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ABSTRACT

Episodic star formation cycles in both high- and low-redshift galaxies have gained more and more
evidence. This paper aims to understand the detailed physical processes behind such behaviors and
investigate how such an episodic star-forming scenario can explain the scatter in star-formation rate
(SFR) of star-forming main-sequence galaxies. This is achieved through tracing back in time the
history of z = 0 star-forming central galaxies in the TNG100 simulation over the past 7 — 8 Gyrs. As
the first paper in this series, we provide an overview of the episodic star formation history. We find
that two branches of star formation typically develop during each episode: while one branch happens
in heavily metal-enriched gas in the centers of galaxies, a secondary branch starts in lower-metallicity
regions at galaxy outskirts where fresh gas first arrives, and gradually progresses to inner regions of
galaxies. Additionally, the temporal variation in the SFR at galaxy outskirts is more significant than
that at centers. As a consequence, the metallicities in both gas and young stars exhibit remarkably
different distributions between SFR peaks and valleys. The resulting temporal SFR fluctuation within
individual galaxies has an average of ~ 0.2 dex, while the intrinsic differentiation between (the historical
mean of) galaxies is ~0.15 dex. These two together can well account for the scatter in SFR of ~0.25
dex as observed for z = 0 star-forming main-sequence galaxies.

Keywords: Galaxy physics (612) — Galaxy properties (615) — Galaxy stellar content (621) — Galaxy
processes (614) — Galaxy evolution (594) — Galaxy chemical evolution (580)

1. INTRODUCTION

The star formation history (SFH) of galaxies has al-
ways been among the most heated topics in the field
of galaxy evolution. Observationally, the discoveries of
galaxy bimodalities in color, morphology, and stellar
kinematics (e.g., Tully et al. 1982; Strateva et al. 2001;
Hogg et al. 2003; Budavari et al. 2003; Bell et al. 2004;
Balogh et al. 2004; Baldry et al. 2004; Morselli et al.
2017; Wang et al. 2020, 2025) have generally revealed
two distinct populations of galaxies in the present-day
Universe, one on the so-called ‘star formation main se-
quence’ (SFMS, e.g., Brinchmann et al. 2004; Salim
et al. 2007; Noeske et al. 2007a; Daddi et al. 2007; Elbaz
et al. 2007; Whitaker et al. 2012a; Speagle et al. 2014a;
Pannella et al. 2015; Pearson et al. 2018; Leslie et al.
2020; Popesso et al. 2023), also referred to as the ‘blue
cloud’; and one with significantly lower or already ceased
star formation activity, also dubbed the ‘red sequence’
(e.g., Kauffmann et al. 2003; Faber et al. 2007; Schaye
et al. 2010; Peng et al. 2010, 2015; Rodighiero et al. 2011;

Renzini 2016; Tacchella et al. 2022). A classical picture
for the formation path of the former suggests generally
mild star-formation rate (SFR) variations throughout
their evolutionary history as they ride along the SFMS
until today. The latter population, on the other hand,
underwent a transition from the SFMS at high redshift
to a more quiescent or completely quenched status by
the present day. This study focuses on the recent evo-
lutionary history of the former class since z ~ 1, in par-
ticular from perspectives regarding how galaxies move
up and down the SFMS, the origin of its dispersion, and
the properties of galaxies above and below the SFMS,
which remain not fully understood.

The overall cosmic star formation rate density peaks
around z ~ 2 and has been declining ever since (Madau
& Dickinson 2014). The specific star formation rate
(sSFR) of SFMS galaxies also decreases strongly towards
lower redshift as a consequence of a decreasing cosmo-
logical gas accretion rate (e.g., Dutton et al. 2010; Tac-
chella et al. 2013; Dekel et al. 2013; Lilly et al. 2013;
Forbes et al. 2014; Schreiber et al. 2015). It has been
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observed that the SFMS has a typical scatter of 0.2-0.3
dex across a wide range of redshifts (e.g., Noeske et al.
2007b; Whitaker et al. 2012b; Speagle et al. 2014b; Pear-
son et al. 2018). The finite scatter in star-formation
activity at fixed stellar mass is attributed to both inter-
nal and external factors. On the one hand, supernovae
and stellar wind feedback (e.g., Dekel & Silk 1986; Mur-
ray et al. 2005; Ceverino & Klypin 2009; Hopkins et al.
2014a, 2023; El-Badry et al. 2016; Hayward & Hopkins
2017; Shin et al. 2023; Dome et al. 2025) as well as super-
massive black hole feedback (e.g., Di Matteo et al. 2005;
Springel et al. 2005; Croton et al. 2006; Ciotti & Ostriker
2007; Cattaneo et al. 2009; Fabian 2012; Cicone et al.
2014, 2016) may affect both the thermal and kinematic
state of the interstellar medium (ISM) or even the cir-
cumgalactic medium (CGM), and thus regulate the rate
of star formation. On the other hand, galaxy interaction
and merger activities may affect cold gas accretion rates
and thus modulate galaxy SFRs (e.g., Barnes & Hern-
quist 1991; Mihos & Hernquist 1996; Conselice et al.
2003; Hopkins et al. 2006; Cox et al. 2006; Smethurst
et al. 2015; Wang et al. 2022). As a consequence, the
SFR of individual galaxies can fluctuate on both short
and long timescales, in particular among low-mass or
high-z galaxies, resulting in the observed scatter around
the SFMS (White & Rees 1978; Dutton et al. 2010; Dekel
& Burkert 2014; Somerville & Davé 2015; Sparre et al.
2017; Orr et al. 2017; Feldmann et al. 2017; Tacchella
et al. 2018; Behroozi et al. 2019; Caplar & Tacchella
2019; Iyer et al. 2020; Wan et al. 2024; Mintz et al. 2025;
McClymont et al. 2025).

In the high-z Universe (z > 1 — 2), the fluctuation in
SFR is also highly relevant in explaining the discovery
of overabundant UV-bright galaxies as recently revealed
by JWST (Donnan et al. 2023, 2024; Endsley et al.
2024b; Leethochawalit et al. 2023; Pérez-Gonzélez et al.
2023; Robertson et al. 2024; Whitler et al. 2025). This
is because a bursty/fluctuating SFH with a high vari-
ability in SFR may temporarily scatter high-z galaxies
to large UV luminosities and thus explain such obser-
vations, along with the scatter of the SFMS (Anglés-
Alcazar et al. 2017; Faucher-Giguere 2018; Tacchella
et al. 2020; Shen et al. 2023; Sun et al. 2023; Mason
et al. 2023; Kravtsov & Belokurov 2024; Endsley et al.
2024a; Ciesla et al. 2024; McClymont et al. 2025; Mintz
et al. 2025).

