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ABSTRACT

Using ‘spatially’ resolved spectroscopy, we investigated the characteristics and different modes of

formation of stars in elliptical galaxies. We identified an unusual population of 59 star-forming elliptical
(SF-E) galaxies in SDSS-MaNGA, our primary sample. To identify these rare star-forming ellipticals,
we combined GSWLC-A2 containing outputs of stellar population synthesis models with morphological
results from the deep-learning catalogue and resolved and integrated properties from the MaNGA
Pipe3D value-added catalogue. We have also constructed two control samples of star-forming spirals
(SF-Sps; 2419 galaxies) and quenched ellipticals (Q-Es; 684 galaxies) to compare with our primary
sample of SF-Es. Ha emission line flux of SF-Es is similar to spiral galaxies. The D4000 spectral index
indicates that SF-Es have a mixture of old and young stellar populations. Mass-weighted stellar age and
metallicity for the SF-Es are lower than the Q-Es. 67% of stellar and gas velocity maps of the primary
sample show signs of kinematic disturbance. All of these indicate that SF-Es have acquired metal-poor
gas through recent mergers or interactions with other galaxies and are forming a new generation of
stars. Further, we subdivide our primary sample of SF-Es into four classes based on their B/T and A..
These four classes have their distinct evolutionary history and modes of formation. Based on these
results, we suggest that the Hubble diagram does not accurately capture galaxy evolution processes,
and we need a revised morphology diagram like the comb morphology diagram to get a complete
picture of the galaxy evolution processes.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Galaxies are gravitationally bound systems of stars,
interstellar gas, dust and dark matter. Galaxies are
characterised by several global properties: luminosity,
stellar mass (M..), morphology, size, star-formation rate
(SFR), molecular/atomic/ionised gas content, environ-
mental density, bulge to total luminosity ratio (B/T),
etc. These properties, when measured quantitatively,
constitute a multidimensional parameter space. The
distribution of galaxies in this space is not random, as
many of these parameters are correlated with each other
and manifest as scaling relations. Some of the well-
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known scaling relations are the colour-magnitude rela-
tion (Sandage & Visvanathan 1978), the Tully-Fisher
relation (Tully & Fisher 1977), the Fundamental Plane
(Djorgovski & Davis 1987; Dressler et al. 1987) and the
size-magnitude relation (Romanishin 1986). By study-
ing these correlations while paying particular attention
to galaxies that are outliers from the overall trend, we
can gain insight into the galaxy formation and evolution
processes responsible for these correlations.

With large-area galaxy surveys, like the Sloan Digital
Sky Survey (SDSS; York et al. 2000)), researchers found
that in the nearby Universe, there is a bimodal distribu-
tion of galaxies on the colour-magnitude diagram (Strat-
eva et al. 2001; Kauffmann et al. 2003; Baldry et al. 2004,
2006). There are the ‘blue cloud’ galaxies with active
star formation and the ‘red sequence’ galaxies, which
evolve passively, with little or no current star forma-
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tion. The galaxies in the region between these two pop-
ulations are termed the ‘green valley’ galaxies (Wyder
et al. 2007). Green valley galaxies are believed to be un-
dergoing quenching of star formation (Salim et al. 2007)
and are in the transition zone between the blue cloud
and the red sequence (Wyder et al. 2007; Schiminovich
et al. 2007; Mendez et al. 2011). Based on visual mor-
phologies, galaxies are broadly classified as spirals (Sps),
lenticulars (S0s), ellipticals (Es) and irregulars (Hubble
1926a). Many physical parameters discussed above cor-
relate strongly with galaxy morphology, e.g. the SFR,
which is high for Sps and low for Es (Kennicutt 1998).

Further, the star-forming main sequence (SFMS)
refers to the tight relationship observed between the
M., and SFR of star-forming galaxies. This SFMS is
observed in the local (Brinchmann et al. 2004; Salim
et al. 2007) as well as the high redshift Universe up
to z ~ 5 (Daddi et al. 2007; Elbaz et al. 2007; San-
tini et al. 2017). Galaxies can deviate from the SFMS
due to various physical processes, leading to the quench-
ing of star formation. The exact physical processes be-
hind the quenching of galaxies are unknown and often
debated in the literature. Researchers invoke various
mechanisms to explain quenching in star-forming galax-
ies, and morphological quenching is one of the strong
candidate mechanisms (Martig et al. 2009). Late-type
galaxies (LTGs: Sps) belong to the blue sequence and
are highly star-forming. On the contrary, early-type
galaxies (ETGs: Es and SOs) are red and quenched.
ETGs are massive, reside in dense environments, have
low gas content, often harbour strong AGNs (Active
Galactic Nuclei) and have a merger-rich evolutionary
history. All of these characteristics could contribute to
star formation quenching in these galaxies.

Early-type galaxies are usually passive and red. How-
ever, a number of studies have recently uncovered an
actively star-forming population of early-type galaxies.
Schawinski et al. (2009) reported 204 blue early-type
galaxies having SFR between 0.5 to 50 Mgyr~! in SDSS
Data Release 6 (DR6) at 0.02 < z < 0.05. For visual
morphology, they used the Galaxy Zoo catalogue and
u — 1 colours as a proxy for the SFR. They also found
that blue early-type galaxies reside in lower-density re-
gions than early-type red galaxies, constituting nearly
5% of the early-type population in the nearby universe.
Although this particular class of galaxy is scarce, their
presence raises pointed questions about our understand-
ing of early-type galaxies.

