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By completing these calculations, we arrived at a value of flux in a usable format giving us the
ability to compare fluxes in the U-V color versus fluxes in the V-J color.

The other major path we took was to convert the subflux for the annuli in a given galaxy
to luminosity; then using an estimate for mass-to-light ratio, we produced a visualization of radial
mass distribution for each galaxy. Doing this required us to initially find a relationship among our
observed wavelength, luminosity, and flux (or subflux). Equation (3) below is from a paper by
Hogg (2000), and gives us the relationship
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where d, ? refers to the luminosity distance of the galaxy. This was calculated with an online
cosmology calculator developed by Edward Wright (2006) based on the redshift of a given galaxy.
The £, represents the flux or subflux in question. Note that we ran calculations for the mass of the
entire galaxy as a means of attaining an approximation for uncertainty; we ran these calculations
for the flux of an entire galaxy and for the subflux of a given annulus. From knowledge of

electromagnetic waves, we know
C
Uops = 1 4)

obs

where 1, is dependent on the filter in use, so it will be 475nm, 814nm, or 1600nm. Rearranging

Equation (1) to solve for luminosity with units erg s and substituting in Equation (4), we obtain

c
Ly, o Urest = Aop fv(47'[dL2) (5)
oS
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which gives a quantitative view into the luminosity for a galaxy as a whole and the luminosities of
individual annuli, when calculating with subflux. It is important to note that the f, term depicts
the flux (or subflux) for the galaxy or region in question for a given filter.

To make the jump from luminosity to mass, we took an approximation approach. In
essence we would multiply the amount of light (luminosity) by a mass-to-light ratio and the units
cancel out to give us units of mass. To calculate our conversion metric, the mass-to-light ratio, for
each galaxy, we used the method devised in Bell & de Jong (2001), where

log,o(MLR) = a + b(color). (6)
Solving for MLR, or mass-to-light ratio, gives us
MLR = 10(@+b(color)), (7)
Here, color is calculated in a way similar to Equations (1) and (2). We will refer to these colors

slightly differently, as they are not exactly the same. Here, we define color by

Coloryy = mag; — mag, (8)
Colory; = mag, — mag; 9)
where
f
magy = log; 3’:60;”1 ) (10)
f
magy = logyo —32);‘/1 , (11)
f
mag; = log;, o (12)

where f stands for flux. Depending on which color we used in the calculation, U-V or V-J, our
values of a and b were different. There were seven pairs of a, b values chosen from. See Appendix
Al for the specific values of the a and b coefficients. Note that the a and b coefficients were

determined by Bell & de Jong (2001) based on flux measurements in filters of different
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wavelengths and different assumptions about the star-formation history. In place of the U filter,
FA75W, there was a B filter used. We accepted this small difference in filter and used it to
approximate our stellar population model to come up with mass-to-light ratios.

We were initially running calculations for both U-V and V-J colors, but decided to report
only on the U-V color results due to the skewed information our V-J color calculations were giving
us. This is likely due to issues with the broader point spread function in the F160W images and
the process by which we estimated our stellar population model and calculated our mass-to-light
ratio.

It is worth noting that some of the calculations of the MLR took into consideration only
the total flux of each galaxy. Another set of calculations took into consideration the subflux for
each annulus of a given galaxy and determined an individualized MLR for each annulus. When
using one MLR for analysis, we essentially were analyzing the light in each annulus due to the fact
that this was a straightforward scalar term multiplied to the flux of each galaxy. This essentially
just carries out a unit conversion from flux to mass. However, when using a specific MLR
calculated with the subfluxes for each annulus, we are able to spatially resolve the mass in each
annulus based on the color in that annulus, which is often different than the average color of the
entire galaxy. With this in our hand we could make the final jump, putting together Equations (5)
and (7) to arrive at

Mass = (L Urest ) (MLR). (13)

Urest

2.4. Spatially-Integrated and Spatially-Resolved Masses
We ran calculations for the total mass in each galaxy in two different ways, as mentioned

above. The first method was to calculate mass from a spatially-integrated color, or Msic as we
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termed it. For this process we ran the color calculations, from Equation (8), for the total flux of
the galaxy for the denoted filter. Then with Equation (7), we calculated one MLR and estimated
the mass in each of the 40 annuli across the galaxy using Equation (13) in which we only input the

subflux for the annulus in question when solving for (L Urest). SlNCE measurements of the

Urest

flux were taken using three filters, we obtained three mass values in this method by using the
annular subflux values from each filter. By summing up the annular mass values separately for
each of the three filters, we resulted in three total mass calculations: Msic ra7sw,B-v, Msic Fs1aw,s-v,
and Msicrisow,s-v. These mass values were specific to the F475W, F814W, and F160W
luminosities, respectively. Since there were seven pairs of a, b values, we ran this calculation once
for each of the a, b pairs, resulting in seven total mass values. A best value and uncertainty were
determined by taking the average of the mass values and the standard deviation. This process was
repeated for each of the three galaxies in the sample. It is important to note that we used an
approximation for the U-V color, by extending the a and b coefficients to our data. These
coefficients were calculated for a B-V color, which is close enough to our U-V color to give us a
quick way to estimate the MLRs. For our analysis, B-V and U-V colors are to be taken to mean
the same thing.

