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ABSTRACT

The tidal torque theory (TTT) predicts that galaxy spins are correlated with the surrounding tidal field,
reflecting how angular momentum is acquired during structure formation. We present a new observational test
of this prediction using the final data release of the Sloan Digital Sky Survey IV Mapping Nearby Galaxies
at Apache Point Observatory integral field spectroscopy survey, which enables direct spin measurements from
stellar and ionized gas kinematics for a sample of 6325 disk galaxies. We utilize the three-dimensional tidal field
reconstructed from the galaxy distribution, providing a physically defined reference frame for the analysis. We
find that massive galaxies tend to align their spins parallel to the intermediate axis of the tidal field, consistent
with the prediction of the TTT, while also showing a tendency to align perpendicular to the major axis. In
contrast, low-mass galaxies exhibit the opposite trend, with a transition mass of M∗ ∼ 1010–1010.5 M⊙. No
significant alignment is detected with respect to the minor axis across all stellar masses. We further examine
the dependence on morphology and environment, finding that S0 and early-type spiral galaxies exhibit stronger
alignment signals than late-type spirals. The alignment trend becomes particularly pronounced in regions of high
tidal anisotropy and high overdensity. A mutual information analysis identifies these environmental factors as the
dominant drivers of the observed trends. Our results provide new empirical evidence for the connection between
galaxy spins and the cosmic tidal field.

Keywords: Large-scale structure of the universe (902) — Galaxy kinematics (602)

1. INTRODUCTION

Galaxy spins are not randomly oriented but exhibit pre-
ferred orientations in space. The origin of the galaxy spin
alignment can be understood within the framework of the
tidal torque theory (TTT), which suggests that a misalign-
ment between a protohalo’s inertia tensor and the surround-
ing tidal field generates a torque during the early stages of
cosmic evolution (P. J. E. Peebles 1969; A. G. Doroshke-
vich 1970; S. D. M. White 1984; see also C. Porciani et al.
2002a,b; M. Neyrinck et al. 2020; P. López et al. 2021, 2025).
In the linear TTT, galaxy spins are expected to align pref-
erentially with the intermediate axis of the local tidal tensor
(J. Lee & U.-L. Pen 2000; B. M. Schäfer 2009). As struc-
ture formation proceeds, the direction of these spins can be
altered by nonlinear vorticity in the cosmic flow (e.g., N. I.
Libeskind et al. 2013b; C. Laigle et al. 2015) and by mergers
and tidal encounters between galaxies (e.g., O. Hahn et al.
2007b, 2009; P. R. Capelo & M. Dotti 2017; J.-S. Moon
et al. 2021). Nevertheless, the spin directions remain inti-
mately connected to the geometry of the cosmic web (e.g.,
J. R. Bond et al. 1996; R. van de Weygaert & J. R. Bond
2008; R. Kugel & R. van de Weygaert 2024), tracing how
angular momentum builds up within the evolving large-scale
structure (e.g., S. Codis et al. 2012, 2015). Understanding
how galaxy spins are coupled to their large-scale environ-
ments is therefore crucial for disentangling the competing
physical processes that drive the acquisition and evolution
of angular momentum in galaxies.
Cosmological N -body simulations show a mass-dependent

trend in spin alignments, with a characteristic transition
in the preferred spin orientation around a halo mass of
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1012−13 M⊙ (M. A. Aragón-Calvo et al. 2007; O. Hahn et al.
2007a; Y. Zhang et al. 2009; S. Codis et al. 2012; N. I.
Libeskind et al. 2013a; H. E. Trowland et al. 2013; M. A.
Aragon-Calvo & L. F. Yang 2014; J. E. Forero-Romero et al.
2014; P. Wang & X. Kang 2017, 2018; P. Ganeshaiah Veena
et al. 2018, 2021; J. Lee & N. I. Libeskind 2020; P. López
et al. 2021). However, it remains uncertain whether a simi-
lar trend persists for observable galaxies, which probe only
the inner regions of their host dark matter (DM) halos. Re-
cent hydrodynamical simulations have predicted that stel-
lar spins also exhibit clear alignment signals, albeit with a
somewhat weaker mass-dependent transition than their DM
counterparts (S. Codis et al. 2018; P. Wang et al. 2018; P.
Ganeshaiah Veena et al. 2019; K. Kraljic et al. 2020; J. Lee
et al. 2021; J.-S. Moon & J. Lee 2023a).
Confirming the spin alignment observationally has long