There have been a number of efforts in the literature to
try to understand the origin and characteristics of star-
forming ETGs. George & Zingade (2015); George (2017)
studied a sample of 55 star-forming early-type galaxies

and argued that recent minor mergers or interactions
with gas-rich nearby galaxies could be responsible for
the star formation in these galaxies. Once the acquired
gas is depleted, these galaxies will evolve as standard
passive ellipticals. In another study using NUV — r
colour (NUV —r < 5.0 as the selection criterion for star-
forming galaxies), Jeong et al. (2021) identified recent
star formation in the early-type galaxies and found that
7.7% of the sample galaxies have recent star formation.
Investigation of the metal abundance in these galaxies
shows that early-type galaxies with recent star forma-
tion are younger and more metal-poor than quiescent
early-type galaxies. This suggests that these galaxies
acquired metal-poor gas due to recent mergers or inter-
actions with other galaxies.

Kaviraj et al. (2009) compared synthetic photometry
from numerical simulations of minor mergers with UV
colours from nearby (0.05 < z < 0.06) early-type galax-
ies. The simulations were performed with merger pro-
genitors with reasonable assumptions about ages, dust
properties, and metallicities. The study indicated that
minor mergers are a potent mechanism behind the large
UV scatter and low-level star formation in early-type
galaxies.

There are also a few studies on star-forming SOs try-
ing to understand the different formation mechanisms
of these galaxies. In the SDSS-MaNGA (Sloan Digi-
tal Sky Survey - Mapping Nearby Galaxies at Apache
Point Observatory; Bundy et al. 2015; Blanton et al.
2017), Rathore et al. (2022) identified a sample of 120
star-forming SOs (SF-S0s). They found that the popu-
lation of SF-S0s is abundant at lower stellar masses but
sharply decreases above 10'Y Mg. SFR surface density
and specific star formation rate (sSFR) radial profiles
show that the star formation in SF-SOs is comparable
to the star-forming spirals (SF-Sps) but centrally dom-
inated and decreases with the distance from the centre.
By visually inspecting the stellar and gas velocity maps,
they found that more than 50% SF-S0s are kinematically
unsettled, possibly indicating signs of disturbance due
to recent mergers rejuvenating the star formation. An-
other study by Xu et al. (2021) tried to understand the
environmental dependence of the formation mechanism
of SF-S0s. They argued that the SF-S0s in the groups
are possibly the successors of fading spirals. However,
in the field, SOs could have ignited their star formation
through minor mergers providing metal-poor gas.

From the above discussion, it is clear that any sam-
ple of star-forming ETGs may not be a homogeneous
class of objects. Different formation mechanisms could
be responsible, and their relative abundance and global
properties depend strongly on several parameters like



stellar mass and environment. In this work, we study a
rare class of starforming ellipticals (SF-Es) in the nearby
universe (z < 0.1) using the SDSS-MaNGA Integral
Field Spectroscopy (IFS) survey. Being an IFS survey,
MaNGA provides spatially resolved spectroscopy across
the two-dimensional image of the galaxies. This enables
us to study different properties of the galaxies as well as
their stellar population on spatially resolved scales. For
a deeper understanding, we also compare the similari-
ties and differences between star-forming ellipticals and
two control samples of star-forming spirals and typical
quenched ellipticals. This comparison could shed light
on the different modes of formation of star-forming el-
lipticals.

This paper is organized as follows: We describe the
sample selection in Section 2 along with the MaNGA
survey, the different catalogues used, the selection cri-
teria, and some of the global properties of our three
samples. In Section 3, we present our main results. The
results of the whole work and the different formation
scenarios of the SF-Es are discussed in Section 4. We
summarize the study and list the main conclusions in
Section 5. Throughout, we use the ACDM cosmology
with parameters Hy = 67.8 km s~ Mpc™t, Qx = 0.69
and Q,, = 0.31 (Planck13 cosmology; Planck Collabo-
ration et al. 2014).

2. SAMPLE SELECTION AND
CHARACTERISATION

This section describes the sample selection criteria for
the primary sample and the two control samples. We de-
scribe briefly the MaNGA survey, the Pipe3D pipeline,
and all the catalogues we use in this study. We also
briefly discuss each sample and some of its global prop-
erties.

2.1. The data and sample selection criteria
2.1.1. The SDSS-MaNGA galazy survey

The MaNGA survey is an SDSS-IV project (Blanton
et al. 2017) that has observed over 10,000 galaxies from
2014 to 2020 (Bundy et al. 2015; Drory et al. 2015; Ab-
durro’uf et al. 2022). It uses the SDSS 2.5 m telescope at
APO (Apache Point Observatory; Gunn et al. 2006) and
the BOSS (Baryon Oscillation Sky Survey; Smee et al.
2013) spectrographs with continuous wavelength cover-
age from 3600-10300 A. This is an IFS survey with fi-
bres bundled into a distribution of several Integral Field
Units (IFUs) of different sizes, which are tightly packed
hexagonal arrays of fibres that deliver spatially resolved
spectroscopy of each galaxy. The MaNGA survey has
complicated selection criteria driven by scientific reasons
to enhance the utility of the sample galaxies. The total
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MaNGA sample consists of three main subsamples. The
first one is the Primary sample, which has a flat distri-
bution in K-corrected i-band absolute magnitude (M;)
with coverage to 1.5 R, (r-band effective radius along
the major axis). The Secondary sample also has a flat
distribution in M; but is covered by the IFUs to 2.5 R,.
Finally, a sample of galaxies were selected to add galax-
ies in the underrepresented regions of NUV — i versus
M; colour-magnitude plane in the primary sample called
the Colour-Enhanced sample with coverage to 1.5 R..
The Primary and the Colour-Enhanced sample together
form the Primary+ sample, which is 2/3 of the whole
sample, and the remaining 1/3 is the Secondary sam-
ple. Since the survey is designed to have a flat number
density in M; (proxy of the stellar mass) and flattened
in colour for the Colour-Enhanced sample, it has strong
selection biases. It also has technical biases because of
the different IFU sizes and constraints on their alloca-
tions. These biases affect the statistical analysis of any
population of galaxies. To carry out statistical analysis,
it becomes essential to use the volume weight provided
for each galaxy (Wake et al. 2017). These weights can be
used for correcting back to a volume-limited sample to
remove these biases. In this paper, whenever computing
any statistical quantity like mean or median for a sam-
ple of galaxies, we have used these volume correction
factors and referred to the quantity as weighted mean
or weighted median. All the histograms shown are also
weighted using these weights.