The second method was to calculate annular mass from spatially-resolved colors, or Msrc
as we termed it. For this process, we ran the color calculations, from Equation (8), for the subflux
in each annulus for a given galaxy. This provided each annulus with its own color value, based
on the differences in subflux from different filters in that annulus. Since we only considered the
U-V color, we only needed to take the subflux from the U and the V filters into consideration. It
was our intention to calculate an individualized MLR for each annulus, which provides a more

accurate estimate of the mass in each ring and a more accurate estimate for the total mass in the
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galaxy. Similar to the first method, we used seven a, b coefficient values from Bell & de Jong
(2001) for our stellar population model. This gave us seven values for the mass in each annulus
for a given galaxy. However, this time we were only analyzing the luminosity data from the
F814W filter as a way to initially narrow down our analysis. This gave us mass values specific to
the F814W luminosity.

The mean of the seven mass values for any given annulus gave us a best value for the mass
in that shell, which we would later use to create plots of mass as a function of radius. We attained
a best value of total mass by summing these annular mass best values together to attain the best
value for the total mass in the galaxy, denoted Msrc,rsiaw,s-v. The same result for total mass best
value was achieved by using the seven a, b coefficient pairs to calculate seven values for the mass
in each annulus. Then for each respective pair of coefficients the annular mass values were
summed the to come up with seven values for total mass of the galaxy. The mean of these values
matched our other calculation for the best value. We used this process to calculate uncertainty by
taking a standard of deviation in these seven total mass values.

Our processes allowed us to make calculations for the total mass in each of our three
galaxies in addition to creating visual maps of mass as a function of radius for each galaxy. This
is the extent to which we have explored our cave of cosmic questions. Much of the cave remains
dark and patiently waits to be discovered. We have mapped out the progress we have made up to
this point. The journey thus far has proven to be riddled with surprises, and has provided us with

crucial insight about our next steps deeper into the cave.
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from the trend of these connecter lines. The more negative the trend of these connecter lines, the
bluer the region. Similarly, the more positive the trend of the lines, the redder the region.

The color bar on the right of the plot merely artistically paints the data points to indicate
relative radius from the centroid. Don’t confuse the dot being red with meaning that region is
more red (though that does end up being the general trend). It is also important to note that in
general, stellar populations of a bluer color will exhibit different characteristics than a redder stellar
population. Typically, bluer stellar populations are more active, younger, and hotter populations
that are forming stars at a higher rate while redder populations are often either dust-attenuated
regions of high star formation or quiescent older stars. In addition, younger stellar populations
typically have a smaller MLR than older redder populations, providing motivation for customized
stellar population models.

We can see a clear trend as we travel from the inner-most annuli to the outer-most annuli.
The slopes of the connecter lines consistently increase from negative to positive to more positive
as the radius increases, indicating a gradient across the galaxy’s radius shifting from bluer inner
regions to redder outer regions. This trend holds for the other two galaxies in the sample,
solidifying our claim that the inner region of each galaxy hosts a bluer stellar population, while
the outer regions host a redder stellar population. Note that not all annuli were used in the creation
of this plot. The inner five shells were considered, then broader shells of thickness five pixels
were used to demonstrate the trend across the entire galaxy without having so many data points
that the plot becomes difficult to interpret. Note that the units of flux have been converted to
Jylarea by a simple conversion from telescope flux units, electrons, to Jy. The area of the annuli,

in pixels, is also taken into account.
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Figure 6. Demonstrates the consistent trend in blue to red stellar populations as radius increases and
regional flux decreases. The columns of data points represent radial flux information from filters F475W,
F815W, and F160W from left to right. Generated by jr_phot_sed.py.® Similar plots for the remaining
two galaxies in the sample are contained in Appendix A4.

After noticing the clear trend in color and flux as a function of radius, we turned to an even
more clear visualization method for comparing color magnitudes in the different filters. We made
comparative magnitude calculations of the U-V and V-J colors using Equations (1) and (2). As
mentioned above, when comparing the magnitudes of respective subflux values in different filters,
we can gain insight into the average color of a given annular region. Due to the definition of the
magnitude scale, a galaxy with more flux in the U filter than the V filter will have a negative U-V
color and will appear blue. In other words, due the way the color magnitudes are calculated in
Equations (1) and (2), the magnitude is calculated with a negative sign introduced. Thus, we argue
just the opposite: the smaller the U-V or V-J color, the bluer the region, while redder regions

correspond to more positive values.