been challenging due to limited data availability. Early at-
tempts inferred spin orientations indirectly from galaxy
shapes (J. Lee & P. Erdogdu 2007; Y. Zhang et al. 2015;
I. Pahwa et al. 2016). However, the alignment between the
shape and rotation axes holds only for galaxies that are
predominantly rotation-supported. Defining the cosmic web
adds further complications. Reconstructing the tidal field
from galaxy distributions is nontrivial, and most observa-
tional studies have instead relied on filament orientations
(B. J. T. Jones et al. 2010; E. Tempel et al. 2013; E. Tem-
pel & N. I. Libeskind 2013; A. Hirv et al. 2017), identified
as density ridges in the galaxy distribution (e.g., T. Sousbie
2011; Y.-C. Chen et al. 2015; E. Tempel et al. 2016). These
approaches are sensitive to the details of filament detection
and to redshift-space distortions—particularly the finger-
of-god effect—which introduces significant systematic un-
certainties (see, e.g., E. Tempel et al. 2013; C. Welker et al.
2020).
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The advent of integral-field spectroscopy (IFS) has trans-
formed this field by allowing direct spin measurements from
spatially resolved stellar kinematics. Using the Mapping
Nearby Galaxies at Apache Point Observatory (MaNGA)
survey (K. Bundy et al. 2015), A. Krolewski et al. (2019)
conducted the first measurement of spin alignments with
nearby filaments but found no significant signal. Building on
this work, K. Kraljic et al. (2021) analyzed 4633 MaNGA
galaxies from the Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS) Data
Release 15 (D. S. Aguado et al. 2019) and measured three-
dimensional (3D) spin–filament alignments, finding parallel
alignments for spirals and perpendicular ones for S0s. H.-
d. Wang et al. (2025) detected an antiparallel alignment
signal between galaxy spins and the spins of their host fil-
aments in MaNGA. Using the Sydney–AAO Multi-object
Integral-field spectrograph (SAMI) Galaxy Survey (S. M.
Croom et al. 2021), C. Welker et al. (2020) detected a mass-
dependent spin transition with respect to the filament spine.
S. Barsanti et al. (2022) demonstrated spin alignment sig-
nals in about 3,000 SAMI galaxies, showing that the tran-
sition correlates most strongly with bulge mass. S. Barsanti
et al. (2023) subsequently investigated how black hole ac-
tivity relates to the spin alignment.
In this Letter, we present a new test of galaxy spin align-

ment with respect to the local tidal field using the latest IFS
data from the MaNGA survey. This work represents the first
study to examine spin alignment by combining (i) a recon-
structed tidal field and (ii) kinematically measured spins.
The use of the tidal field offers a distinct advantage for a
physically well-motivated and consistently defined measure
of the local gravitational deformation, applicable even in re-
gions far from filament spines. Our analysis uses the final
MaNGA data release ( Abdurro’uf et al. 2022), which con-
tains nearly 10,000 galaxies, nearly doubling the sample size
of previous IFS-based studies and enabling a statistically ro-
bust detection of alignment signals. These advances allow us
to probe the intrinsic connection between galaxy spin and
the underlying cosmic tidal field, offering a new window into
the physics of galaxy formation within the cosmic web.

2. DATA AND METHODS

2.1. MaNGA Galaxies

We utilize the IFS data from the complete release of the
MaNGA survey, which is part of SDSS Data Release 17 (K.
Bundy et al. 2015; Abdurro’uf et al. 2022). All MaNGA
data can be accessed via a Python-based tool called Marvin
(B. Cherinka et al. 2019). MaNGA employs a set of integral-
field units, each consisting of between 19 and 127 fibers, to
obtain spatially resolved spectra of nearby galaxies with a
spectral resolution of R ∼ 2000 and a wavelength coverage
of 3600–10400 Å. The raw spectra are flux-calibrated and
combined into 3D data cubes through the MaNGA Data
Reduction Pipeline (DRP; D. R. Law et al. 2016, 2021), and
these data cubes are then processed by the MaNGA Data
Analysis Pipeline (DAP; F. Belfiore et al. 2019; K. B. West-
fall et al. 2019) to derive various astrophysical quantities, in-
cluding stellar and gas kinematics, emission-line fluxes, and
spectral indices. The DAP performs full-spectrum fitting on
the binned spectra, providing the line-of-sight velocity fields
for both the stellar and ionized gas components.
Our sample includes all galaxies observed in MaNGA, ex-

cept those from four ancillary programs targeting nongalac-
tic objects (DEEP COMA, IC342, M31, and GLOBULAR CLUSTER).