2.1.2. Pipe3D pipeline

All MaNGA galaxies were reduced by Pipe3D
(Sanchez et al. 2016a), a fitting pipeline to analyse IFS
data (Sénchez et al. 2018). Apart from MaNGA, Pipe3D
was also used to process the data from other large IFS
surveys such as the Sydney-AAO Multi-object Integral-
field spectrograph (SAMI) and Calar Alto Legacy In-
tegral Field Area (CALIFA) surveys (Sénchez et al.
2016a,b, 2012; Croom et al. 2021; Allen et al. 2015).
Also, multiple previous works with the MaNGA survey
have used Pipe3D outputs. In this subsection, we will
briefly discuss Pipe3D and its outputs; a complete de-
scription of the software, MaNGA data reduction, and
outputs can be found in Sanchez et al. (2016a,b, 2018).
To increase the S/N of the stellar continuum, a binning
of the spatial pixels (spaxels) is performed, called the
Voronoi tessellation (Cappellari & Copin 2003). This
technique aims to get a uniform S/N per bin by per-
forming adaptive spatial binning of the IFS observa-
tions. This is an important requirement for the proper
analysis of IFS data. At the beginning, Pipe3D analy-
ses the stellar population and the strong emission lines,
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then separately analyses the weak emission lines. Each
bin is fitted with a template of simple stellar popula-
tions (SSPs) for the stellar population analysis, given
the dust attenuation and kinematics. The fitted contin-
uum is subtracted from the full spectrum to get a data
cube with only emission lines. Gaussian profiles are used
to fit the strong emission lines, and these model emis-
sion line profiles are subtracted from the original spec-
trum to remove the effect of the strong emission lines. A
stellar library is used to fit these strong emission-lines-
free spectra to determine several properties of the stellar
population, like metallicity, age, and star formation his-
tory. The error estimates of all these properties are also
obtained. The weak spectral line features are then anal-
ysed, and parameters are estimated without fitting the
Gaussian profile. After the separate analysis of emission
lines and stellar continuum is complete, their proper-
ties are recovered for each spaxel. The MaNGA Pipe3D
value-added catalogue has spatially resolved and inte-
grated properties of galaxies for DR17. We have used
some of the integrated properties of the galaxies like
ARe, effective radius, mass-weighted age and metallicity,
flux intensity of Ha line at 1 R., D4000 stellar index at
1 R., and inclination (extracted from the NASA Sloan
Atlas') We have also used the resolved maps of Ha gas
velocity, stellar velocity, Ha emission line Gaussian flux,
and spectral index D4000 in this work. For the visual-
isation of these 2D maps, we used MaNGA-MARVIN 2
(Cherinka et al. 2019). The resolved maps are provided
as 3D data cubes where two axes represent the spaxels
and the third axis represents these parameters.

2.1.3. SFR and stellar mass

We use the GALEX-SDSS-WISE LEGACY CATA-
LOG (GSWLC-A2; Salim et al. 2016, 2018), hereafter
the Salim catalogue, for obtaining stellar mass, SFR and
redshift. The Salim catalogue uses the stellar popula-
tion synthesis technique to model the spectral energy
distribution (SED) using ultraviolet, optical, and in-
frared bands to obtain parameters such as stellar mass
and SFR for each galaxy. Input data are taken from
the SDSS, Galaxy Evolution Explorer (GALEX) and
Wide-Field Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE) all-sky
surveys. Several previous studies on star-forming early-
type galaxies (e.g. Schawinski et al. 2009; Kaviraj et al.
2009; George & Zingade 2015) have used optical or UV
colours as the proxy for star formation activity. Salim
(2014) has shown that NUV — r colour is good at indi-
cating ongoing star formation in galaxies. Nevertheless,
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these colour-based identifications of star-forming galax-
ies do not properly consider the effect of dust attenua-
tion, which varies with the SFR and M, of a galaxy (e.g.
Salim & Narayanan 2020) and can lead to the wrong
identification of a dusty star-forming galaxy as a pas-
sive, red galaxy (e.g. Cortese 2012). Determining SFR
by modelling the SED is more robust than colour-based
techniques to identify star-forming galaxies. The Salim
catalogue allows us to select starforming or quenched
galaxies using simple criteria based on the specific star
formation rates (sSFR; the ratio of SFR and M,) of
galaxies determined from stellar population synthesis
modelling. To select star-forming galaxies, we use

sSFR(log(yr—')) > —10.8 (1)

and
sSFR(log(yr')) < —11.8 (2)

for quenched galaxies following Salim (2014). Objects
having sSFR(log(yr~!)) in between —10.8 and —11.8
are called green valley galaxies, which are in transition
between the star-forming main sequence and quenched
sequence (see, e.g. Bait et al. 2017).