3 https://github.com/aleksds/bates_galaxies_lab/blob/master/jr_phot_sed.py

24



We chose to plot these two comparative magnitudes, the U-V and V-J colors, together as
shown in Figure 7, to further resolve the trend we were seeing in Figure 5 and 6. Each dot
represents an annulus centered at the centroid of the galaxy. A color bar is included, similar to
Figure 6, to indicate which annulus the dot on the plot represents. We see that as we move
diagonally from bottom left to top right, the dots generally shift from dark blue to red, and then
strangely back to blue again. The first part of this trend makes qualitative sense based on our
above assessment of U-V and V-J magnitudes, showing that the outer regions have a generally
redder color while the inner regions have a bluer color. The other two galaxies in our sample
exhibit a similar trend, further bolstering some of our initial claims about the relative blueness of

the center and redness of the outskirts of the galaxies in the sample.
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Figure 7. Comparative magnitudes for the U-V vs. V-J colors, demonstrating the trend in color
distribution throughout galaxy J0905. The curious outliers in the bottom left corner indicate more in-
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depth analysis is necessary. Generated by jr_color_color.py.* See Appendix A5 for similar plots for
galaxies J0905 and J1107.

We took a closer look at the upper right region in Figure 7, noting that the other galaxies
in the sample also displayed similar clusters of blue dots where we expected red (see Appendix
A5). These indicated annular regions near the center of the galaxy that were host to a redder than
average stellar population. Could it be that the very central regions of the galaxy might have the
reddest stars? Wouldn’t this be a direct contradiction to our assumption and observations from
Figure 6 that the center of the galaxy is dominated by a bluer stellar population? Is it possible that
these inner red regions still contain a blue stellar population that observationally appears red due
to high dust attenuation?

A study by Williams et al. (2009) suggests that the regions depicted in plots such as Figure
7 could be exhibiting different star formation behavior. This study indicates that it may be possible
for the blue dots in the bottom left corner of our plot to indicate a region of bluer stellar population
and of high star formation rate while the blue dots top right corner may be indicative of a region
of high dust attenuation. A high level of dust shields photons of bluer wavelengths from escaping
the galaxy and being observed. This highlights the possibility of some of the inner regions of the
galaxy being dominated by bluer stellar populations with a high dust attenuation, making them
appear red. The study also suggests that the region on our plot dominated by dark red dots (outer

regions of the galaxy) may indicate a region of quiescent and redder stellar populations.

3.4. Mass and Light-Mass
We started out this journey unsure of precisely where it might take us, but we had a good

intuition that studying the mass distribution in the galaxy might help get us wherever it was we

4 https://github.com/aleksds/bates_galaxies_lab/blob/master/jr_color_color.py
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were going. Though useful and imperative to our understanding of the possible functions and
processes of the galaxies, the information processed in Figures 5-7 only give insight regarding the
observed annular subflux and corresponding relative color of our aperture-defined regions, but
failed to provide much qualitative insight into the mass distribution. We turned our attention to
making mass calculations for the three galaxies in our sample. We initially made calculations for
the total mass in each galaxy. This gave us a reference point for the relative concentrations of
mass in each annular region of the galaxies.

To do this, we took the measurement of total flux in each galaxy from each filter and
combined it with the luminosity distance (based on redshift of the galaxy, calculated with Edward
Wright’s Cosmology Calculator) and the filter’s wavelength to calculate with Equation (5) the
total luminosity of the galaxy, in erg s. After calculating U-V and V-J color (slightly different
calculation than U-V and V-J color) with Equations (8) and (9), we then applied seven different a
and b values for each filter, as listed in Appendix A1, to Equation (7) to produce 21 MLR estimates,
seven for each filter. After properly converting the MLRs to the correct units of Mg /L, where
L was converted to erg s, we were able to apply Equation (13) to calculate seven values of total
mass for each filter for each galaxy. A mean and standard of deviation were taken to come up

with a best value and uncertainty for each filter. The results are compiled in Table 1, below.

Table 1.
Total Light-Mass Values for Each Filter for Each Galaxy in the Sample and Associated Uncertainties

Galaxy MSlC,F475W,B-V O Msic,F475W,B-V MSlC,F814W,B-V O Msic,F814W,B-V MS|C,F160W,B-V O Msic,F160W,B-V
(Mo) (M) (Mo) (Mp) (Mo) (Mo)
J0905 | 2.29 x1011 0.14 x101 2.44 x101 0.15 x101 .807 x1011 0.051 x1011
J0826 2.21 x1011 0.13 x101 2.35 x101t 0.13 x101t .908 x1011 0.052 x1011
J1107 1.80x101 0.10 x101 1.91 x1011 0.11 x10%t .636 x1011 0.033 x1011

Initially, we had the intention of attaining a best value for mass of each galaxy by

combining the values from each filter. However, after noticing the large differences in mass values
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for the different filters, especially for the F160W filter, we chose to leave these separate and
continue our analysis using just one filter (F814W), as we discuss in the following sections.