We also exclude data flagged by the DAPQUAL bitmask as crit-
ical failures in either the DRP or DAP. Our parent sample
consists of 10,058 unique galaxies, after removing duplicate
entries in MaNGA. In this study, we include only disk galax-
ies (S0 and spiral types) classified in the MaNGA Visual
Morphology Catalogue (J. A. Vázquez-Mata et al. 2022),
resulting in a sample of 8199 galaxies.
We measure the position angles (PAs) of the kinematic

major axis, ϕkin, of MaNGA galaxies using the PaFit pack-
age (D. Krajnović et al. 2006), which determines the axis
that maximizes the match between the velocity field and
its bi-antisymmetry model. The central positions and red-
shifts of the galaxies are adopted from the MaNGA catalog,
which for most galaxies is identical to the NASA–Sloan At-
las (NSA; M. R. Blanton et al. 2011). The MaNGA target
selection strategy assigns 63% of the main sample to reach
1.5 effective radii (Re) and 37% to reach 2.5Re (K. Bundy
et al. 2015). For our analysis, we consistently use an ellipti-
cal aperture with a semi-major axis of 1.5Re for each galaxy,
with the aperture parameters defined by the NSA elliptical
Petrosian photometry. We also exclude all bad pixels with
inverse variance set to zero from the measurement. We as-
sess the effect of the PA measurement uncertainties provided
by PaFit through a Monte Carlo resampling test and find
that their influence on the estimated spin alignment signal
is negligible.
The spin axis is defined as perpendicular to the kinematic

major axis. The vector direction is determined by identi-
fying the approaching and receding sides from the inverse-
variance-weighted averages of line-of-sight velocities on ei-
ther side of the spin axis. Following the method of J. Lee &
P. Erdogdu (2007) and J. Lee (2011), we compute the 3D

unit spin vector, ĵ, in spherical coordinates as

ĵr = ± cos i, (1)

ĵθ = −(1− cos2 i)1/2 cosϑ, (2)

ĵϕ = (1− cos2 i)1/2 sinϑ, (3)

where ϑ denotes the PA of the projected spin vector, mea-
sured eastward from north, ranging from 0 to 2π. The in-
clination angle i is estimated under a circular disk approxi-
mation from the observed axial ratio (b/a) and the intrinsic
axial ratio p, and is given by

cos2 i =
(b/a)2 − p2

1− p2
, (4)

where we simply adopt p = 0.158 to be consistent with K.
Kraljic et al. (2021).
Finally, the unit spin vector can be transformed into equa-

torial Cartesian coordinates as

ĵx = ĵr cos δ cosα+ ĵθ sin δ cosα− ĵϕ sinα, (5)

ĵy = ĵr cos δ sinα+ ĵθ sin δ sinα+ ĵϕ cosα, (6)

ĵz = ĵr sin δ − ĵθ cos δ, (7)

with α and δ representing the R.A. and decl. of each galaxy,
respectively. Due to the sign ambiguity of the radial compo-
nent ĵr, the 3D spin vector cannot be uniquely determined
without additional assumptions, resulting in a twofold de-
generacy (J. Lee 2011; P. Motloch et al. 2021). While many
previous studies arbitrarily selected one of the two vectors
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(e.g., K. Kraljic et al. 2021; S. Barsanti et al. 2022), we ac-
count for both in our analysis, which differ only by the sign
of ĵr. We note that our results are not sensitive to either
the sign of ĵr or the value of p.