2.1.4. Environmental density and the B/T luminosity ratio

We use the local surface density of galaxies as given
in Baldry et al. (2006) to measure the environmental
density. The density is defined as Xy = N/wd%,, where
dpn is the Nth nearest neighbour distance, and N is the
number of galaxies inside the area md%;. This is calcu-
lated within the redshift range of £Azc = 1000 km/s
for galaxies where the spectroscopic redshift is known,
or the photometric redshift is known within the 95%
confidence limit. The average Xy for the fourth and
fifth nearest neighbour is the final environmental den-
sity following Baldry et al. (2006).

We take the bulge-to-total B/T luminosity ratio from
the MaNGA PyMorph (Vikram et al. 2010) DR17 pho-
tometric catalogue, which provides photometric param-
eters of a galaxy from Sérsic and Sérsic+Exponential fits
(Fischer et al. 2019; Dominguez Sénchez et al. 2022). It
is obtained by fitting the 2D surface brightness profiles
of the SDSS-MaNGA DRI17 final galaxy sample with a
Sérsic+Exponential profile.

2.1.5. Morphology

For the morphological classification, we use the
MaNGA morphology deep learning DR17 catalogue
(hereafter, DL17; Fischer et al. 2019; Dominguez
Sénchez et al. 2018; Dominguez Sénchez et al. 2021).
This is a deep learning model-based classification of the
final SDSS-MaNGA galaxy sample. The conventional
neural network algorithm is trained on two catalogues:
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Nair & Abraham (2010), which is a visual morphology
classification of the SDSS DR7 (Abazajian et al. 2009)
images and Galaxy Zoo 2 (Willett et al. 2013). It claims
an accuracy greater than 90% on the deep learning clas-
sification. Based on the T-Type, this catalogue sepa-
rates the late and early-type galaxies better than the
Galaxy Zoo MaNGA catalogue. It also gives finer sep-
aration between pure ellipticals and S0s. All the deep
learning-based classifications were eye-balled for addi-
tional reliability, and the catalogue provides a visual
classification (VC) number and its reliability flag (VF).
Here, we only choose galaxies with certain visual classi-
fication (VF = 0). For a clean separation of the galax-
ies in different morphology classes, Dominguez Sanchez
et al. (2021) recommend:

e For LTGs: T-Type > 0 AND P_.LTG > 0.5 AND
VC =3

e For SO0s: T-Type < 0 AND P_.SO > 0.5 AND
P_LTG < 0.5 AND VC =2

e For Es: T-Type < 0AND P_S0 < 0.5 AND P_LTG
<05 AND VC =1

P_LTG is the probability of a galaxy being LTG rather
than ETG, and P_S0 is the probability of a galaxy be-
ing SO rather than a pure elliptical. We follow this pre-
scription to assign a morphology to the galaxies in our
sample.

2.2. Sample selection

For our analysis, we cross-matched all the cata-
logues for the mentioned quantities and used appro-
priate flags mentioned in the catalogues to select only
galaxies not flagged in any catalogue. For GSWLC,
we used the SED fitting flag (flag_sed = 0) and re-
duced goodness-of-fit value for the SED fitting (x2 >
5); for DL17 we used the Visual classification flag
(Visual_Flag = 0) and for PyMorph we used Sérsic fit
flag (FLAG_.FAILED_S = 0) and Sérsic+Exponential
fit flag (FLAG_.FAILED_SE = 0). We also checked
if all the galaxies in the sample have Pipe3D outputs.
As we are interested in nearby galaxies, we put a cut
on the redshift of z < 0.1. All these selection criteria
produce 5076 galaxies. We tested for any gross biases
produced by these selections. The distribution of stellar
mass, sSFR and morphology before and after applying
the criteria are very similar. So, we believe these selec-
tion cuts did not produce any large biases beyond those
already present in the MaNGA selection.

First, we divide our whole sample into three morpho-
logical classes: ellipticals (Es), lenticulars (S0s), and spi-
rals (Sps). We used the criteria discussed in subsection
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2.1.5 to split the whole sample into these three samples.
After this division, we have 1139 Es, 607 SOs, and 3108
Sps. Fig. 1 shows the distribution of the galaxies in
sSFR. We can see that spiral galaxies are in the star-
forming region, and ellipticals are mostly quenched. In
this work, we are interested in elliptical galaxies in the
star-forming region. We can also notice that a significant
fraction of SOs are also star-forming. Like ellipticals, SO
galaxies are also known to be non-star forming and red
(e.g. Martig et al. 2009; Bait et al. 2017; Mishra et al.
2019). So, the study of starforming SOs can also give im-
portant insights into the evolution of early-type galaxies
(e.g., Rathore et al. 2022; Xu et al. 2021).

We then subdivided our sample based on the sSFR
and morphology into three subsamples:

o Star-forming ellipticals (SF-Es; elliptical galaxies
with sSFR(log(yr=1)) > —10.8)

e Star-forming Spirals (SF-Sps; spiral galaxies with
sSFR(log(yr—1)) > —10.8)

e Quenched Ellipticals (Q-Es; ellipticals with
sSFR(log(yr™!)) < —11.8)

The first is our main sample of interest, the primary
sample and the latter two are control samples, which are
used to compare different quantities across these samples
and draw conclusions from them. The choice of these
three samples is motivated by the scientific problem. We
are studying the evolution of star-forming ellipticals and
how they form stars, unlike their regular counterparts.
Also, we aim to investigate if there is any evolutionary
connection present between these samples. Stellar mass
is a fundamental quantity and plays an essential role in
galaxy evolution (Peng et al. 2010). For this reason, we
restrict the stellar mass of the control samples (SF-Sps
and Q-Es) to the same range as that of the primary
sample (SF-Es).