These results are consistent with the results from a sample of similar galaxies studied by
Tremonti et al. (2007) and Diamond-Stanic et al. (2012) pinning the mass of these galaxies on the
order of 10!My. This reassured us that our analysis processes were relatively accurate. It is
important to note that small changes in the analysis procedures could yield seemingly large
differences in results. However, when working with values that can change drastically based on
small changes in initial assumptions or models, the range for accepted values widens a bit. This
is to say that a change of factor two or three in terms of the total mass of a galaxy, which is heavily
based on estimated initial assumptions, is not as shocking as it may seem at first. It is reassuring
that our calculations using the set of estimated assumptions outlined above put us on the same
order of magnitude as the results from previous work.

To focus more closely on specific annular regions of each galaxy, as we had previously
done for flux and color, we calculated the mass in each annulus. To gain visual insight into the
how mass trended with radius based on data from the three different filters, we opted to run
calculations for the mass in each annulus based on a single set of a, b values, specifically the sixth
set listed in Appendix Al for each filter. Though above in Table 1 we made calculations for best
values of the total mass in each galaxy based on best values for the mass in each annulus compiled
from seven a, b sets, for the purpose of creating a visual representing the trend in mass as a function
of radius, we simplified our data sets.

As described in the Methods section, we followed two procedures for calculation of the
mass of each galaxy. The first was to use a generalized spatially-integrated mass-to-light ratio to

calculate the annular masses. The second was using spatially-resolved MLRs specific to each
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annulus to calculate the annular masses. We denote the MLRs calculated in the first procedure as
‘single MLR’ for a given filter while the MLRs from the second procedure are denoted ‘annular
MLR’ for a given filter. The first procedure produced various Msic, or light-mass, values while
the second procedure produced various Msrc, or mass, values.

The calculation of annular mass based on ‘single MLRs’ simply scaled our previous
calculations for flux to fit a different set of units. Though we were now plotting mass as a function
of radius, the plot showed mass as resolved by one constant MLR scalar being applied to the flux
units. Thus, it is apparent the similarities between the bottom frame of Figure 8, below, and the
middle plot in Figure 5. Since we were essentially reporting the same information as in Figure 5,
we decided to spatially resolve the mass distribution in each annulus. The calculation of annular

mass from ‘annular MLR’ values was also carried out by using a single set of a and b values.
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Figure 8. Top: Spatially-resolved annular mass distribution for galaxy J1107 as calculated by the annular
MLR method (mass, or Msrc. Bottom: Spatially-integrated annular mass distribution as calculated by
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the single MLR method (light-mass, or Msic). Generated by jr_compilation_J1107.py.> See Appendix
A6 for similar plots for galaxies JO905 and JO826.

The top frame in Figure 8 clearly shows a different distribution of mass than does the
bottom frame. Since the bottom frame essentially depicts the same information as Figure 5, we
use the data contained in this plot to show information related to amount of light contained in each
annulus, what we termed ‘light-mass’, as this is a scaled version of the annular light values. The
values of the total light-mass in a galaxy are the same as the values of Msic rs1aw,s-v Since we are
using the F814W filter only at this point. The top frame gives data regarding more accurate
calculations for mass in each annulus, which we simply termed ‘mass’. Qualitatively, we noticed

a significant difference in the values and trends of the two plots.

3.5. Galactic Compactness

The differences in the two plots led us to compose Table 2, below, comparing light-mass
and mass specifically in the inner region of each galaxy. We made the decision to begin by only
analyzing data for the F814W filter. While we could, and very well may in the future, repeat these
analyses for the other two filters, we chose to narrow down our data set once again to focus in on
the trends displayed by the galaxies. As described in the Methods section, the process producing
the Msrc Fs1aw,8-v value for each galaxy takes into consideration seven values, each based on one
set of a and b values from Appendix Al for the F814W filter. Thus, we have a best value and
uncertainty associated with each best value for each galaxy. Table 2 presents these mass values,
in addition to the percentage of mass, Msrcrsiaw,s-v, and light-mass, Msicrsiaw,-v, contained
within the first five annuli, or the inner ~1.5kpc of the galaxy to demonstrate the compactness of

the light and of the mass. These percentages were calculated using the best values for annular

5 https://github.com/aleksds/bates_galaxies_lab/blob/master/jr_compilation_J1107.py
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masses (or light-masses) through the fifth annulus compared to the total mass (or light-mass) of

the galaxy.

Table 2.