Fluctuating/bursty SFHs can be considered one man-
ifestation of episodic behavior in galaxy growth. High-z
galaxies typically go through episodic cycles of gas com-
paction, depletion, and replenishment, and eventually
cease their star formation and become quenched (e.g.,
Zolotov et al. 2015; Tacchella et al. 2016, 2020; Mc-

Clymont et al. 2025). It is worth noting that such a
bursty/fluctuating SFH is not unique for high-z galaxies,
and more and more evidences also suggest their univer-
sality among star-forming galaxies across all redshifts,
in particular among lower mass galaxies (Tolstoy et al.
2009; McQuinn et al. 2010a,b; Weisz et al. 2011; Wang
& Lilly 2020; Yin et al. 2023; Munoz Lépez et al. 2025;
Perry et al. 2025; Wan et al. 2025). Unlike (the present-
day quiescent descendants of) their high-z counterparts,
these galaxies have nearly always maintained their star-
formation rates to a certain level and never evolved to
a long-term quenched status, and therefore remain star-
forming to the present day.

In this regard, a number of theoretical studies have
conducted relevant investigations (e.g., Lilly et al. 2013;
Wang et al. 2019; Wang & Lilly 2021, 2022a,b). Based
on the variation of star formation across the population
of the MaNGA sample, Wang et al. (2019) proposed
that the scatter of the SFMS can be understood by the
time-varying gas inflow rate. This scenario predicts that
the scatter of galaxies on the SFMS strongly depends
on galaxy size, with smaller sizes for larger scatter. In-
terestingly, this is seen in observations across different
datasets and redshifts (Wuyts et al. 2011; Wang et al.
2018).

Such a fluctuating SFH in lower-z star-forming galax-
ies has also been found in many of the latest cosmologi-
cal hydrodynamical simulations. For example, utilizing
the FIRE simulation (Hopkins et al. 2014b, 2018; Feld-
mann et al. 2023), Cenci et al. (2024) investigated the
‘breathing mode’ of galaxy starbursts, on long and short
timescales. With the Magneticum Pathfinder simulation
(Hirschmann et al. 2014), Fortuné et al. (2025) revealed
cycles of quenching and rejuvenation on timescales of
~ 1 Gyr for a large fraction of z = 0 SFMS galaxies.
Wang et al. (2022) also demonstrated a clear episodic
SFH of present-day star-forming disc galaxies using the
TNG100 simulation (Springel et al. 2018; Nelson et al.
2018; Naiman et al. 2018; Marinacci et al. 2018; Pillepich
et al. 2018a). In this particular study, the authors pre-
sented how the CGM of (central) galaxies acquires a
supply of cold gas (T < 2 x 102 K) and inherits angular
momentum as a consequence of galaxy mergers and in-
teractions at ~ 100 kpc scales. At the same time, the
CGM also receives thermal and kinetic modulation of in-
ternal feedback processes out to several tens of kilopar-
secs. The combined effect regulates the replenishment
and depletion of the cold gas reservoir in a rhythmic
fashion, leading to a pulsating motion of the cold cir-
cumgalactic gas highly synchronized with an episodic
SFH of the galaxy.



This paper series is a follow-up of Wang et al. (2022),
conducting a detailed investigation to better under-
stand the episodic star formation behavior of present-
day SFMS galaxies and how such a behavior may explain
some of the observed relations. This is achieved through
tracing back in time the history of star-forming galaxies
at z = 0 in the TNG100 simulation and investigating
the co-evolution of various galaxy properties as galax-
ies go through SFR peaks and troughs in their history
since z ~ 1. In this first paper of the series, we present
an overview and the timeline of the episodic SFH of
z = 0 SFMS galaxies. In particular, we show that ma-
jor differences exist among galaxy properties between
SFR peaks and valleys, and that the resulting temporal
SFR fluctuation within individual galaxies (~0.2 dex)
together with intrinsic scatter among different galaxies
(~0.15 dex) can account for the scatter of the SEMS to-
day (~0.25 dex). In the second paper of this series (Mei
et al. in prep), we will show that the simulation success-
fully reproduces the observed anti-correlation between
SFR and metallicity, and suggest that the episodic SFH
can also offer a plausible explanation to the observed
fundamental metallicity relation (Mannucci et al. 2010).
In the third paper of this series (Wang et al. in prep),
we further present the key role that the cold gas plays
under the combined internal and external modulation
across a wide range of scales in such an episodic forma-
tion scenario.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we in-
troduce the details of the simulation, galaxy sample se-
lection, and galaxy properties investigated in this study.
In Section 3, we present the overview of episodic SFH
by investigating the evolution of gas and stellar mass,
metallicity, as well as their spatial distributions. We
will show that two star-formation branches of distinct
chemical signatures exist during each episode, and the
metallicities in both gas and young stars exhibit remark-
ably different distributions between SFR peaks and val-
leys. In Section 4, we present the degree to which the
temporal fluctuation in SFR can account for the scat-
ter of SFMS. The conclusions and some further dis-
cussions are given in Section 5. Throughout the pa-
per, we adopt the same cosmology as used in the II-
lustrisTNG simulation, which is based on the Planck
results (Planck Collaboration et al. 2016), i.e., a to-
tal matter density of €, = 0.3089, a baryonic mat-
ter density of €, = 0.0486, and a Hubble constant
h = Hy/(100kms 'Mpc~!) = 0.6774, assuming a flat
ACDM universe.

2. METHODOLOGY

2.1. The simulation
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The Next Generation Illustris Simulations (Illus-
trisTNG, TNG hereafter; Springel et al. 2018; Nelson
et al. 2018, 2019a; Naiman et al. 2018; Marinacci et al.
2018; Pillepich et al. 2018a, 2019) are a set of state-
of-the-art magneto-hydrodynamic cosmological simula-
tions using the moving-mesh code AREPO (Springel 2010)
for galaxy formation and evolution. The simulation,
compared to previous galaxy formation cosmological
simulations, has implemented various modifications to
galactic wind feedback, stellar evolution, and chemical
enrichment (Pillepich et al. 2018b). In this study, we use
one of the TNG versions with a cubic box of 110.7 Mpc
side length (TNG100 hereafter), which was run with a
gravitational softening length of 0.5 h~'kpc and mass
resolution of 1.4 x 10° My and 7.5 x 105 Mg, for the
baryonic and dark matter, respectively. In TNG100,
the SUBFIND algorithm (Springel et al. 2001; Dolag et al.
2009) is used to identify host dark matter halos. General
galaxy properties were calculated and publicly released
by the TNG collaboration! (Nelson et al. 2019b).

2.2. Sample selection: evaluating scatter in SFMS

One goal of this study is to demonstrate to what ex-
tent the z = 0 SFMS scatter can be accounted for by
the temporal fluctuation in SFR within individual star-
forming galaxies according to the TNG100 simulation.
To first form our SFMS sample, we take all star-forming
central galaxies with stellar mass M, > 109° Mg at
z = 0 from the simulation, explicitly avoiding all satel-
lites whose SFH may be affected by their host group or
cluster environment (Peng et al. 2010; Bahé & McCarthy
2015). Here ‘star-forming’ (SF) is defined as the loga-
rithmic specific SFR log [sSFR/Gyr~!] > —1.5, which is
approximately 0.5 dex below the mean sSFR of galaxies
with M, < 3 x 1019 Mg at z = 0 (for more details, see
Lu et al. 2021, 2022). Under this definition, our SEFMS
sample contains 5051 galaxies.

