. 2017; Avila-Reese et al. 2018; Peterken
et al. 2020) in such a way that their 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios decrease
continuously over time. The less massive late-type galaxies have in
general a delayed SF history, so they can be in the initial phases of
decreasing their 𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios.

Both the 𝑅50M/-to-𝑅50L and 𝐶𝐿
0.5−1.2-to-𝐶

𝑀
0.5−1.2 ratios char-

acterize the differences between the stellar light and mass radial
distributions. Our results showed that their changes with 𝑡lb follow
similar trends (compare Figs. 2 and 3), though the amplitudes for
the radius ratio tend to be higher than for the concentration ratio, at
all 𝑡lb or 𝑧, including 𝑧 ∼ 0. Recall that concentration is a parameter
related to the inner shape of the radial distributions, while compact-
ness is related to the average slope of these distributions (Andreon
2020). For local early-type or red galaxies, Vulcani et al. (2014)
and Kennedy et al. (2015), who instead of concentration used the
Sérsic index as the shape parameter, have found that wavelength
variations in effective radius are larger than variations in the Sér-
sic index. Assuming that near-infrared bands trace well the stellar
mass, the above results agree qualitatively with our results at low 𝑧.
As highlighted in Vulcani et al. (2014) and Kennedy et al. (2015),
that the wavelengths variations in 𝑅𝑒 are larger than variations in
the inner profile’s shape suggests an inner structure in Ellipticals
formed by similar mechanisms that are apparent at all wavelengths,
but with a global scale that increases as the band is bluer, probably
due to outer growth by dry mergers.

To conclude, our fossil record study of CLE galaxies shows
that the compactness, concentration, and effective surface density
of their archaeological progenitors evolve very differently between
stellar mass and light. In other words, light is a biased tracer of
the intrinsic stellar structure and its evolution. An implication of
the above results is that the strong structural evolution of early-
type or quiescent galaxies inferred from studies based on galaxy

surveys at different redshifts (see Introduction) could be, at least
partially, explained by photometric changes rather than by intrinsic
structural changes (Suess et al. 2019a,b). Actually, according to our
archaeological analysis, the half-mass radius 𝑅50M (as well as the
mass concentration 𝐶𝑀

0.5−1.2) of CLE galaxies has changed very
little with time (see Appendix A), though these result should be
taken with caution as discussed in §§3.1.

6 CONCLUSIONS

From the DR15 MaNGA survey, we have selected 537 galaxies vi-
sually classified as Ellipticals and obeying the criteria of red and
dead (long-term quenched), the CLE galaxies. We have applied to
this sample the fossil record method (Pipe3D code) to calculate
their 2D stellar mass and light maps for stellar populations of dif-
ferent ages. Then, we have studied the differences as a function of
look-back time or redshift between the stellar mass and light spatial
distributions, for the 𝑔, 𝑟, and 𝑖 rest-frame bands. To characterize
these differences we have calculated the following global ratios:
𝑅50M/𝑅50L (compactness ratio), 𝐶𝐿

0.5−1.2/𝐶
𝑀
0.5−1.2 (inner concen-

tration ratio), and 〈Σ〉50L/〈Σ〉50M (effective surface density ratio).
We have binned the results of each individual galaxy by their stellar
mass at the observation redshift, 𝑀★, and for these bins we cal-
culated the median and scatter of the mentioned above ratios as a
function of 𝑡lb. The main results are as follows.

• The 𝑅50M/𝑅50L ratios at large 𝑡lb or 𝑧 show a large scatter
with a median value around 1. As 𝑡lb decreases, this ratio decreases
on average in all bands but with a trend more pronounced for the
bluer ones (Fig. 2). A minimum in the median 𝑅50M/𝑅50L ratios is
reached at lower redshifts, after which it increases and the scatter
is reduced. These general trends differ quantitatively with mass: the
larger𝑀★, the earlier the median 𝑅50M/𝑅50L begins to decrease, the
earlier it reaches its minimum (𝑡lb ∼ 4 and ∼ 2 Gyr in the 𝑟 band for
galaxies in the log(𝑀★/M�)≥ 11.5 and 9.0 ≤ log(𝑀★/M�)< 10.0
bins, respectively), and the larger tend to be the differences between
𝑅50M and 𝑅50L.
• The median 𝐶𝐿

0.5−1.2/𝐶
𝑀
0.5−1.2 ratios and their scatters in the

three bands show similar trends with 𝑡lb and 𝑀★ as the 𝑅50M-to-
𝑅50L ratios, but less pronounced (Fig. 3). The latter suggests that
there is less variation in the inner shapes (concentration) between the
mass and luminosity radial distributions of CLE galaxy archaeolog-
ical progenitors than between their respective characteristic global
sizes.

• The median 〈Σ〉50L/〈Σ〉50M ratios (≈ Υ−1
★ (𝑅50M/𝑅50L)2)

strongly increase with 𝑡lb or 𝑧, more for the bluer bands and more
massive CLE galaxies (Fig. 4); this is mainly due to the strong de-
crease of Υ★ with 𝑡lb (Fig. 5). The archaeological progenitors of
the CLE galaxies had much higher surface densities in light than in
mass in the past than in the present.