Total Mass and Light-Mass Values for the F814W Filter and Percent of Mass Contained in Inner 5 Radii

Galaxy | Total Msrcrsiawpv | Omsrcrsiaw,sv | %0 Msrersuuwgy | Total Msicrsawgy | % Msicrsiaw,s-v
(Mg) (Mg) inner 5 annuli (Mg) inner 5 annuli
J0905 4.23x101 0.29 x10%1 32% 2.44 x101 55%
J0826 9.38 x10'! 1.38 x10 11% 2.35 x101! 43%
J1107 8.23 x101! 1.33 x101 5% 1.91 x101 22%

Noting that we ran our analysis for a total of 40 aperture shells, it is equivalent to say the
mass or light-mass contained within the first five shells is contained within 12.5% of the analyzed
radius of the galaxy, or approximately the inner 1.5kpc as mentioned above. Clearly, the
concentration of light is much greater than the concentration of mass in the inner region of each
galaxy. We also noted that the values for Msrc rs14w,8-v Were much greater on average than those
of Msicrsiaw,s-v. This may be attributed to the differences in our calculation methods for the two
values.

Looking at Figure 8, it seemed apparent that there was a peak at one certain radius for the
mass and another peak at a different radius for the light-mass. Was it possible that this was an
indication of two centers of mass, one with a high concentration of light and the other with a
relatively higher concentration of mass? Might this be evidence of a merger between two galaxies,
a phenomenon that could provide an explanation for the observed high-velocity outflows? When
searching for an explanation, we stumbled across another refinement that we could make to narrow
down our results. The mass-related data analyzed thus far had not accounted for the area of the
annulus in which a certain amount of mass was contained. We took this as our next task as we

took one step deeper into our galactic exploration.
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3.6. Surface Mass Density

Continuing with the decision to cut our data sets down to only the flux information from
the F814W filter, we drew up a process to produce plots that would more directly compare the
values of Msrc rs1aw,s-v With the values of Msicrsiaw,g-v. This time, we calculated the individual
annular masses using an average of the mass values from each a, b value set. These best values

are plotted below.
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Figure 9. Top: Mass (dark green) and light-mass (light green) as a function of radius in kpc, essentially
an overlay of the green trend lines in the top and bottom frames of Figure 8, only different by the radius
unit of measure. There are two clear peaks, one for the ‘light-mass’ at the inner region and one at a more
outer radius for the mass. Bottom: Again a comparison of mass and light-mass as a function of radius in
kpc. This frame depicts mass surface density, dividing the mass in any given annulus by the area in
square kpc. Though it is still apparent that the mass is more extended than the light, there are no longer
two distinct peaks, indicating the concentration of both light and mass is largely in the center region of
the galaxy. Generated by jr_overlays_J1107.py.°

It is apparent from Figure 9 that the process of dividing the mass in an annular region by the area

in that region to calculate the mass surface density, Y. max, of the annulus in question provides us

6 https://github.com/aleksds/bates_galaxies_lab/blob/master/jr_overlays_J1107.py
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with a quite different visualization of the mass distribution throughout the galaxy. From first
glance, we may write the bottom frame of Figure 9 off as displaying the same trend for
Msrc Fs1aw,8-v and Msic,rs1aw,s-v. However, it is notable that the mass (dark green) and the light-
mass (light green) do trend slightly differently as radius increases. The overlay plots, such as
Figure 9 presents, for galaxies J1107 and J0826 are very similar, while the plots for galaxy J0905
is worth discussing.

Figure 10, below, displays the same information as Figure 9, but for galaxy J0905. It is
clear that the mass and light-mass trend more similarly together for JO905 in the bottom frame of
Figure 10 than they do for J1107 in the bottom frame of Figure 9. For this galaxy, which indeed
was estimated by Diamond-Stanic et al. (2012) to be the most compact of the sample, we can see

that the light and the mass are both very highly concentrated in the central regions of the galaxy.
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Figure 10. Top: Mass (dark green) and light-mass (light green) as a function of radius in kpc. Bottom:
A comparison of surface mass density and surface light-mass density as a function of radius in kpc.
Compared to the bottom frame of Figure 9, the mass is much less extended. Galaxy J0905 appears to
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have a higher mass concentration comparatively to the other galaxies in the sample, indicating it is the
most compact. Generated by jr_overlays _J0905.py.” See Appendix A7 for similar plots for galaxy J0826.

The compactness of a given galaxy is a launching point for further investigation into the ongoing
processes in the galaxy. Though the information we have gathered from our data processing
procedures is far from complete, it has provided us with an initial insight into the layout of mass
and light distribution in our three-galaxy sample. Additionally, it provides us with a path forward,

bringing us closer to completing our galactic spelunking conquest.

4. Discussion

It is important to mention that our research up to this point is exploratory. Though we have
made some useful determinations about the galaxies, what we have done is only the beginning.
We have effectively begun to map out different regions in these galaxies in a few different ways
in attempt to gain insight into the galactic phenomena that are literally and metaphorically out of
this world. Though we have begun to tie some loose ends together, there is still much speculation
that is left up to future work to resolve. That being said, we will further dissect the results we have

gotten to the best of our current ability.