We further trace the merger history of these galax-
ies and specifically consider the main progenitor branch
up to z = 1 (snapshot 050). At each redshift, we de-
termine the ridge of SFMS using a linear regression
fitted to the log SFR — log M, distribution of the col-
lection of the corresponding galaxy progenitors. We
then calculate for each galaxy the difference in the log-
arithmic SFR from the ridge at that redshift (i.e., the
main-sequence offset), denoted as AMS(z). For the de-
rived AMS among all sample galaxies at all redshifts,
we capture the degree of main-sequence offset for each
galaxy using two different statistics: (1) the present-
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day main-sequence offset (AMS,—o); and (2) the his-
torically averaged main-sequence offset since z = 1
(avg(AMS)), denoting in general whether a galaxy has
primarily lived above/below the MS ridge, and by how
much on average. In order to also capture the tempo-
ral SFR fluctuation within a given galaxy since z = 1,
we fit a linear relation to the log SFR — log(1 + z) path
of each galaxy. We then calculate, for a given galaxy,
the scatter ospgr e in logarithmic SFR relative to its
long-term redshift evolution. Specifically, osrr e =
\/%E[log SFR(z) — log SFRyin(2)]?, where summation
is carried out over all N snapshots since z = 1 and
log SFRyin(2) is the long-term redshift-dependent value
given by the linear fitting. For all three properties in-
troduced above, we quantify their 16-50-84 percentiles
over all galaxies in the SFMS sample. The results are
presented in Section 4.

We note that the reason we only trace the main pro-
genitor history back to z = 1 is that we have observed a
relatively more stable SFH of present-day star-forming
galaxies from z ~ 1 till today, i.e., in the past 7 — 8
Gyrs. This can be clearly seen in Figure 9 from Lu
et al. (2022): below z ~ 1, galaxies have, in general, ex-
perienced much less frequent larger-ratio mergers than
at higher redshifts. In this study, we take z = 1 as an
upper limit for the redshift range.

2.3. A further refined sample for peak-valley statistics

In order to demonstrate typical episodic star forma-
tion behavior and conduct statistics at SFR peaks and
valleys, we further select a refined sample from present-
day star-forming rotating disc galaxies for which the
peaks and valleys can be clearly identified. This refined
sample is constructed based on the galaxies studied in
Lu et al. (2021, 2022), where classical star-forming ro-
tating disc galaxies were identified according to their
specific star formation rates, bulge-to-total luminosity
ratios, and circular orbit fractions. A random selec-
tion was carried out to reduce the sample to a rea-
sonably sized sample (see reference above for details).
This resulted in a lower-mass sample containing 165
central galaxies with 9.5 < log M./Mg < 10.3 and
a more massive sample containing 120 central galaxies
with 10.3 < log M, /Mg < 11.2 at z = 0.

For these 285 present-day star-forming rotating disc
galaxies, we carry out a closer inspection of the red-
shift evolution along their main progenitor branch. We
downselect to those galaxies that have typical episodic
star-formation behavior with clearly defined major
peaks and valleys since z = 1. This is achieved based on
Alog [SFR/MGyr—!] — the difference in SFR between
the identified adjacent peak and valley in a given peak-
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Figure 1. The star formation history of one of our sample
galaxies (ID at z = 0 is 504650). The red line represents the
SFR of this galaxy evaluated within 2Rnsm. The green and
blue upper triangles represent the valleys and peaks in the
upward pairs. The blue and green hollow hexagons represent
peaks and valleys in the downward pairs.

valley pair. For the SFH of each galaxy, we search for
valley-to-peak (upward) pairs and peak-to-valley (down-
ward) pairs which satisfy Alog [SFR/MgGyr~!] greater
than a given threshold and require that galaxies shall
have at least two upward pairs or two downward pairs
since z ~ 1, as an indication of at least two star-forming
episodes (see Appendix A for a detailed description of
the pair searching algorithm adopted).

For this study, we adopt 0.5 dex (in comparison to
a ~ 0.25 dex scatter in the z = 0 SFMS) as the
Alog [SFR/MGyr—!] threshold to downselect a refined
galaxy sample to conduct the peak-valley statistics in
order to gain insight into the typical galaxy conditions
during these extreme moments. Among the total of 285
z = 0 star-forming rotating disc galaxies, 191 galaxies
(103 in the lower mass range and 88 in the more mas-
sive range) have since z ~ 1 experienced at least two
upward or two downward peak-valley pairs that satisfy
Alog [SFR/MGyr—!] > 0.5 dex (with a total of 363 up-
ward pairs and 382 downward pairs). Fig. 1 shows the
star formation history of an example galaxy (subfindID-
504650 at z = 0), where the identified peaks and valleys
are labeled by blue and green symbols, and the upward
pairs and downward pairs are denoted by solid triangles
and hollow hexagons, respectively.

We note that the quantitative results in the statistical
comparisons in galaxy properties among SFR peaks and
valleys, as well as the time signatures of the episodic
evolution of the investigated properties would certainly
depend on the adopted Alog[SFR/MgGyr—!] thresh-
old. For this reason, we have also tested five different
thresholds, being 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, and 0.5 dex, and in-
vestigated how the number of galaxies that satisfy such
criteria and the timescales of identified peak-valley pairs
would vary with the choice of the threshold. We present
the results in Appendix B.



2.4. Galazy properties studied

In this work, we investigate the evolution of several
galaxy properties along with SFR, including g —r color,
half stellar-mass radius Rpgnm, cold gas mass M4, stel-
lar and gas-phase metallicity Z, and Zg,s. In particular,
the properties are usually measured within 2Ry, which
are referred to as global galactic quantities.

For the gas properties, we follow two components of
cold gas. The first component is non-SF gas with an
effective temperature T < 2 x 10* K — a typical temper-
ature below which atomic hydrogen can cool and thus is
able to form stars (provided it reaches sufficient density)
(Keres et al. 2005; Dekel & Birnboim 2006; Dekel et al.
2009). Observationally, this gas can be traced by the
Ly-a line (Katz & Gunn 1991; Fardal et al. 2001) and
HI 21 c¢m emission (Draine 2011; Saintonge & Catinella
2022). This cold but non-SF gas sits at a density below
the adopted star-forming threshold of ny ~ 0.1cm™
(by the simulation), representing the radiatively cooled,
dense gas in galaxies (Vogelsberger et al. 2012; Martizzi
et al. 2019). We refer to this gas component as the ‘non-
SFE cold gas reservoir’. The second component is star-
forming gas. This gas sits at a density above the star-
forming threshold, and is numerically enforced with an
effective equation of state which describes a two-phase
medium composed of both hot and cold gas of the inter-
stellar medium (Springel & Hernquist 2003). We refer
to this gas as the ‘SF gas pool’. In this paper, we fol-
low the evolution of the enclosed mass, surface density,
and metallicity distribution of both types of cold gas
components during the episodic SFH of galaxies.