The main conclusions of our study are that since early epochs
(the more massive the galaxy, the earlier the time) the CLE galaxy
archaeological progenitors (i) become on average systematically
less compact, concentrated, and dense in light than in mass as 𝑡lb or
𝑧 are lower; however, at late epochs, (ii) there is an upturn in these
trends and the differences between mass and light in compactness
or concentration decrease towards the present day, while in effec-
tive surface density, the differences continue to increase but slower
than in the past. We interpreted the first conclusion as a period of
inside-out quenching and external inside-out growth after the ini-
tial phase of dissipative collapse. Both processes were found for

MNRAS 000, 1–19 (2015)



16 H. Ibarra-Medel et al.

CLE galaxies in Lacerna et al. (2020). The inside-out quenching
process can happen without significant structural changes, while
the inside-out growth, driven by dry mergers, produces structural
changes, mainly an external mass growth of the galaxy. Given the
limited FoV of most of MaNGA CLEs, the external growth inferred
with the archaeological inference may have been only partially cap-
tured). Regarding the second conclusion, about the upturn in the
𝑅50M/𝑅50L and 𝐶𝐿

0.5−1.2/𝐶
𝑀
0.5−1.2 ratios at late epochs, we inter-

preted this a consequence of the long-term global quenching that
the CLE progenitors suffer a these epochs. As a result, the stellar
populations age even in the outermost regions in such a way that
the light radial distribution tends to that one of the stellar mass
distribution, which is dominated by older stellar populations.

We have discussed that the limitations of the fossil record
approach (mainly the effects of radial mixing of stellar popula-
tions by migration and mergers), as well as the MaNGA instru-
mental/observational settings, work mostly in the direction of flat-
tening the radial gradients of the archaeological inferences, see
§§5.1. Therefore, the trends in the different ratios between mass
and light structural properties reported here are expected to be un-
derestimated. When comparing our results on the evolution of the
𝑅50M-to-𝑅50L ratios with these determinations but for quiescent
or early-type galaxies observed directly at different redshifts, spe-
cially with Suess et al. (2019a,b, see Fig. 6), while the trends are
qualitatively similar, our results appear to be indeed underestimates.

Despite the methodological, observational, and interpretation
limitations that our archaeological results may have (see §§5.1), we
believe that they provide a qualitative description of the internal (.
1.5−2 𝑅𝑒) mass-to-light structural evolution of the present-day “red
and dead” E galaxies. The above description shows that the strong
structural evolution claimed for their progenitors in works based on
observations of early-type or quiescent galaxies from galaxy surveys
at different redshifts could be partially explained by photometric
effects, in such way that these progenitors could have evolved in
a quasi-passive regime, without significant structural changes, but
with a significant change over time in their mass-to-light ratios and
mass-to-light radial gradients, that is, with a strong photometric
evolution. In a forthcoming paper (Avila-Reese et al., in prep.)
we will study the evolution of the mass-to-light and color radial
gradients, as well as the inner and outer SF histories, of the CLE
galaxy archaeological progenitors.
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APPENDIX A: EVOLUTION OF THE HALF-MASS AND
HALF-LIGHT RADII

Figure A1 plots the running medians of the individual 𝑅50M and
𝑅50L (in the 𝑔, 𝑟, and 𝑖 bands) of the MaNGA CLE galaxies pro-
genitors at different 𝑡lb, in the same 𝑀★ bins and with the same
color code as in Figure 2. The error of the mean and the quartiles
for the 𝑅50M and 𝑅50𝑟 tracks are shown with the dark and light
shaded areas, respectively. Note that the radii are calculated from
the respective growth curves obtained non-parametrically from the
Pipe3D mass and (rest-frame) luminosity maps within the FoV of
each galaxy (see §§3.1).

Half-mass radii change very little, on average, for the progen-
itors of the CLE galaxies. For massive galaxies (𝑀★> 3 × 1010
M�), 𝑅50M decrease slightly with 𝑡lb (older stellar populations),
but no more than by 10-20% up to 𝑡lb≈ 12 Gyr. For low-mass
galaxies, 𝑅50M changes even less. Half-light radii evolve more than

half-mass radii and, on average, are always larger than the latter.
For massive galaxies, the half-light radii in the 𝑟 band increase, on
average, by factors 2−2.5 from 𝑡lb≈ 12 Gyr to 𝑡lb≈ 3−3.5 Gyr, and
then decline (there is a downturn in the 𝑅50L tracks) as the stellar
populations in the outer regions become older, fading in the optical
bands; this makes the radial optical profiles less extended. For less
massive galaxies, the half-light radii remain roughly constant from
𝑡lb≈ 12 Gyr to 𝑡lb≈ 5 Gyr, then increase, and at 𝑡lb≈ 2 − 1 Gyr
they begin to decrease. Note that, given the limited FoV of most of
MaNGA CLEs, their possible external growth by late dry mergers,
and therefore their late size growth, could be only partially captured
in our analysis.