4.1. Implications of an Extended Mass Distribution

The comparative compactness of the light and the mass in each galaxy of our sample is
highlighted by Table 2. Here we can see the high compactness of the mass estimated from a
spatially-integrated color, and the lower compactness of the mass estimated from spatially-

resolved colors, especially for galaxies J0826 and J1107. That said, the two mass estimates are

7 https://github.com/aleksds/bates_galaxies_lab/blob/master/jr_overlays_J0905.py
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quite similar for the galaxy J0905, which is the most compact galaxy in the sample. These results
remain consistent with Figures 9 and 10. It was initially believed that the mass of these galaxies
was just as concentrated as the light and concentrated within the inner regions of the galaxies.
However, it has become apparent that it is possible that the mass in these galaxies is more extended
than originally believed.

There are a few possible implications for the galaxies in the sample having their stellar
mass more evenly distributed. In regards to the high-velocity outflows coming from the galaxies
in the sample, there is a simple comparison that can be done between the outflowing velocity and
the escape velocity of a given region of a galaxy. Escape velocity, of course, refers to the minimum
velocity with which an object (or in this case a collection of particles composing an ‘object”) may
escape the gravitational pull of a massive body. If the outflowing velocity is comparable to the
escape velocity, this indicates an extremely compact galaxy with a very large escape velocity.
However, since the stellar mass is actually more extended than the light, this indicates that the
outflow launching mechanism may significantly exceed the escape velocity, indicating that these
galaxies may have central stellar densities that are comparable to the centers of massive galaxies
in the local universe.

It is also true that in order to produce an outflow of the magnitude produced by the galaxies
in this sample, there must be a mechanism capable of overcoming the escape velocity. We
hypothesized that perhaps the large-scale outflows are streams of cold gas being pumped out of
the galaxy by some mechanism, and that the same mechanism may be preventing hot gas from
cooling inside the galaxy. Since stars form from pockets of cold, dense gas, this may provide a
link to the regulation of star formation and the consistent 1000:1 bulge mass to black hole mass

ratio.
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4.2. Outflow Mechanism

It still remains unknown precisely what this mechanism is that is driving the outflows and
quenching star formation. Though we may not have answers for this question yet (and I’ll say
‘yet’ optimistically), we do have some information that might point us in the right direction. Figure
7, displaying comparative magnitudes in the U-V and V-J colors for respective annuli, gives us an
informative look into the arrangement of the regions in the galaxy. We gained insight, as
previously discussed, about the regions likely containing dust-obscured star forming stellar
populations and old, redder, quiescent regions. Perhaps we might combine this information with
the information we have regarding mass distribution throughout the galaxy. For example, if in a
given region, we have a stellar population that is overwhelmingly quiescent, we might make the
assumption that at some point the star formation in this region was shut down. If we are to follow
our logic back to believing that the outflow launch mechanism might be tied to the mechanism
quenching star formation, it may be insightful to assume that this mechanism acted upon the region
of quiescent stars at some point in time. With the data regarding the stellar mass in that region,
perhaps we could begin to bridge this gap between the outflow velocities, stellar feedback, and
star formation rate. By no means do we claim this to be bullet-proof logic, but rather useful insight

into where to point our flashlights next as we continue to shed light on this cosmic mystery.

4.3. Overcoming Obstacles
There have been a few obstacles and unexpected results in our journey thus far. When
initially creating Figure 5, our centroid values for each galaxy were inaccurate. This resulted with

a peak in flux and subflux at a radius farther from the center of the galaxy than expected. When
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attaining these unexpected results, we took a closer look at our centroid values and adjusted them
to be more accurate. Though the plots and data we generated were done with the most accurate
centroid values that we have thus far, noticing the vast difference in data when changing the
centroid value, it leaves the door open for further small tweaks to these values. Running a Python
script in the future that would locate and verify the precise location of the centroid for each galaxy
may help eliminate unnecessary inaccuracies in our data and plots.

When looking at Figure 8, we realized that we needed to redefine our axes to more
accurately depict the concentration of stellar populations in different regions of the galaxy. Ina
similar fashion, when looking at the process by which we divided up the regions of each galaxy in
which we did our analysis, it is clear that some rework may be done to more accurately show the
distribution of stellar populations across the galaxy. Though the galaxies we are studying are
roughly circular in profile, a closer look at the images shows us this is not precisely the case. For
example, Figure 11 depicts galaxy J1107 in the F160W filter. It is apparent that the galaxy is
emitting some light in regions that are not necessarily accurately represented by the generalized

circular annulus approach.
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Figure 11. HST pipeline image of galaxy J1107 in the F160W filter. The asymmetrical galactic profile
is evident, providing motivation for future analysis to include customized apertures and non-circular
annuli for analysis of mass distribution.