2.5. Stacking galazies for peak-valley statistics

In order to demonstrate the most significant features
and differences between the peak and valley moments,
we stack galaxy properties at the identified peaks and
valleys of all 191 galaxies in the refined galaxy sam-
ple. In order to further extract the general statistical
trends around peaks and valleys, we take the neigh-
boring snapshots around these moments according to a
given time offset. To reduce noise/fluctuation at shorter
time scales, for any given galaxy property at a specific
snapshot i, we first calculate the mean of this property
among the three adjacent snapshots, i.e., i — 1, 4, and
i+1. For any given time offset around peaks/valleys, the
corresponding galaxy properties are then interpolated
using the smoothed values at two adjacent snapshots.
We line up the moments of all peaks/valleys and take
the smoothed and interpolated values of a given galaxy
property under investigation as its zero point. For any
given time offset, we then calculate the difference in this
property from the zero-point value. By doing so, the
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Figure 2. The g — r color - log M. evolutionary track for
one example galaxy (ID-433317). The contours indicate the
distribution of color as a function of stellar mass M. of cen-
tral galaxies in today’s universe (red contour) and at z = 0.7
(green contour), respectively. The black solid line marks the
evolutionary track of the galaxy, with circles color-coded by
redshifts.

galaxy-to-galaxy difference among the population can be
markedly eliminated, only preserving the internal and
temporal offsets relative to peaks and valleys for any
given galaxy. Then we can investigate systematic differ-
ences between the peak and valley moments as well as
the evolutionary trend of galaxy properties around these
extrema.

3. RESULTS: OVERVIEW

In this section, we first present an overview of the
episodic star formation scenario, including a detailed
pattern regarding how the star formation zone propa-
gates through a galaxy during each episode, as well as a
detailed comparison of galaxy properties at SFR peaks
and valleys. In Section 3.1 and 3.2, we first show how
galaxy color and the cold gas content vary with time, re-
spectively. In Section 3.3, we demonstrate the presence
of two star-formation branches during each episode, and
in Section 3.4, we show how they are intertwined with
different radial distributions in metallicity of young stars
and gas between SFR peak and valley moments.

3.1. Temporal variation of galaxy color variation

Galaxy color strongly correlates with the star forma-
tion activity. As the SFR rises and falls during the
episodic evolution, the color also changes accordingly.
Fig.2 shows the evolutionary history of an example
galaxy (ID-433317) in the color-mass diagram. The two
contours in this figure indicate the distribution of g —
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color as a function of stellar mass M, for all central
galaxies at z = 0 (red contour) and at z = 0.7 (green
contour). In each case, four contour lines indicate the
regions that include 10%, 30%, 60%, and 90% of the
total sample. The solid line indicates the evolutionary
track of this galaxy, color-coded by redshift. It can be
seen that the color of this galaxy has an overall trend of
becoming redder, accompanied by multiple rapid varia-
tions due to changes in SFR, especially since z ~ 1.

It is worth noting that the g — r color of this galaxy
reaches its global peak at z ~ 0.2, when its SFR was
0.457 dex below the main sequence at that time. Com-
pared to the overall color distribution at that time, this
galaxy used to be much redder than its star-forming
counterparts and could even be identified as a ‘green
valley’ galaxy (Salim 2014; Mendez et al. 2011; Smith
et al. 2022). However, soon after that, it rejuvenated
and returned to the blue cloud once its star formation
was ignited again. Among our present-day star-forming
rotating disc sample of 285 galaxies, 37% have had their
historical SFR 0.5 dex below the main sequence ridge
(at the corresponding redshift) at least once since z ~ 1,
and rejuvenated later to get back to the SFMS, or even
above the ridge, at z = 0.

3.2. Temporal variation of the cold gas content

As was already investigated in Wang et al. (2022),
the rise and fall of SFR react (with a time delay) to the
change of the circumgalactic cold gas reservoir going out
to ~100 kpc. To get an overview of this episodic behav-
ior, we present the time evolution of the cold gas content
and gas-phase metallicity along with SFR since z ~ 2 for
an example galaxy (ID-601819) in Fig. 3. The top panel
presents the temporal variation of SFR«ag, . (global,
in solid line) and SFR<( 5R,.,, (central, in dashed line).
The second panel presents the evolution of cold gas mass
within 2Ry, for the star-forming gas (Msy, solid line)
and the cold non-SF gas (Mgoid, non—sr, dashed line).
As can be seen, the evolution of Mg traces that of
SFR«2R,.,. well, while the evolution of SFR¢sg,.,. is
not fully synchronized with that of Mgoid, non—sF, but
falls behind. As will be shown later, such time delays
between the two cold gas budgets, as well as between
the global SFR and the cold non-SF gas content, are
universally present during the episodic star-formation
evolution of galaxies — a natural consequence of the cold
gas reservoir taking time to gradually build up and form
stars through compaction.

The third panel shows the evolution of metallicity in
both star-forming gas and cold non-SF gas, denoted as
Zsp (solid) and Zeold, non—sr (dashed), respectively. It
is interesting to note that the three sets of major peaks
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Figure 3. The episodic star-formation history and prop-
erty evolution for one sample galaxy (ID-601819). The top
panel presents the temporal variation of SFR«2r,,, (global,
in solid line) and SFR«o.5R,,,, (central, in dashed line). The
second panel presents the evolution of cold gas mass within
2Rnsm for the star-forming gas (Mg, solid line) and the cold
non-SF gas (Mocold, non—sr, dashed line). The third panel
shows the metallicity evolution for both star-forming gas and
cold non-SF gas, denoted as Zsr (solid) and Zcold, non—SF
(dashed). The bottom panel presents the distribution of
newly-formed stars at redshift z with stellar metallicity Z,.
The color represents the mass-weighted average distance
(from the galaxy center, normalized by Rhsm). We only plot
those pixels that contain at least three stellar particles to
avoid shot noise.

of the gas metallicity at around z = 0.7, z = 0.4 and
z = 0.2 roughly correspond to the three valley fea-
tures in SFR¢aR, .., while the two wide valleys in gas
metallicity (one between z = 0.7 — 0.4 and one between
z = 0.4—0.2) also happen to correspond to the two ma-
jor peaks in SFR¢ag, ., in the top panel. If the evolu-
tionary curves of the gas-phase metallicity are vertically
flipped, they would largely resemble that of SFR<ar, .,
(and in fact also the cold gas content in the second
panel). This mirror behavior is especially notable for
the metallicity of the star-forming gas (see also Torrey
et al. 2019). This already indicates a close connection
between gas metallicity, SFR, and the cold gas budget.
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We will investigate how such an episodic star-formation
behavior can explain the observed fundamental metal-
licity relation (Mannucci et al. 2010) in the upcoming
paper (Mei et al. in prep).