2.2.1. Sample of Star-forming ellipticals (SF-Es)

After the basic selection cuts, we use the DL17 criteria
and Equation 1 to identify elliptical galaxies that are
star-forming. Using these conditions, we obtained 76
star-forming elliptical galaxies.

To identify any morphological misclassification done
by the DL17, we carry out a careful visual inspec-
tion of the SF-Es in the deeper imaging of Dark En-
ergy Spectroscopic Instrument (DESI) Legacy Survey
DR10 (Schlegel et al. 2021) using the Legacy survey Sky
Browser®. For all the SF-Es, Legacy DR10 images were

3 https://www.legacysurvey.org/viewer/
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Figure 1. The normalised counts (area under the weighted histogram is one) of galaxies of different morphological types as a
function of log(sSFR(1/yr)). 3099 spiral galaxies are shown by a blue dash-dot line, a green solid line shows 607 SOs, and by a red
dashed line, 1139 elliptical galaxies are shown. By dotted black lines (sSFR(log(yr™')) = —10.8 and sSFR(log(yr~')) = —11.8),
the border between the quenched, green valley and star-forming regions are also shown. Almost all the Sps are in the star-
forming region. SOs are equally distributed in quenched and green valley regions and decrease in the star-forming region. Es are
mostly quenched, and their population decreases as the sSFR increases but not as rapidly as the population of Sps decreases
with decreasing sSFR. The weighted median value of the log(sSFR(1/yr)) for Sps, SOs, and Es are —10.17, —11.47, and —12.03,
respectively. Furthermore, we can also see that a significant fraction of SOs and Es are star-forming. The Es, which are in the

star-forming region, form our primary sample.

available. We discarded two galaxies showing spiral fea-
tures in DR 10 images (see Appendix B), which likely
represent a failure of the DL 17 classification. We also
looked carefully at edge-on galaxies as their morpho-
logical classification is tricky because it is possible to
misclassify an edge-on spiral galaxy with a large bulge
as an SO galaxy. This happens because spiral features of
spiral galaxies are often invisible at large inclination an-
gles. We did not find any high inclination galaxy in our
sample. If the disks of SOs lack bright stars, they tend to
be smooth, which makes it challenging to separate SOs
from ellipticals, particularly for face-on galaxies. Due to
this effect, the sample could contain some SO galaxies.
Further, we check the Ha emission line maps and the
GALEX data for all the SF-Es. We checked to see if the
sSFR. value was incorrectly computed due to the pres-
ence of a nearby star-forming galaxy. We discarded 14
galaxies without a trace of Ha emission in their emission
maps. These galaxies were also not detected in GALEX.

GALEX detection is a valuable diagnostic because UV
luminosity is a measure of the recent star formation ac-
tivity in the galaxy. We also discarded one galaxy that
does not have Pipe3D output. Finally, we have 59 SF-Es
left in the sample. The redshift and stellar mass ranges
of the 59 SF-Es are respectively 0.01 < z < 0.08 and

8.58 < log 47 < 11.31.

2.2.2. Control Sample Of Star-forming Spirals (SF-Sps)

This is our first control sample of star-forming spi-
rals. After applying the basic selection criteria, we se-
lect spirals based on the DL17 criteria (for LTG) and
use Equation 1 to identify star-forming galaxies. We
have also made an additional cut to match the stellar
mass range of the SF-Sps with that of the SF-Es. These
conditions, taken together, yield 2419 star-forming spi-
ral galaxies. These 2419 galaxies make up our control
sample of SF-Sps. Given the large sample size, we did
not visually inspect these galaxies. Also, it would be



difficult to misclassify any other morphology to spiral.
Considering the claimed accuracy of DL17, there could
be at most 10% contamination in this sample.

2.2.3. Control Sample Of Quenched ellipticals (Q-Es)

To select ellipticals, we use the DL17 criteria as the
primary sample of SF-Es and equation 2 to separate the
quenched ellipticals. Further, we again make a selec-
tion cut to match the stellar mass range of the sample
to be the same as that of the SF-Es. After the basic
selection cuts and filtering according to these metrics,
we have 684 quenched ellipticals. These 684 galaxies
are part of the second control sample of Q-Es. For this
sample, we also did not carry out a visual inspection of
morphology. Considering the accuracy of DL17 and any
other morphological class of galaxies to be truly passive,
like ellipticals, there could be contamination from some
quenched SOs in this control sample.