APPENDIX B: A CRITERION FOR LONG-TERM SF
QUENCHING

In general, by quenching we understand a process of decline of the
SFR of the galaxies or their regions. However, in the literature there
is not a consensus on how to define operationally SF quenching;
for some recent discussions, see e.g., Schawinski et al. (2014),
Smethurst et al. (2015), Pacifici et al. (2016), and Carnall et al.
(2018). We could say that a galaxy quenches as soon its SF begins
to decline.However, (i) SFmay gently decline by the natural aging of
galaxies, and (ii) the declinemay be only temporary.As the accretion
of gas decreases and its reservoir in the galaxy is consumed, SFRwill
decrease. Let us call aging the cycle of decrease in gas accretion and
its ulterior consumption into stars according to themetabolismof the
interstellar medium (ISM). Thus, we can understand by quenching a
process of declining the SFR significantly faster than normal aging,
and which is produced by some internal or external mechanisms.
These mechanisms may deprive galaxies of gas infall, promote its
ejection from the galaxy, or avoid the cold gas to be transformed
into stars (for reviews of different quenching mechanics, see, e.g.,
Ibarra-Medel et al. 2016, Smethurst et al. 2017, Hahn et al. 2017,
and more references therein). The different quenching mechanisms
have different time scales of SF cessation. On the other hand, the SF
process in many galaxies may be episodic, that is, with increasing
and decreasing episodes of SF. In this sense, we can say that a
present-day galaxy has suffered a long-term quenching (it became
definitively retired or passive), when its SFR no longer increases
after a (final) quenching episode.

According to the photometric and spectroscopic criteria used
in §§2.2.3, the galaxies selected as CLEs are definitively quenched
(retired). At this point, we need to estimate the look-back time when
they suffered its long-term quenching, 𝑡quench. Several approaches
are used in the literature to determine when a galaxy is (temporary)
quenched or quiescent. These approaches are based on the position
of galaxies in a given color-color diagram, on the values of their
specific SFR (sSFR) or birthrate parameter 𝑏, etc. For example,
𝑡quench can be defined as the cosmic time when sSFR=SFR/𝑀★

decreased below a given factor 𝑓 times the inverse of the Hubble
time (e.g., Firmani & Avila-Reese 2010; Pacifici et al. 2016, see
the latter for how this criterion connects with that based on the
color-color diagram), or when 𝑏 =SFR/〈SFR〉 decreased below a
factor 𝑓 ′ (Carnall et al. 2018); 〈SFR〉 = 𝑡−1

∫ 𝑡

0 SFR(𝑡
′)𝑑𝑡 ′ is the

past average SFR. Actually, both criteria are related, given that
sSFR(𝑡) ≈ 𝑏(𝑡)/[(1 − 𝑅ml)𝑡)], where 𝑅ml is the fraction of stellar
mass returned to the ISM; the approximation is because it is assumed
that 𝑅ml is independent of time, which is roughly correct after ∼ 2
Gyr of evolution for a given SSP. Note that the 𝑏 parameter depends
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Figure A1. Evolution of the half-mass and half-light radii of the MaNGA CLE archaeological progenitors. Each panel shows the running medians in different
bins of𝑀★ at the observation time for the 𝑔, 𝑟 , 𝑖 bands (cyan, orange, and red lines, respectively), and for the stellar mass (black line). The dark shaded regions
are the standard error of the median, while the light shaded regions correspond to the associated first to third quartiles for the 𝑟 band and stellar mass (orange
and black, respectively). The 𝑀★ range and the number of galaxies in each bin are indicated in the top of the respective panels.

only on the in-situ SF history, while sSFR depends also on the
ex-situ stellar mass accretion and the mass-loss factor 𝑅ml.

Lacerna et al. (2020) have estimated the long-term quenching
time, 𝑡quench, for MaNGA CLE galaxies as the last of the times
when 𝑏(𝑡) ≤ 𝑓 ′ for each galaxy. They explored a range of 𝑓 ′ < 1
values, that is, when the current SFR is less than the past average
SFR. They found that using 𝑓 ′ ≈ 0.4, on the one hand, the Blue
Star-Forming Ellipticals do not attain the 𝑏(𝑡) quenching criterion
at any time (if 𝑓 ′ & 0.4, then this happens for an increasing fraction
of them as higher is 𝑓 ′), and on the other hand, almost all of the
Recently Quenched Ellipticals attain the 𝑏(𝑡) quenching criterion at
some point in the past (if 𝑓 ′ . 0.4, then this does not happen for an
increasing fraction of them as 𝑓 ′ is lower). For the updated sample
of E galaxies used here, we find that 𝑓 ′ ≈ 0.5 does a better job.
This is the value used to calculate the distribution of 𝑡quench plotted
in Figure 9 as well as the fraction of quiescent galaxies at different
look-back times in §§4.

This paper has been typeset from a TEX/LATEX file prepared by the author.
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