To further bring out the statistical behavior across our
refined galaxy sample for trends akin to those exhibited
by the example galaxy in Fig.3, we stack the relative
change in the logarithmic mass of the cold gas enclosed
within 2Rys, with respect to the values at SFR val-
leys and peaks as a function of time offset around these
critical moments. The results are presented in Fig. 4.
As can be seen, the rise and fall of the global SFR is
roughly symmetric in time, i.e., the time it takes from
valley to peak is about the same as that from peak to
valley (both ~ 1 Gyr). As expected, we also see that the
temporal variation of the relative star-forming gas mass
Alog Msp closely traces that of SFR, since the former
is the birthplace of the latter.

However, the rise and fall of the relative cold non-SF
gas mass Alog Myon_sr shows a significant time shift
ahead of SFR. The upturn (downturn) of Alog Myon—sF
from its minimum (maximum) starts ~ 0.6 — 0.8 Gyr
before the upturn (downturn) of SFR. The buildup of
this cold gas reservoir does not immediately raise SFR.
This is because it takes time for this cold gas reservoir to
be compressed, thus pushing a good fraction of it above
the star-forming density threshold and turning it into
star-forming gas. The decline of this reservoir also does
not immediately reduce SFR. This can be explained by
the fact that there is still the star-forming pool as a
‘buffer’ yet to be depleted due to star formation.

In return, star formation also impacts the cold non-SF
gas reservoir. As can be seen, shortly after SFR com-
mences rising from its valley, Alog My, _sr reaches its
maximum and starts declining — this gas reservoir from

now on starts being consumed or removed due to the
combined effects of further compaction to form stars
(through the phase of star-forming gas, which increases
rapidly starting from this time) and the thermal and
kinetic feedback processes as SFR goes up. As already
explained, the continuous consumption of this cold gas
reservoir does not immediately, but would eventually
cause SFR to cease climbing up and then tip over, as
star formation finally runs out of further cold gas sup-
ply. Shortly after this moment, with less active star
formation and thus weaker feedback effects, this cold
gas reservoir then manages to efficiently build up once
again.

We note that the quantitative time delay as pre-
sented above indeed depends on the threshold value of
Alog [SFR/MGyr—!] used for sample selection, which
is presented in Fig. 11 in Appendix B (also see Section
2.3 for details). For a more detailed time analysis, we
refer the reader to the next paper in this series (Mei et
al. in prep).

3.3. Two branches of star formation and the retreat of
newly-formed disk in each star-forming episode

As galaxies go through an episodic SFH, their sizes
and metallicity distributions associated with the newly-
formed stars also evolve accordingly. In the bottom
panel of Fig.3 we present the radial distribution of
newly-formed stars at redshift z with stellar metallic-
ity Z,. (for the example galaxy ID-601819). The color
represents the mass-weighted average distance (from
the galaxy center, normalized by Rpusm). For this 2D
histogram, we only plot those pixels that contain at
least three stellar particles to avoid shot noise. Several
episodes of star formation are clearly present.



For this example galaxy, in each star formation cycle
(defined as between two adjacent SFR valleys that sand-
wich a SFR peak at least 0.5 dex higher than the valleys,
see Section 2.3 for details), since z ~ 1, two branches
of star formation exist. One branch is related to cen-
tral star formation (< 0.5 kpc) in higher-metallicity gas,
which can always be on. In the second branch, a progres-
sion in a retreating/shrinking fashion is clearly present:
a newer generation of stars very often forms initially at
galaxy outskirts (at a few tens of kpc) as a result of
cold gas accretion, which first arrives in disks at larger
radii. With time, as the SFR gradually goes through the
peak and starts decreasing, this round of star formation
progressively born out of ever more metal-enriched gas,
retreats inwards to the inner ~ 1 kpc region. Finally,
towards the end of this episode, the next round of cold
fresh gas accretion already kicks off at the galaxy’s out-
skirts, where new stars are born with lower metallicity.
As a result, the intermittent pattern in the SFR is in
fact more evident at galaxy outskirts (as indicated by
yellowish colors), while star formation in the very cen-
tral regions of galaxies (indicated by blueish colors) does
not necessarily cease even at valleys of the global SFR.
This can also be seen from the top panel of Fig. 3, where
the episodic evolution of SFR¢og, . is much more sig-
nificant than that of SFR«¢o5R,,...-

Such a two-branch star-formation pattern, as well
as a retreating/shrinking fashion of the outer star-
formation branch during each episode, as demon-
strated by the example galaxy, have been broadly ob-
served among the progenitors of all 285 present-day
star-forming disc galaxies (regardless of the adopted
Alog [SFR/MgGyr~!] threshold for the refined galaxy
sample). Statistically, we shall also expect to see that
the size of the stellar disc as measured by young stars
shall grow around SFR valleys due to the arrival of fresh
gas supply first at larger distances, and shrink around
SFR peaks as star formation retreats to the central re-
gion. This is clearly demonstrated using galaxy sizes at
the identified peaks and valleys for the refined galaxy
sample in Fig.5, which presents the histograms of the
relative size increment A[Rhsm, <100 Myr/ Rhsm| 0f stellar
discs from the (i — 1) snapshot to the (i + 1) snap-
shot, where 7 is a snapshot number at either SFR valleys
or peaks. Here we take all stellar particles younger than
100 Myr by that time to calculate their half-mass radius
Ryusm, <100 Myr and normalize this size by Ryusm to elimi-
nate systematic differences between galaxies. As can be
seen, on average, galaxies (as traced by newly formed
stars) tend to grow larger around SFR valleys and be-
come smaller around SFR peaks. We note that using
Rogo (the radius of the galaxy halo within which the av-
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Figure 5. The histograms of the increment in normalized
half-stellar-mass radius of young stars Rhsm, <100 Myr/Rhsm
from the (i — 1)*™® snapshot to the (i + 1)*" snapshot, where
i is a snapshot at either SFR valley or peak. The blue and
red histograms represent the increment in normalized size
around peaks and valleys, respectively. The dashed lines
and shaded regions represent the corresponding median and
central 68th percentile in each histogram. The black dashed
line indicates the value of zero (representing no change in
Rism, <100 Myr/ Rhsm). Typically, the disk size of young stars
grows around the time of the valley and becomes smaller
around the time of the peak.

erage total matter density is 200 times the critical den-
sity of the universe at that time) for normalization has
no qualitative impact on the result. We mention in pass-
ing that the distribution of newly-formed/young stars
may thus vary during different epochs of star formation.
Such a temporal variation may potentially contribute to
scatter in galaxy sizes, particularly as observed at UV
wavelengths.