2.3. Global Properties

Fig. 2 (left panel) shows the stellar mass distribution
for SF-Es, SF-Sps, and Q-Es. The star-forming spirals
generally have lower stellar mass than the quenched el-
lipticals. This is consistent with the fact that, on aver-
age, star-forming LTGs are less massive, and quiescent
ETGs are more massive (Baldry et al. 2004; Conselice
2006; Buitrago et al. 2013; Bait et al. 2017). Surpris-
ingly, the primary sample of SF-Es has a stellar mass
distribution similar to SF-Sps. Also, the weighted me-
dian of the stellar mass for SF-Es and SF-Sps is the
same, 10767 Mg, and that for Q-Es is significantly
higher at 10062 M. The population of SF-Es and
SF-Sps decreases; on the other hand, the population of
Q-Es increases rapidly beyond the stellar mass of 10'°
Mg. Most SF-Es have a stellar mass of less than 10102
Mg, as seen in most previous studies (Huertas-Company
et al. 2010; Kannappan et al. 2009) involving blue or
star-forming ETGs. However, with increasing stellar
mass, the number of SF-Es does not decrease as rapidly
as has been seen with only star-forming SOs (Rathore
et al. 2022). This could be because elliptical galaxies
are generally more massive than SOs. Here, we can see
that the number of lower stellar mass Q-Es is very few.
Quenched galaxies tend to be more massive, particu-
larly ellipticals. However, selection bias against Q-Es at
lower masses could be present due to limitations of stel-
lar population modelling. These less massive quenched
galaxies have very low luminosity, particularly for the
bluer bands, resulting in low flux for a given redshift.
This makes it difficult or impossible to obtain reliable
stellar population estimates for these galaxies from the
SPS modelling using UV-Optical-mid-IR band photom-
etry.
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Fig. 2 (middle panel) shows the environmental density
weighted histogram for SF-Es, SF-Sps, and Q-Es. Here,
the average Yy for the fourth and fifth nearest neigh-
bour is taken as the environmental density. We can see
that the overall distribution of the galaxies with X is sim-
ilar. The number of Q-Es is highest for higher ¥ bins,
and SF-Sps dominate in the lower ¥ bins. This is con-
sistent with quenched ETGs residing in denser regions
(Dressler 1980; Bait et al. 2017). The primary sample of
SF-Es lies between the SF-Sps and Q-Es. The weighted
median values of log¥(Mpc~?) for SF-Sps, SF-Es and
Q-Es are —0.43, —0.23 and 0.01, respectively.

Fig. 2 (right panel) shows the Ag. distribution of
galaxies for the three samples. SF-Sps are, on aver-
age, fast rotators and dominate the two highest bins in
Age. Q-Es are slow rotators whose population decreases
quickly after Ag. = 0.6. However, the primary sample
of SF-Es is a mixture of fast and slow rotators. The
weighted median values of Ag, for SF-Sps, SF-Es, and
Q-Es are 0.84, 0.66, and 0.46, respectively.

Actively star-forming galaxies lie on a relatively tight
sequence in the SFR stellar mass plane known as the
star-forming main sequence (SFMS). Fig. 3 shows the
SFMS for our samples. SF-Es are distributed in the
SEFMS along with the SF-Sps. The weighted median
values of the SFR in units of Mo yr ! for the SF-Sps, SF-
Es, and Q-Es are —0.43, —0.66, and —1.91, respectively.
In this work, our goal is to understand this population of
SF-Es, which lies in the SFMS and not in the quenched
region, with the majority of ellipticals.

In the next section, we will describe the results and
compare the three samples with each other to gain a
clearer insight into the nature of the SF-E population.

3. RESULTS

From Pipe3D, we obtain the integral and the resolved
properties of individual galaxies. In this section, we
present the findings about these properties of our pri-
mary sample of SF-Es in comparison with the two con-
trol samples. In particular, we compare, in turn, the gas
content, size, mass, age, metallicity, B/T, environmen-
tal density, and velocity maps of the galaxies.

3.1. Gas content

We have taken the dust-corrected flux intensity of the
Ha line within one R, as a proxy for the ionized gas
content of the galaxy. HII regions are usually associated
with star formation and are detected through their Ha
emission. As shown in Fig. 4 (left panel), Ha emission
from SF-Sps and Q-Es are well separated. This is as
expected; the Q-Es have low gas content, while the SF-
Sps have high gas content. There are two populations
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Figure 2. For all the panels, 2419 SF-Sps are shown by a blue dash-dot line, 59 SF-Es are shown by a black solid line, and
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stellar mass (log 1\1\/115 ). The stellar mass distribution of the SF-Es and SF-Sps are similar and have the same weighted median
stellar mass of 10%%” M. Also, on average, SF-Es and SF-Sps are less massive than the Q-Es, which have a weighted median
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galaxies of the three samples as a function of Ag.. Q-Es are generally slow rotators, and SF-Sps are fast rotators. However, the
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respectively.

Z:ips of galaxies in the SF-Es; one has low gas content like
14y SFEs 3 the Q-Es, and the other has gas as high as the SF-Sps.

From pipe3D, we also have maps of the dust-corrected
emission line gas flux of Ha. In our primary sample,
almost all of the SF-Es show an Ha blob in the centre
of the map (see Fig. 4 right panel).

3.2. Spectral index: D4000

log(SFR(Moyr=1))

2 Spectra of early-type galaxies show a red continuum,
absorption lines due to the evolved older population of
. o stars and little or weak emission lines because of the lack
] ’ of (or very weak) star formation. They also show a con-
T T T T T T T tinuum discontinuity at 4000 A. This results from the

8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5 11.0 11.5

accumulation of absorption lines due to ionised metals
in the atmosphere of old stars and the absence of hot,

log(M«/Mg)

Figure 3. Distribution of the galaxies across the three
samples in the log(SFR(Meyr~')) and log( 11\\/[/[5 ) plane (star-

forming main sequence). Blue circles show 2436 star-forming
spirals, black stars show 59 star-forming ellipticals and 839
quenched ellipticals are shown by red circles. The black
dotted lines (log( Mg) = 8.58 and log( 11\\445) = 11.31) show

M
the stellar mass range of the primary sample of SF-Es. We

matched the stellar mass ranges of the control samples of Q-
Es and SF-Sps to the primary sample by selecting galaxies
within the two dotted lines. The galaxies outside the lines
are discarded from further analysis. This selection results in
2419 SF-SPs and 684 Q-Es, constituting the two final control
samples. The weighted median values of log(SFR(Mgyr—'))
for SF-Sps, SF-Es and Q-Es are —0.43, —0.66 and —1.92,
respectively.

blue stars in the galaxy. So, the strength of the 4000
A break increases with stellar age (elapsed time since
the last star formation activity) and metallicity. The
value of this continuum break is measured as the spec-
tral index and calculated as a logarithm of the ratio of
integrated flux density redward and blueward of 4000 A.
Moreover, the value of this spectral index can be used
to separate old (D4000 ~ 1.6 — 2.0) and young (D4000
~ 1.1 — 1.4) stellar populations.