2.2. Reconstructed Tidal Field

We obtain the tidal field around the MaNGA galaxies
from the Galaxy Environment for MaNGA Value Added
Catalog (GEMA-VAC; M. Argudo-Fernández et al. 2015;
Abdurro’uf et al. 2022). The GEMA-VAC provides a char-
acterization of large-scale structures based on the Explor-
ing the Local Universe with the reConstructed Initial Den-
sity field (ELUCID) project (H. Wang et al. 2016). The
present-day density field within the SDSS volume is recon-
structed from the distribution of galaxy groups using the
halo-domain method (H. Wang et al. 2009, 2013). The sur-
vey volume is partitioned into halo domains, and the mass
distribution in each domain is modeled with N -body simu-
lations. Redshift-space distortions are iteratively corrected
using the line-of-sight component of the reconstructed linear
velocity field.
The tidal field (Tij) is defined as the Hessian of the grav-

itational potential field (ϕ):

Tij =
∂2ϕ

∂xi∂xj
, (8)

where ϕ is related to the reconstructed density field (ρ)
through the Poisson equation:

∇2ϕ = 4πGρ. (9)

The density field is smoothed with a Gaussian kernel with
a comoving scale of 2h−1Mpc. The three eigenvalues of Tij ,
λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ λ3, are obtained by diagonalizing Tij at the
position of each galaxy. The corresponding eigenvectors are
denoted by the major (ê1), intermediate (ê2), and minor
(ê3) principal axes of Tij , respectively. The major principal
axis, ê1, corresponds to the direction of maximum matter
compression. The eigenvalues can be used to classify the
large-scale environment based on the number of positive
eigenvalues: three positive eigenvalues indicate a cluster en-
vironment, two indicate a filament, one indicates a sheet,
and none indicates a void. In our sample, a total of 6376
disk galaxies have corresponding tidal field data available
for analysis. After excluding the small number lacking stel-
lar mass or reliable PA, 6325 disk galaxies constitute the
final analysis sample used throughout this work.

2.3. Alignment Angles

The spin–tidal alignment is quantified as the cosine of the

angle, |ĵ · êk| (k = 1, 2, 3), where ĵ and êk represent the
unit spin vector of each galaxy and the three principal axes
of the local tidal tensor, respectively. In three dimensions,

a random orientation yields an average of |ĵ · êk| = 0.5,
while parallel and perpendicular orientations correspond to

|ĵ · êk| = 1 and 0, respectively. Since the line-of-sight com-
ponent of spin vectors cannot be uniquely determined in
this study, each galaxy has two possible 3D spin orienta-
tions. In the edge-on view (i = π/2), the two vectors appear
identical, while in the face-on view (i = 0), they appear to
point in opposite directions. To account for this ambiguity,

we take the average of |ĵ · êk| from the two possible spin

vectors to obtain a single alignment metric for each galaxy.
This approach retains as much orientation information as
possible while ensuring that the two spin vectors from the
same galaxy are not treated as independent measurements.
We also confirm that fixing the sign of ĵr to either + or
− leads to qualitatively identical alignment trends (see Ap-
pendix B), which is consistent with the findings of previous
studies (e.g., K. Kraljic et al. 2021; H.-d. Wang et al. 2025).
The detection significance of the observed alignment is

estimated from the 1000 random permutation samples in
which the sky positions (α and δ) of galaxies are randomly
shuffled within the sample. For each random permutation,
the 3D spin vectors are recalculated using the new sky coor-
dinates through Equations (1)–(7). This approach provides
the null hypothesis of random mutual orientation between
galaxy spins and tidal fields, although it inevitably disrupts
possible selection effects tied to galaxy sky positions and
may therefore under- or overestimate the significance. We
find, however, that alternative schemes (e.g., only random-
izing ϕkin) do not alter the main conclusions of this work.

3. SPIN–TIDAL ALIGNMENT

In this section, we present the main results of our analy-
sis. Specifically, we examine how the MaNGA galaxies align
their spins with respect to the principal axes of the local
tidal field. The top row of Figure 1 shows the mean cosines
of the angles between the stellar spin vectors and the three
principal axes as a function of stellar mass. The correspond-
ing results for the gas spin vectors are presented in Appendix
A and Figure 6, and a consistent alignment trend is observed
between the stellar and gas spins. The alignment signals
reveal a clear mass-dependent trend. Notably, for galaxies
more massive than 1010.5 M⊙, the spin vectors tend to be
perpendicular to the major axis (ê1), where the detection
significance reaches 4.6σ. Additionally, massive galaxies ex-
hibit a mild parallel alignment signal with the intermediate
axis (ê2), with a detection significance of 2.5σ.
The bottom row of Figure 1 shows the spin–tidal align-