Taking a close look at Figure 11 reveals a level of asymmetry in the galaxy’s profile, specifically
in the lower left region and upper right region. The region at the upper right of the galaxy shows
some sort of extended galactic tail, possibly pointing to evidence of a recent merger. If the annuli
were not drawn to be circular and centered at the galaxy’s centroid, perhaps they could more
closely follow the profile of each individual galaxy. In the case of using circular apertures to
calculate the subflux, and more importantly the mass surface density, we are considering the entire
area of that annulus, regardless of whether or not it contains a continuous distribution of mass.
This may be skewing the analysis process by assuming the galaxy’s profile is circular. Inaddition
to creating custom apertures for each galaxy and more specifically each region of each galaxy, we
could create a pixel-by-pixel map for the flux in the galaxy. This method would eliminate any

assumption and estimation of the galactic profile and might give a more accurate two-dimensional
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map of the mass distribution. There are a few more interesting pieces of insight we might gain
from Figure 11 in terms of future directions.

Noting that Figure 11 is an image taken with the F160W filter, there are a few details
regarding the spread of the light in the image. The images of the galaxies in our sample taken with
the F160W filter are convolved with a longer wavelength point spread function. This essentially
skews the light information contained in each pixel such that the light from bright regions of the
galaxy is not fully contained within the pixels encapsulating that region. Some of the light ‘spills
over’ into pixels of over regions, giving these pixels a higher data value than they should have
inherently. This might provide an initial explanation for the behavior of the data from the F160W
filter being vastly different than that of the other two filters, as seen in Figure 8. There are several
procedures that can be done to the images from this filter to measure the intrinsic size and light
profile to de-convolve these images. This may aid in smoothing out our data sets.

In general, the colors in our galaxy are rather extreme compared to typical galaxies in the
local universe. Though our procedure for creating stellar population models to come up with our
mass-to-light ratios was effective in making an initial estimation for the mass distribution of each
galaxy, this procedure provided nothing more than just that: an estimation. Creating customized
stellar population models to more accurately assess the mass-to-light ratios for our galaxies in
particular, in place of using a model based on colors similar to those found in our galaxy, would
help provide a higher-resolution understanding of the regions of our galaxy.

When discussing the colors in our galaxy used to create our primitive stellar population
models giving us the MLRs used in our analysis, it is worth noting another possible source of
inherent error. Our method of calculating the U-V color was to treat it as if it were a B-V color so

that we would be able to use the mass-to-light ratio estimation procedures from Bell & de Jong
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(2001). Due to the fact that U-V colors are typically redder than B-V colors, this method of
estimating our mass-to-light ratios tended to overestimate the mass calculations. We can see these
overestimations in Table 2 with regard to the Msrc values in particular. This is another area of
our analysis that would benefit from more accurate and specified stellar population models that

more closely fit our galaxy sample.

4.4. Before We Part

We must keep in mind the importance of being able to accurately map out the regions of
the galaxy. While the over-arching goal of this research is to shine some light on the correlations
between outflow velocity, star formation, black hole activity, and galactic mass, it is our belief that
this goal requires from studying in detail the regions of each galaxy. We believe that gathering
information regarding the mass in each region, the light in each region, and the general functions
of each region will point us toward better understanding the origin of the galactic winds, based on
our understanding of the escape velocity. It is our full intention to continue this work with the
hopes of better understanding these connections. We aim to point our focus at reducing the impact
that the obstacles discussed above may have on our analysis. Perhaps more importantly, we aim
to push farther into understanding the implications of the results that we have already attained. We
strive to explain the phenomena we have observed in the vastness of the final frontier, marveling
at its magnitude and mystery as have generations of star-gazers before us. But just like with any
journey, in physics or otherwise, you never seem to end up at the destination you expected by
taking a direct and well-travelled path. Perhaps there is no clear-cut answer to life, the universe,

and everything, but that shouldn’t keep us from searching. Sometimes you have to hold out your
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hands and feel around in the dark for the light switch before you can see any of the obvious things

in the room surrounding you.
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Al The a and b values for calculation of Msrc and Msic values.

Appendix A

The first column refers to the filter used in the luminosity calculation. For each of the filters there

are seven coefficients. See the Methods section for the use of these coefficients. The second

column refers to the only color used in this paper, the B-V color.

This was taken to be an

approximate replacement for our U-V color, as the rest frame wavelengths of U and B are similar.