Fig. 5 (upper left panel) shows that the SF-Sps
(D4000 ~ 1.1 — 1.5) have a young stellar population in
contrast to the Q-Es (D4000 ~ 1.6 —1.9), which have an
old stellar population. The value of the spectral index
D4000 varies between 1.2 — 1.6 for the SF-Es. So, our
sample of SF-Es has a mixture of young and old stellar
populations or a population of intermediate-age stars.
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Figure 4. We have taken the dust-corrected Ha emission line Gaussian flux as the measure of the gas content of the galaxy.
This figure (left panel) shows the normalized counts (weighted histogram) of the three samples of galaxies (Q-Es in red, SF-Es
in black, and SF-Sps in blue) as a function of log(Ha (10" %erg/sec/cm?)). We can see that the gas content of Q-Es is low
compared to the SF-Sps. However, the primary sample of SF-Es shows two distinct populations. In one, the gas content is like
SF-Sps; in the other, it is like Q-Es. The weighted median values of log(Ha (10~ *%erg/sec/cm?)) for SF-Sps, SF-Es and Q-Es
are —0.54, —0.57 and —1.57 respectively. The Ha emission map of one of the SF-Es is shown in the right panel.

We also have the spectral index maps for all of these
galaxies. Most of the D4000 maps of SF-Es are like the
one shown in Fig. 5 (upper right panel), with a young
population of stars in the centre of the galaxy and old
stars towards the outer side. We also have some maps
showing young stellar populations in the outer regions
and older stellar populations in the centre (Fig. 5 lower
right panel). Very few of them show a young stellar pop-
ulation distributed all over the galaxy, as shown in Fig.
5 (lower left panel).

3.3. Age and metallicity

We plotted two elliptical samples (SF-Es and Q-Es) on
the age metallicity plane in Fig. 6. Here, age and metal-
licity are the mass-weighted age and metallicity of the
stellar population. As we can see from Fig. 6, both age
and metallicity of the stellar population for SF-Es are
lower, on average, than the Q-Es. This suggests that, in
the recent past, these SF-Es must have acquired metal-
poor gas from outside due to some external processes
and are forming a new population of stars.

3.4. Kinematics

Next, we inspected the kinematic maps of the SF-Es
and checked for any disturbances seen in the Ha gas and
stellar velocity maps. Any disturbance in these maps
could signify interaction activity, such as a merger or
gas accretion. We have visually examined all the Ha
gas and stellar velocity maps of SF-Es. Based on this
visual inspection, we have divided our sample of SF-Es
into four categories:

e Regular: These are the galaxies where we can see
clear rotational structures in both maps, and the
rotational axes are aligned. We have 19 galaxies
like this.

e Complex: Here, either or both maps show distur-
bance (do not have any clean rotational structure
as we see for the regular category) in the system.
Some of these objects have gas and stellar rota-
tional axes misaligned. There are 34 galaxies in
this class.

e Counter-rotating: These objects have a clean
rotational structure, but the rotation axes of stars
and gas are opposite to each other. There are five
objects in this category.

e No-rotation: Only one object, a face-on galaxy,
where we can not see evidence of rotation in the
stellar and gas maps.

In Fig. 7, we have presented one galaxy from each
category (regular, complex, counter-rotating, and no-
rotation from top to bottom). Here, we want to point
out that this classification is based only on visual inspec-
tion. Sometimes, due to the small inclination angle of
the galaxies, we cannot see the velocity structures cor-
rectly. For the SF-Es, we have only three objects with
inclination angles less than 15°. So, only these three
galaxies can be called face-on galaxies. Among them,
the first one is in the no-rotation class (inclination angle
11.38°%), the second one is in the regular class (inclination
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Figure 5. The upper left panel shows the normalised counts (weighted histogram) of the three samples of galaxies (Q-Es in
red, SF-Es in black, and SF-Sps in blue) as a function of the D4000 spectral index, which is a continuum discontinuity at 4000
A. The value of the D4000 increases with the age of the stellar population and the abundance of metal in a galaxy. We can see
that the two control samples of SF-Sps and Q-Es have young and old stellar populations, respectively. However, the primary
sample of SF-Es has a mixture of old and young stellar populations. The weighted median values of D4000 for SF-Sps, SF-Es,
and Q-Es are 1.23, 1.41, and 1.74, respectively. We have also shown three types of distribution of the resolved D4000 index
across the 2D face of three galaxies. Upper right panel: low D4000 at the centre and high at edges, lower right panel: high at
the centre and low at the edges, and lower left panel: the low value of D4000 across the galaxy.

angle 13.70°), and the third one is in the complex class
(inclination angle 14.93°). Hence, we believe that the
disturbance seen in the velocity maps for the complex
category of SF-Es is not caused by the low inclination
angle of these galaxies.