ments for galaxies residing in regions where the tidal
anisotropy exceeds the sample median (qmed = 1.235). The
tidal anisotropy, q, quantifies the degree of anisotropy in the
local tidal field (A. Paranjape et al. 2018) and is defined as

q =

√
(λ1 − λ2)2 + (λ1 − λ3)2 + (λ2 − λ3)2

2
, (10)

where λ1, λ2, and λ3 are the three eigenvalues of the local
tidal tensor. Galaxies in regions of strong tidal anisotropy
exhibit a distinct mass-dependent alignment, with a transi-
tion in the preferred alignment direction between the low-
and high-mass regimes. Massive galaxies (M∗ ≥ 1010.5 M⊙)
align their spins perpendicular to the major axis (ê1) and
parallel to the intermediate axis (ê2), consistent with the
trend seen in Figure 1. The detection significance is sub-
stantially higher than that in Figure 1, reaching 5.4σ for
the alignment with ê1 and 3.2σ for that with ê2. In con-
trast, low-mass galaxies (M∗ < 1010 M⊙) show the oppo-
site tendency, with their spins preferentially aligned parallel
with ê1 and perpendicular to ê2. With respect to the minor
axis (ê3), galaxies more massive than 1010 M⊙ show a weak
alignment signal without any clear trend across this mass
range.
The stronger alignment observed in high-q regions is

likely due to coherent gravitational influences from highly
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Figure 1. Top: mean absolute values of the cosines of the angles between stellar spin vectors and the three principal axes of the local

tidal tensor as a function of stellar mass. From left to right, the panels correspond to the major (green), intermediate (red), and minor

(blue) principal axes. In each panel, the sample is divided into bins of equal size. The shaded regions indicate the 1σ intervals from

1000 randomly shuffled samples, and the dashed lines mark the expected value for a random orientation. The detection significance

for each bin is indicated below each point. Bottom: same as the top row, but for galaxies in regions of strong tidal anisotropy

(q > 1.235).

anisotropic tidal fields. In addition, the reconstructed tidal
field tends to be more reliable where q is high, because its
principal axes become ambiguous when the three eigenval-
ues of the tidal tensor all have similar magnitudes. This
ambiguity could contribute to the lack of a clear alignment
signal in such regions. Moreover, the strength of the spin–
tidal alignment appears to depend strongly on other envi-
ronmental factors, as will be shown later, suggesting that
the enhanced alignment in high-q regions may arise from
environmental effects.
Our analysis, combining a large IFS survey with a di-

rectly reconstructed tidal field, provides a more statistically
robust detection of the spin–tidal alignment than previous
observational studies. The results reveal a mass-dependent
trend broadly consistent with recent state-of-the-art hydro-
dynamic simulations, which have reported an alignment be-
tween stellar spins and the cosmic web but only a weak
signal for low-mass galaxies (S. Codis et al. 2018; P. Gane-
shaiah Veena et al. 2019; K. Kraljic et al. 2020; J. Lee et al.
2021; J.-S. Moon & J. Lee 2023a). We find a stronger align-
ment for massive galaxies, with a higher detection signif-
icance than in lower-mass systems. Nevertheless, we also
observe a mass-dependent spin transition, with low-mass
galaxies exhibiting a discernible alignment signal, at least
in high-q regions.
Figure 2 presents how the spin–tidal alignment varies

with galaxy morphology. To emphasize clear trends, we use
the same galaxies in high-q regions as in the bottom pan-
els of Figure 1. Because the stellar and gas spin vectors
yield nearly identical results, only stellar spins are shown

for simplicity. The top, middle, and bottom panels corre-
spond to lenticulars (S0; −2 ≤ TType ≤ 0), early-type spi-
rals (Sa/b; 1 ≤ TType ≤ 3), and late-type spirals (Sc/d;
4 ≤ TType ≤ 8), respectively. Overall, the alignment pat-
terns show no statistically significant dependence on mor-
phology, at least among S0 and spiral galaxies. Neverthe-
less, the results indicate that the S0 and Sa/b popula-
tions primarily drive the alignments with ê1 and ê2 ob-
served in massive galaxies, while Sc/d galaxies show rela-
tively weak evidence of alignment. With respect to ê3, no
significant alignment signal is detected, except for low-mass
(M∗ ≤ 1010.5 M⊙) S0 galaxies, which tend to align with ê3.
In Figure 3, we compare the alignments across differ-