3.4. Differential metallicity distributions of gas and
young stars between SFR peaks and valleys

When further taking metallicity into account, the
two branches of star formation during each episode
are clearly revealed by the metallicity distributions of
the younger stellar population and of star-forming gas.
The former is presented in Fig.6. Here again, ‘young
stars’ are approximated by stellar particles with age
younger than 100 Myr, and their metallicity is denoted
as log Z, <i00Myr- In the left panel, the blue and red
histograms present the distributions of log Z. <100 myr
at SFR peaks and valleys, respectively. The darker and
lighter shaded areas represent the distributions calcu-
lated within and outside 2Ry, respectively. As can
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Figure 7. The radial profiles of the stellar metallicity from all stars (left), stars with ages younger than 100 Myr (middle), and
stars older than 100 Myr (right). In each panel, the blue and red colors correspond to the time of peak and valley, respectively,
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are less concentrated at SFR peaks compared to valleys.

be seen, the overall distribution of log Z, <100Mmyr mea-
sured at SFR valleys clearly exhibits bimodality, with a
higher (lower) metallicity peak corresponding to the in-
ner (outer) star-formation region. To the contrary, the
overall distribution of log Z. <i00Mmyr at SFR peaks ex-
hibits a broad shape which is largely dominated by star
formation within 2Rygy,. In the right panel, the his-
tograms present the distributions of galactocentric dis-
tance log [r«, <100 Myr/Rnsm] of young stars at SEFR peaks

and valleys. The darker and lighter shaded areas now
represent the radial distributions of young stars with
log Z, <100Myr > —1.7 and < —1.7, respectively. As
can be seen, at both epochs (peak and valley), the dis-
tributions exhibit bimodality to a certain degree. Young
stars with lower metallicity tend to reside in galaxy out-
skirts (peak at 2—3Rysm ), while young stars with higher
metallicity tend to occupy the central regions (peak at
~ 0.3Rhsm)-
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(d): Similar to panel (c), but calculated for metallicity log Znon—sr of the cold non-SF gas.

Such behaviors of the young-star metallicity distribu-
tion originate from their different spatial distributions at
SFR peaks and valleys due to the presence of two star-
formation branches. It is worth noting that the younger
stellar population at SFR peaks in general extends to
a smaller distance and is less concentrated and of lower
metallicity (in particular at distances within 2Rpgy,), in
comparison to at SFR valleys. This can be more clearly
seen in Fig. 7, which presents the radial profiles of stel-
lar metallicity from all stars (left), stars younger than
100 Myr (middle), and stars older than 100 Myr (right).

Blue and red colors correspond to SFR peaks and val-
leys, respectively. As can be seen, metallicity profiles
from the entire stellar population are dominated by the
older stellar population and show no difference between
the peak and valley moments. However, for the younger
stellar population, a clear difference is observed: within
2Rpsm, young star metallicity is significantly lower at
SFR peaks than at valleys — a natural consequence of
stars born out of the freshly replenished gas with lower
metallicity.



The gas-phase metallicity distributions presented in
Fig.8 also reveal the presence of two star-formation
branches during the episodic evolution. The top panels
show the stacked mass-weighted total cold gas metal-
licity, log Zco1d, at SFR peaks (blue) and valleys (red)
within 10Rpsym and 2Rpgy,. The darker and lighter
shaded regions represent the distributions calculated for
star-forming and cold non-SF gas, respectively. As can
be seen, within 10Rys, the cold but non-SF gas con-
tributes to the total cold gas budget with a higher frac-
tion than star-forming gas, in particular (with a dom-
inating fraction) at SFR valleys. Within 2Rygy, star-
forming gas dominates the total cold gas budget at SFR
peaks while the cold non-SF gas contributes with a
higher fraction at SFR valleys (which can also be seen
in Fig. 3). We note that at the valley moments, the cold
gas reservoir has already started building up, prior to
an enhanced star formation kicking off (see Fig.4). In
addition, the cold but non-SF gas in general exhibits a
lower metallicity than the star-forming gas at both SFR
peaks and valleys, which is a result of the combination
of fresh gas replenishment first at the cold gas reservoir
(i-e., non-SF) and feedback and chemical enrichment to
the star-forming gas pool.

The bottom two panels show similar histograms to
the top two panels, but evaluated for the star-forming
(left) and the cold non-SF (right) gas within 10 Rysy,, re-
spectively. At this time, the darker and lighter shaded
regions represent the metallicity histograms within and
outside R = 2Rpsm- As can be seen, for both gas com-
ponents, gas located at galaxy outskirts (r > 2Rpgm)
in general possesses lower metallicity than in the inner
region (r < 2Rpsm), which is a similar behavior as for
the younger stellar population. In addition, similar to
the left panel of Fig.6, the metallicity of star-forming
gas also exhibits a clear bimodal distribution at SFR
valleys, composed of a higher-metallicity branch in the
inner regions and a lower-metallicity branch at the out-
skirts. This is also the consequence of two branches of
star formation, as already described above. We mention
in passing that measurements of the cold-gas metallicity
probability distributions for both gas components and
in both inner and outer regions of galaxies may provide
good evidence of the star-formation phase that a galaxy
is in.

4. RESULTS: SCATTER OF SFMS

Across the episodic SFH of present-day SFMS galax-
ies, many properties vary as SFR changes in time. How-
ever, these properties fluctuate more or less about a
quasi-equilibrium state (e.g., Forbes et al. 2014; Torrey
et al. 2019; De Lucia et al. 2020; van Loon et al. 2021.
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quantity is shown above the corresponding panel.

Therefore, we expect that the episodic star-formation
behavior causing temporal fluctuation in SFR should be
able to (at least partially) explain the SFMS scatter to-
day. For present-day (z = 0) star-forming galaxies in the
TNG100, we determine the ridge of the SFMS and re-
port the 16-50-84 percentile of their main-sequence offset
AMS,— is —0.00179223 dex. In comparison, the 16-50-
84 percentile of AMS among all galaxy progenitors since
z~ 115 0.00679 275 dex, exhibiting a scatter consistent
with that of the SFMS at z = 0. This likeness indi-
cates that the SFMS scatter does not show appreciable
evolution from z ~ 1 to the present day.

As the evaluation of the intrinsic differentiation be-
tween galaxies, the 16-50-84 percentile of the historically
averaged main-sequence offset since z = 1, avg(AMS),
is 0.00273715% dex. 1In addition, the 16-50-84 per-
centile of the temporal SFR fluctuations within individ-
ual galaxies around their long-term average, osFR rel, iS
0.20070053 dex (for sample selection and detailed defi-
nitions, see Section 2.2). These statistics reveal that the
SFMS scatter (on the order of 0.25 dex) can be well
accounted for by the temporal fluctuation in SFR (on
the order of 0.2 dex) within individual galaxies, plus
a galaxy-to-galaxy differentiation (on the order of 0.15
dex) in long-term averaged SFR (see also Matthee &
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Figure 10. Left Panel: Similar to Fig.9 except that the SFR is measured within Ryusm. The main-sequence offset AMScr,,_.,
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from the re-fitted long-term evolution for each galaxy. Right Panel: Similar to the left panel except that the SFR is measured

in an annulus between Rpsm and 2Rnsm.