Table Al. The a and b Coefficients for the Calculation of Mass-to-Light Ratios for the Three Filters, to

Calculate Mass and Light-Mass Values

Filter (Luminosity) Color a b
FA75W B-V -1.019 1.937
-1.113 2.065
-1.026 1.954
-0.990 1.883
-1.110 2.018
-0.994 1.804
-0.888 1.758
Filter (Luminosity) Color a b
F814W B-V -0.759 1.537
-0.852 1.665
-0.766 1.554
-0.730 1.483
-0.850 1.618
-0.734 1.404
-0.628 1.358
Filter (Luminosity) Color a b
F160W B-V -0.540 0.767
-0.658 0.907
-0.527 0.741
-0.514 0.704
-0.659 0.878
-0.621 0.794
-0.550 0.801
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A2 Plots of flux vs. aperture radius

Reproduced below are the plots of flux vs. aperture radius for galaxies J0826 and J1107, depicting
similar motivation for cutoff radius to be preliminarily set at 40 pixels. These plots are similar to

those in Figure 4.
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Figure A2. Left: Image stamp and flux vs. aperture radius plots for JO826 in each filter. Right: Image
stamp and flux vs. aperture radius plots for J1107in each filter. Both generated by jr_aper_phot.py.

A3 Plots of flux and subflux as a function of aperture radius or wavelength
Reproduced below are the plots of flux vs. aperture radius, subflux vs. aperture radius, and subflux

vs. wavelength, for galaxies J0826 and J1107 as in Figure 6 for J0905. These plots display similar

trends as discussed for Figure 5.

! https://github.com/aleksds/bates_galaxies_lab/blob/master/jr_aper_phot.py
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Figure A3. Left (top to bottom): plots for subflux vs. wavelength, subflux vs. aperture radius, and flux
vs aperture radius for galaxy J0826. Right (top to bottom): plots for subflux vs. wavelength, subflux vs.
aperture radius, and flux vs aperture radius for galaxy J1107. Both generated by jr_flux_plots.py.2

A4 Plots of flux/area vs. wavelength
The plots depicting the trends of the subtractive flux as a function of wavelength for galaxies J0826
and J1107 are reproduced below. Similar to Figure 6, these plots demonstrate a consistent flow

from bluer to redder colors as radius increases.
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Figure A4. Left: Subtractive flux vs. wavelength for galaxy J0826.
wavelength for galaxy J1107. Both generated by jr_phot_sed.py.3

Right: Subtractive flux vs.

2 https://github.com/aleksds/bates_galaxies_lab/blob/master/jr_flux_plots.py
3 https://github.com/aleksds/bates_galaxies_lab/blob/master/jr_phot_sed.py

45



A5 Comparative color plots

Figure 7 depicts the comparison between U-V and V-J colors for galaxy J0826, showing a few
different regions in the galaxy. It suggests there may be a region of blue star forming stellar
populations near the center of the galaxy obscured by dust and a region of stellar population
dominated by quiescent redder stars. Figure A5 depicts similar findings for galaxies JO905 and

J1107.
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Figure AS5. Left: U-V color vs. V-J color for galaxy J0905. Right: U-V color vs. V-J color for galaxy
J1107. Both generated by jr_color_color.py.*

A6 Mass and light-mass vs. radius
Below are the plots for mass vs. radius and light-mass vs. radius. The plots for galaxy J0826 shows
similar trends as Figure 8 shows for galaxy J1107. The plots for galaxy J0905 display slightly

different trends, as this galaxy is shown to be more compact, as displayed with Table 2.

4 https://github.com/aleksds/bates_galaxies_lab/blob/master/jr_color_color.py
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Figure A6. Left (top to bottom): Plots of mass vs. radius and light-mass vs. radius for galaxy J0826.
Right: Plots of mass vs. radius and light-mass vs. radius for galaxy J0905. The mass is more compact in
this galaxy, contributing to peak in mass being closer to the inner-regions. The peak in the light-mass
(bottom plots) for both galaxies is mostly contained in the inner-regions, indicating the mass may be
more extended than the light. Generated by jr_compilation_J0826.py® and jr_compilation_J0905.py,°
respectively.

AT Overlay plots of mass vs. radius and mass density vs. radius for mass and light-mass

Figures 9 and 10 depict differences between the mass distributions for galaxies J1107 and J0905,
respectively, showing that though the mass appears greatly more extended in galaxy J1107, when
analyzing mass density vs. radius, the mass and light-mass trend more closely. This could indicate
that the mass is more extended than the light, though still falling off exponentially as radius

increases. Figure A7 displays these plots for galaxy J0826, which is very similar to Figure 9.

8 https://github.com/aleksds/bates_galaxies_lab/blob/master/jr_compilation_J0826.py
9 https://github.com/aleksds/bates_galaxies_lab/blob/master/jr_compilation_J0905.py
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Figure A7. Top: Overlay of mass vs. radius and light-mass vs. radius for galaxy J0826. Bottom: Overlay
of mass density vs. radius and light-mass density vs. radius for galaxy J0826. Generated by
jr_overlays_J0826.py.*°

10 https://github.com/aleksds/bates_galaxies_lab/blob/master/jr_overlays_J0826.py

48