ent large-scale environment types, namely, sheets, filaments,
and clusters. The strongest statistical significance is found
in clusters, where galaxies tend to align parallel to ê2 over
a wide mass range, while massive galaxies (M∗ > 1010 M⊙)
show a tendency to align perpendicular to ê1. Galaxies in
filaments exhibit a broadly similar trend to the total sam-
ple in Figure 1. The significance, however, is weaker, and
no clear alignment is found with ê3, which corresponds to
the direction of the filament spine in filament environments.
Interestingly, galaxies in sheet environments show a distinct
behavior: their spins preferentially align parallel with ê1, the
axis perpendicular to the sheet plane, for M∗ ≥ 1010 M⊙.
In Figure 4, we further examine the dependence of the

spin–tidal alignment on environmental overdensity (δ ≡
∆ρ/ρ̄). The sample is divided into three subsamples of
roughly equal size, corresponding to low-, intermediate-, and
high-δ regions. The alignment trends for these density bins



Spin–Tidal Alignment in MaNGA 5

0.46

0.50

0.54
⟨|

⟨ j ⋆
⋅

⟨ e|
⟩

0.79σ 1.68σ 2.57σ 2.15σ

⟨e1 S0
⟩N=828)

2.64σ 0.41σ 2.49σ 2.09σ

⟨e2

2.53σ 2.10σ 0.80σ 0.45σ

⟨e3

0.46

0.50

0.54

⟨|
⟨ j ⋆
⋅

⟨ e|
⟩

0.29σ 0.17σ 1.82σ 4.50σ

q>1.235 Sa/b
⟩N=1313)

0.22σ 0.35σ 0.82σ 2.24σ 0.71σ 0.35σ 1.31σ 2.15σ

10 11
log⟩M⋆/M̂)

0.46

0.50

0.54

⟨|
⟨ j ⋆
⋅

⟨ e|
⟩

0.42σ 0.03σ 1.22σ 1.82σ

S⊙/d
⟩N=978)

10 11
log⟩M⋆/M̂)

1.55σ 0.14σ 0.52σ 0.13σ

10 11
log⟩M⋆/M̂)

1.34σ 0.29σ 0.00σ 1.85σ

Figure 2. Same as Figure 1, but for lenticulars (−2 ≤ TType ≤ 0; top), early-type spirals (1 ≤ TType ≤ 3; middle), and late-type

spirals (4 ≤ TType ≤ 8; bottom) in high-q regions.

qualitatively resemble those found in sheets, filaments, and
clusters, respectively. The mass-dependent trends shown in
Figure 1 weaken once δ is divided. Overall, these results
demonstrate that the spin–tidal alignment strongly depends
on the large-scale environments.
To evaluate the relative importance of galaxy properties in

determining spin alignments, we employ the conditional mu-
tual information (CMI; C. E. Shannon 1948; B. Pandey &
S. Sarkar 2017). The CMI, I(X;Y |Z), quantifies how much
information Y provides about X beyond what is explained
by their mutual correlation with Z. When the parameter
space spanned by X, Y , and Z is divided into a total num-
ber of NX ×NY ×NZ bins of small volume, I(X;Y |Z) can
be calculated as

I(X;Y |Z) =

NX∑
a=1

NY∑
b=1

NZ∑
c=1

[
p(Xa, Yb, Zc)

× log
p(Zc) p(Xa, Yb, Zc)

p(Xa, Zc) p(Yb, Zc)

]
, (11)

where p(Xa, Yb, Zc) denotes the probability function of the
variables (X,Y, Z) falling within the (a, b, c)th pixel. A
higher CMI indicates that Y retains more significant infor-
mation about X even after controlling for Z. It should be
noted that the CMI measures statistical correlations across
overall distributions rather than systematic trends in the
mean value.
Figure 5 plots the CMI, I(X;Y |Z), for X = |ĵ · êk|

(k = 1, 2, 3), with Y and Z representing various galaxy prop-

erties. The values are normalized by the mean and standard
deviation derived from 1000 randomly shuffled samples. The
most prominent feature is that I(X; q|Z) and I(X; δ|Z) ex-
hibit consistently high values, indicating the strongest corre-
lations of spin alignments with environmental factors. The
high values of both I(X; δ|q) and I(X; q|δ) further imply
that these two parameters make independent contributions.
In contrast, I(X;M∗|Z) remains small, suggesting that stel-
lar mass becomes less influential once environmental effects
are considered, as shown in Figure 4. Morphology and en-
vironment types also seem to add little information beyond
M∗ or δ. A comparison of the three principal axes shows
broadly similar patterns, though alignments with ê3 yield
slightly larger CMI, likely reflecting more intricate correla-
tions among galaxy properties.

4. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have examined the alignment between the spin vec-
tors and the principal axes of the local tidal field using the
complete release of the MaNGA IFS survey. The results re-
veal clear mass-dependent alignment trends. On average,
massive galaxies tend to orient their spins perpendicular to
the major axis (ê1) and parallel to the intermediate axis
(ê2). Low-mass galaxies show the opposite tendency with a
transition mass of M∗ ∼ 1010 − 1010.5 M⊙. This alignment
trend becomes particularly pronounced in regions of high
tidal anisotropy. No statistically significant alignment signal
is detected with respect to the minor axis (ê3). Galaxy mor-
phology affects the alignment strength more than the pre-
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Figure 3. Same as Figure 1, but for galaxies residing in the sheet (top), filament (middle), and cluster (bottom) environments.

Galaxies in void environments are not shown because of their small sample size.

ferred direction, with S0 and Sa/b galaxies driving the sig-
nal in the massive regime. The alignment patterns vary sys-
tematically across large-scale environments: cluster galax-
ies exhibit the strongest alignment, filament galaxies follow
similar but weaker trends, and sheet galaxies show a distinc-
tive parallel alignment with ê1. Mutual information analysis
suggests that tidal anisotropy (q) and overdensity (ρ) play
the primary roles in determining spin alignments.
Various physical mechanisms that influence galaxy spins

are expected to imprint distinct alignment patterns with
respect to the local tidal field. Specifically, primordial tidal
torques are predicted to produce spin alignments along ê2,
as described by the linear TTT (e.g., J. Lee & U.-L. Pen
2000; B. M. Schäfer 2009). In the nonlinear regime, the vor-
ticity vectors tend to be oriented perpendicular to ê1 (e.g.,
N. I. Libeskind et al. 2013b; J.-S. Moon & J. Lee 2023a),
leading galaxy spins to align in the same direction as the
local vorticity. Galaxy mergers occur more frequently along
ê3 (e.g., E. Tempel & A. Tamm 2015; E. Tempel et al. 2015),
and their orbital angular momenta, being perpendicular to
the merger axis, tend to produce spin alignments perpen-
dicular to ê3. In our results, the alignment with ê2 can be
naturally linked to the TTT. In particular, massive galax-
ies in regions of high q and high ρ are likely to experience
stronger tidal influences, which can enhance the alignment
strength with ê2.
The alignment with ê1, however, is less straightforward

to interpret. Since low-mass galaxies are likely to be more
strongly affected by nonlinear effects, their observed ten-

dency to align parallel to ê1 seems inconsistent with theo-
retical expectations. This result also contrasts with results
from hydrodynamical simulations such as IllustrisTNG,
which predict parallel alignment with ê1 in the massive
regime (see, e.g., J. Lee et al. 2021; J.-S. Moon & J. Lee
2023a).
Nevertheless, some observational studies have reported re-

sults that cannot be fully explained within this theoretical
picture. For instance, Y. Zhang et al. (2015) identified a spin
transition with respect to ê1, from parallel to perpendicular,
as halo mass increases. They further showed that the align-
ment with ê2 strengthens with increasing mass and becomes
more pronounced in cluster environments, both consistent
with our findings. Likewise, J. Lee & J.-S. Moon (2023)
found a spin transition among spiral galaxies on void sur-
faces, from parallel to perpendicular orientations with re-
spect to the direction of maximum compression (i.e., ê1), as
stellar mass increases. Such observational deviations may
point to the potential influence of baryonic physics, such
as anisotropic outflows or heating from stellar and active
galactic nucleus feedback (e.g., A. Tenneti et al. 2017; A.
Soussana et al. 2020), whose roles in spin alignments re-
main poorly understood.
Most IFS-based studies of spin alignment have focused on