Schaye 2019; Blank et al. 2021; Wan et al. 2025). Assum-
ing the ergodicity of the SFMS, Wang & Lilly (2022b)
also found a larger contribution from the temporal fluc-
tuation in SFR to the scatter of SFMS, based on the ob-
served SFMS scatter derived on two different timescales.

It is then interesting to consider whether galaxies that
live above (below) the main-sequence ridge today have,
on average, lived above (below) the ridge in their history,
and whether a strong correlation exists between the his-
torically averaged main-sequence offset avg(AMS) and
the temporal fluctuation ogrr re1. To answer this ques-
tion, we present Fig.9. This corner plot shows the cor-
relation between AMS,—g, avg(AMS) and ogrr rel. We
find a positive correlation between present-day main-
sequence offset AMS,—_¢ and historical averaged main-
sequence offset since z ~ 1 (avg(AMS)), indicating that
galaxies with higher (lower) AMS at z = 0 tend to reside
above (below) SFMS from z ~ 1. This result echoes a
recent observational result from Wan et al. (2025), con-
ducted for 1928 star-forming galaxies from the LEGA-C
survey. In comparison, correlation between avg(AMS)
and ogFR,rel 1S insignificant. We note that in this study,
we aim at understanding the key processes during the
episodic evolution and how this causes a given popula-
tion of galaxies to appear with diverse observed proper-
ties. We have not answered what physical origins have

led to the intrinsic differences among galaxies or what
physical processes have largely determined the ampli-
tude of the temporal fluctuation. We leave these in-
vestigations to future work of this series (Gui et al. in
prep).

As presented in Section 3.3, star-formation that hap-
pens at inner regions of galaxies and that at the out-
skirts also follow markedly different evolutionary pat-
terns. A related question worth asking is then how the
above-investigated SFR properties depend on the (pro-
jected) spatial region within which they are evaluated.
To answer this question, we carry out the same analysis
but considering the star formation within an aperture,
SFRapt, evaluated (1) within a radius of Rygm from the
galaxy center, and (2) within an annulus between Ry,
and 2Rygy,. In each case, the SFMS galaxy sample re-
mains the same. However, we re-fit the main sequence
ridge at different redshifts using SFR,p (instead of
global SFR), and re-calculate the offset from the ridge as
avg(AMS,p). For the temporal fluctuation o(SFRapt),
we re-fit a linear relation using log SFR.py — log(1l + 2)
and take the linear prediction as the mean to calculate
0(SFRapt). Fig. 10 presents the results similar to Fig. 9
but for SFR evaluated within two different regions. The
left panel shows the distributions and correlations with
SFR measured within Ry, while the right panel shows



those with SFR evaluated in the annulus between Rygm
and 2Rpgm.

As can be seen, the results for SFR, ¢ measured within
Rpsm very much resemble those using global SFR (as
presented in Fig. 9), indicating that the global feature is
largely dominated by the condition within Ryg,. How-
ever, the results for SFR,,; measured between Rysm
and 2Ry, differ substantially from the former cases.
Firstly, AMS,_g no longer exhibits a symmetric distri-
bution around AMS = 0 (the new ridge), but with a long
tail bias towards lower values in AMS. Secondly, using
SFR evaluated between Rpgy, and 2Rps, (i-e., at galaxy
outskirts), the scatter of avg(AMS) as well as ogpR,rel
have all become significantly larger than those evaluated
within the central Ry¢n,. This can be attributed to the
fact that the episodic evolution at galaxy outskirts is
more prominent than in inner regions (as demonstrated
in Section 3.3) thus causing larger scatters. Finally, we
also mention in passing that for SFR measured at such
larger radii, avg(AMS) and ogpr rel now exhibit a strong
negative correlation, i.e., galaxies with lower avg(AMS)
tend to have a larger temporal fluctuation of ogpR rel-
This result is likely attributed to the steep decline of
SFR in the outskirts at some specific epochs, which ele-
vates osrR,rel annd suppresses avg(AMS) simultaneously.
We defer the investigation of the detailed physical origin
to an upcoming paper (Gui et al. in prep).

5. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

This paper is a follow-up study of Wang et al. (2022),
with a more focused and detailed investigation of the
episodic SFH of present-day SFMS galaxies since z ~ 1.
The goal of this study is to present an overview of the
episodic star formation scenario and investigate how well
the resulting temporal variation in SFR can account for
the observed scatter of the star-forming main sequence
at z = 0. This is achieved through tracing back in time
the history of star-forming galaxies at z = 0 in the
TNG100 simulation and investigating the co-evolution
of the size, metallicity, and radial distribution of young
stars and cold gas, as the galaxies go through SFR peaks
and valleys in the past 7 — 8 Gyrs. In particular, we
split the cold gas into a mon-star-forming gas reservoir
and a star-forming gas pool (see Section 2.4 for detailed
definitions and the method), and investigate the differ-
ent stellar and gas properties at typical SFR peaks and
valleys (see Section 2.5). Our main results about the
episodic SFH and its impact on scatter in SFMS are
listed below:

e During each episode, two branches of star forma-
tion exist. While one star-formation branch hap-
pens in heavily polluted gas in the inner region
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(and in many cases remains always on), a sec-
ondary star-formation branch starts from lower-
metallicity regions at galaxy outskirts where fresh
gas first arrives, and gradually retreats to the cen-
ters of galaxies. This picture is consistent with
the coplanar inflow model proposed by Wang &
Lilly (2022b, 2023a,b); Lyu et al. (2025). As a
consequence, the intermittent pattern in SFR is
more prominent at galaxy outskirts, while star for-
mation in inner regions does not necessarily cease
even at valleys of global SFR (see Fig.3 and Sec-
tion 3.3).

The relative stellar size of the younger stellar
population (star-forming age youngher than 100
Myr) Rhsm, <100Myr/ Rusm systematically increases
around SFR valleys, and decreases around SFR
peaks, as a result of stellar disc growth (for the
outer-branch star-formation) first at larger radii at
the beginning of each star-formation episode (i.e.,
SFR valley), followed up by a ‘shrinkage’ after the
peak time (see Fig.5 and Section 3.3). This tem-
poral variation in the radial extent of young stars
is anticipated to contribute to the scatter in galaxy
sizes as observed at UV wavelengths (although the
latter may be modulated by spatially varying at-
tenuation; see Zhang et al. 2023).

Statistically, the younger stellar populations in
galaxies at SFR walleys exhibit a strong bimodal
probability distribution function (PDF) in metal-
licity, which is composed of a higher and a lower
metallicity peak corresponding to the inner (r <
2Rpsm) and the outer (r > 2Ryqy) star-formation
region, respectively (Fig.6). The younger stellar
population at SFR peaks possesses systematically
lower metallicity than at SFR valleys across the
galaxy radial range within 2Rye, as a result of
fresh gas replenishment. The total stellar popu-
lation, however, does not reveal noticeable differ-
ences between the peaks and valleys (see Fig. 7 and
Section 3.4).

Similarly, the two branches of star formation as
well as the retreating fashion of disk growth as the
SFR rises from valley to peak also leaves differ-
ent observational imprints on the distribution of
the cold-gas metallicity (for both the non-SF gas
reservoir and the star-forming gas pool) as mea-
sured in both inner and outer regions of galax-
ies. In particular, bimodal PDF's in star-forming
gas metallicity are prominent at SFR wvalleys due
to the co-existence of star-forming gas with dis-
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tinct chemical signatures associated with two star-
forming branches (Fig. 8 and Section 3.4).

e The 16-50-84 percentile of the star formation main
sequence offset (AMS) at z = 0 is —0.00173223
dex and the historical main sequence offset AMS
among all of the galaxy progenitors since z ~ 1
is 0.00679-223 dex, indicating the MS scatter does
not show appreciable evolution from z = 1 to the
present day. Among individual galaxies and their
progenitors since z ~ 1, the historically averaged
AMS is 0.00270 7155 dex, while the 1o of tem-
poral fluctuation within each galaxy is AMS is
0.20070:5%8 dex. These statistics support the idea
that the galaxies are going through episodic SFH
about a quasi-equilibrium state, the temporal fluc-
tuation in SFR (on the order of 0.2 dex) together
with intrinsic differentiation between galaxies (on
the order of 0.15 dex) can explain z = 0 SFMS
scatter (on the order of 0.25 dex) (see Fig.9 and
Section 4).

We note that the conclusions presented above are en-
tirely based on the TNG100 simulation. As the episodic
star-formation behavior is a combined consequence of
both external gas replenishment and internal feedback
processes, the details of such behaviors are surely sub-

ject to the adopted feedback models by the simula-
tion. In addition, the results also indicate that such
an episodic star-formation scenario can partially explain
the observed scatter of the SFMS. It will be highly inter-
esting to see whether different cosmological simulations
of this kind shall provide consistent answers and thus
agree in this aspect.
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APPENDIX

A. PEAK-VALLEY PAIR SEARCHING ALGORITHM

Here we present the peak-valley pair searching algorithm in detail. Given an SFR series of an individual galaxy,
we first identify local maxima and minima by comparing each snapshot with its two immediate predecessors and two
immediate successors (about 0.2 Gyr between adjacent snapshots), respectively. We then search for downward peak-
valley pairs and upward valley-peak pairs that satisfy Alog[SFR/MgGyr~—1] greater than a given threshold (e.g., 0.5

dex) since z ~ 1.

Taking the upward valley-peak pair search for an example, the algorithm will be interpreted step by step:

1. First, we start from the first minimum since z ~ 1 and label it as the valley candidate.

2. Then, we go forward in time for every minima and maxima in order and try to find a matching peak candidate
that satisfies the threshold mentioned before. Several cases will be encountered during the process:

(a) If, before finding an eligible peak candidate, another minimum lower than the initial minimum appears, we

update the valley candidate to this lower one.

(b) If a satisfied maximum is found, we label this maximum as the peak candidate. However, we will continue
searching to see if there exists a maximum with an even greater difference. The purpose of this step is to
dampen the effect of minor fluctuations and capture more significant signals. If so, we update the peak

candidate to this new maximum.

(¢) The search process stops when the peak candidate exists and a further minimum is encountered such that
the difference between this further minimum to the current peak candidate is comparable to that between
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the existing valley candidate to the current peak candidate (we set the ratio between the former and the
latter to be larger than 0.7, i.e., SFRpcak — SFRnew min > 0.7 X (SFRpeak — SFRvalley)). Then, the current
peak candidate and existing valley candidate will finally be recorded as an upward valley-peak pair. Setting
this ratio to other value larger than 0.5 would not qualitatively change our results and conclusion.

3. Subsequently, the next starting valley will be selected as the first valley following the peak in the last pair,
ensuring that pairs do not overlap.

The procedure for identifying downward peak-valley pairs is analogous to that for the upward valley-peak pairs
described above. For each galaxy, we search for both upward (i.e., valley-to-peak) pairs and downward (i.e., peak-to-
valley) pairs. Among the total of 285 galaxies, 191 galaxies have experienced at least two upward or two downward
pairs that satisfy Alog[SFR/MgGyr~!] > 0.5 dex since z ~ 1, which we consider to indicate the presence of at least
two episodes.

B. DIFFERENT THRESHOLDS FOR PEAK-VALLEY PAIRS

o 6 - Downward 'Pair 2.5 T
g N=285 —A~ Upward Pair =
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Figure 11. Left Panel: The number of pairs per galaxy as a function of Alog[SFR/MgGyr™!] threshold. Blue triangles
represent the upward pairs, and orange hexagons represent the downward pairs. At each threshold, the number of galaxies
that possess such episodic star-forming features is also labeled beside the symbol. Right Panel: The median and central 68th
percentiles of time intervals of the pairs in different Alog [SFR/MgGyr™!] bins with 0.1 dex interval, except for the last bin,
where no upper bound is set for this bin. In this work, since we choose 0.5 dex as a threshold, the typical peak-valley timescale
is ~1.25 Gyr.

In this study, we only take galaxies that possess peak-valley pairs with Alog [SFR/MgGyr—!] > 0.5 dex to further
compose a refined galaxy sample for peak-valley statistics (see Section 2.3 for details). Here, we also present how
the number of peak-valley pairs per galaxy and the time intervals in between depend on the different choices of the
threshold.

In the left panel of Fig.11, we show the number of pairs per galaxy, given an adopted Alog[SFR/MgGyr—?]
threshold. As can be seen, all 285 star-forming rotating disc galaxies in our sample on average have five downward
or upward peak-valley pairs that are separated by at least Alog [SFR/MgGyr~!] > 0.1 dex. The number of pairs
decreases as the threshold increases. When increasing the threshold to 0.5 dex, the number of galaxies is reduced to
191, which have experienced twice such peak-valley star-formation episodes on average.

In addition, we also expect that smaller (larger) SFR temporal fluctuations happen on shorter (longer) timescales.
This can be clearly seen in the right panel of Fig. 11, which presents the 16-50-84 percentiles of time intervals between
the identified peaks and valleys of pairs that meet the requirement of Alog [SFR/MgGyr—1]. For the majority of
galaxies that satisfy Alog [SFR/MgGyr—!] below 0.4 dex, the peak-valley timescale is around 0.5 Gyr. While with
Alog [SFR/MoGyr—!] > 0.5 dex, the resulting galaxy sample shows a typical peak-valley timescale of ~ 1.25 Gyr. The
smaller Alog [SFR/MgGyr~1], the shorter the peak-valley time interval. Through visual inspection over all 285 star-
forming rotating disk galaxies we confirm that the reported two branches of star formation with a retreating/shrinking
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disk growing fashion are universal among this population, regardless of the Alog [SFR/MgGyr~!] threshold adopted

(see Section 3 for details).
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