the orientation of galaxy spins relative to cosmic filaments,
revealing various mass-dependent (C. Welker et al. 2020; S.
Barsanti et al. 2022) and morphology-dependent (K. Kraljic
et al. 2021) spin transitions. Although a direct comparison is
difficult, our results show no significant spin alignment sig-
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Figure 4. Same as Figure 1, but for galaxies residing in high-δ (top), intermediate-δ (middle), and low-δ (bottom) regions.
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Figure 5. Normalized conditional mutual information I(|ĵ · êk|;Y |Z) (k = 1, 2, 3) for various combinations of Y and Z. Each value

is normalized by the mean and standard deviation estimated from 1000 randomly shuffled samples. Darker colors indicate stronger

importance of Y in determining spin alignments after controlling for Z.

nal for ê3, which is somewhat surprising given that filament
spines are generally aligned with ê3 (e.g., E. Tempel et al.
2014; N. I. Libeskind et al. 2015). A comparative analysis
between spin alignments with filaments and those with tidal
fields would be an interesting direction for future work.
Lastly, we caution that the alignment trends reported in

this work are derived from a tidal field smoothed on a scale

of 2h−1Mpc. This smoothing scale is comparable to the
characteristic size of large-scale structures such as filaments
and galaxy clusters, and is therefore a commonly adopted
choice (e.g., O. Hahn et al. 2007a,b; Y. Zhang et al. 2009,
2015; P. Wang & X. Kang 2017). Too small smoothing scales
can break the linear approximation of the tidal field, while
too large scales can wash out the spin–tidal correlations.
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However, previous studies have indicated that the detailed
trend can vary with the smoothing scale (S. Codis et al.
2012; H. E. Trowland et al. 2013; P. Wang & X. Kang 2018;
J. Lee 2019; J. Lee et al. 2021; J.-S. Moon & J. Lee 2023a,b),
suggesting that future analyses using different scales will
be valuable for understanding the scale dependence of the
observed alignments.
This study provides one of the first observational investi-

gations of spin–tidal alignment using IFS survey data, re-
vealing clear mass- and environment-dependent alignment
trends. The detection of spin alignment with the tidal field
highlights the strong influence of large-scale structures in
shaping galaxy angular momentum. Our results challenge
the conventional picture, indicating that the role of bary-
onic processes in regulating spin orientations may require
further investigation. Future work combining hydrodynam-
ical simulations that incorporate diverse baryonic physics
models can help establish a more complete understanding
of galaxy spin evolution. Moreover, next-generation IFS sur-
veys with larger samples will enable more detailed statistical
analyses of how stellar spin alignments depend on various
galaxy properties.
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APPENDIX

A. GAS SPIN ALIGNMENTS

Figure 6 shows the spin–tidal alignment for gas spin vectors. The top and bottom panels correspond to the total sample
and the subsample residing in regions of strong tidal anisotropy (q > qmed = 1.235), respectively. The trends closely follow
those found for the stellar components discussed in Section 3. Overall, the gas spins exhibit the same qualitative mass- and
environment-dependent behavior as the stellar spins, suggesting that both components trace the large-scale tidal field in a
consistent manner.

B. TWOFOLD AMBIGUITY OF SPIN VECTORS

As discussed in Section 2.1, the twofold ambiguity in the sign of ĵr leads to two possible orientations of a galaxy’s 3D
spin vector. Figure 7 tests the impact of this ambiguity by recomputing the spin–tidal alignment in high-q regions (same as

the bottom panels of Figure 1) with all signs of ĵr fixed to either + (radially outward) or − (radially inward). Both cases
reproduce the same qualitative alignment trends as the fiducial analysis, showing only a modest reduction in the detection
significance.
Galaxies whose inferred 3D spin orientation changes substantially under different sign choices tend to be less reliable.

This consideration motivates our use of the averaged orientation, which provides a more stable ensemble statistic. For this
reason, we adopt the averaged orientation as our fiducial choice, while noting that our main conclusions are qualitatively
insensitive to the specific sign convention.

www.sdss.org
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Krajnović, D., Cappellari, M., de Zeeuw, P. T., & Copin, Y.

2006, MNRAS, 366, 787,

doi: 10.1111/j.1365-2966.2005.09902.x
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