To determine any dependence of the kinematics on the
size and mass of the galaxy, we have plotted these ob-
jects on the size-mass plane and marked them according
to their categories. We can see from Fig. 8 that high-
mass SF-Es tend to be more regular than low-mass SF-
Es, which tend to be kinematically complex. The reason

for this could be the high rotational inertia of massive
galaxies, making it difficult to perturb them kinemati-
cally.

Further, using a similar argument as Rathore et al.
(2022), we have divided our sample of SF-Es as kine-
matically settled and unsettled galaxies, where kinemat-
ically settled galaxies are the regular ones (19 galax-
ies), and kinematically unsettled include complex and
counter-rotating galaxies (34 + 5 = 41 galaxies). So, of
the total sample of SF-Es, ~ 2/3 are kinematically
unsettled. Recent interaction and/or mergers are likely
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Figure 6. Distribution of the two samples of ellipticals SF-
Es and Q-Es in the mass-weighted stellar population age-
metallicity plane. Both the age and metallicity of the stellar
population are, on average, smaller for the SF-Es compared
to the Q-Es, suggesting that the SF-Es have acquired metal-
poor gas in the recent past. The weighted median values of
log(age(yr)) for SF-Es and Q-Es are 9.61 and 9.86 respec-
tively. The weighted median values of log(z/z5) for SF-Es
and Q-Es are —0.35 and —0.04 respectively. Here, we can
see that the histograms and the scatter plot are not exactly
in agreement because the histograms are weight-corrected,
but the scatter plot is not. We do not correct the scatter
plots since the values of the parameters are correct at the
individual galaxy level.

to be the reasons behind this (Bendo & Barnes 2000; Di
Matteo et al. 2007; Bassett et al. 2017), which might also
have supplied the fresh gas needed to form new stars.

3.5. Distribution of SF-Es in B/T — Age plane

To study the structure and kinematics of the SF-Es,
we plot them on the B/T — Ag. plane (Fig. 9), where
we have taken B/T as the proxy for structure and Ag.
as the proxy for kinematics. Then, we divided them into
four classes based on their B/T and Ag. as follows:

e Class-1 (C1): These objects have B/T > 0.7 and
Agre < 0.5. These are bulge-dominated, slow rota-

tors; we have 8 of them in our primary sample of
SF-Es.

e Class-2 (C2): This class of objects have B/T >
0.7 and Ar. > 0.5. In the SF-E sample, we have
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16 galaxies in this bulge-dominated, fast rotators
category.

e Class-3 (C3): These galaxies have B/T < 0.7, so
they are not totally bulge dominated and Ag. >
0.5, i.e. fast rotators. We have 21 of these SF-Es.

o Class-4 (C4): Like Class-3, these objects are also
not entirely bulge-dominated (B/T < 0.7), but
unlike Class-3, they are slow rotators (Age < 0.5).
There are 14 galaxies in this class of SF-Es.

Next, we calculated the weighted mean of the stellar
mass and environmental density of these classes, and
the following are in decreasing order of stellar mass and
environmental density.

Stellar Mass (weighted mean): C1 > C2 > C4 > C3

Environmental density (weighted mean): C1 > C3 >
C4>C2
So, the stellar mass of the C1 and C2 is the highest,
which is expected as they are bulge-dominated ellip-
ticals. The environmental density of C1 is the high-
est among all the classes, which is also as expected, as
they are bulge-dominated, most massive slow rotators.
However, the environmental density of C2 is the low-
est, which is entirely unexpected. We will discuss these
classes individually in Section 4.

4. DISCUSSION

The Hubble sequence (Hubble 1926b) is the mor-
phological classification of galaxies based on visual in-
spection. It divides galaxies roughly into two broad
classes: early-type galaxies (ETGs) and late-type galax-
ies (LTGs). ETGs include elliptical and lenticular galax-
ies where Es are dominated by the bulge and supported
by high stellar velocity dispersion, and SOs have fast-
rotating extended disks. These ETGs are generally red
in colour, gas-poor with low or very weak star forma-
tion, and are found preferentially in high-density envi-
ronments. On the contrary, LTGs are spiral galaxies
dominated by spiral arms in their extended disk. They
are generally blue, gas-rich, star-forming, and found in
low-density regions. The Hubble sequence does have
its shortcomings. For instance, it considers a simplistic
view of the sequential evolution of galaxy morphology
from ‘early-type’ to ‘late-type’. Also, we cannot cor-
rectly classify galaxies that are in transition between
ETG and LTG. Despite these shortcomings, the Hub-
ble sequence is useful for understanding several global
galaxy properties and remains widely used in the litera-
ture. In this paper, we analyze a class of outliers: ellip-
tical galaxies that form stars at a rate similar to spiral
galaxies present in the SEFMS despite being morphologi-
cally elliptical. These galaxies are extremely uncommon,
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Figure 7. Example gas (left) and stellar (right) velocity maps of regular, complex, counter-rotating, and no rotation for the
four categories (from top to bottom). See the text for a description of each category.
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to their distribution, we subdivided SF-Es into four classes.
Two division criteria (B/T = 0.7 and Are = 0.5) are shown
by the blue dotted lines.

but their existence is causing us to question our current
understanding of how galaxies evolve. In this paper, we
aim to answer some basic questions about this popu-
lation of star-forming ETGs by studying star-forming
ellipticals. The questions we are interested in are:

e What are the global properties of these galaxies
relative to the two control samples?
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e What drives star formation in these galaxies?
e Where does the gas come from?
e Do some external processes trigger star formation?

e What are the different evolutionary modes for
forming stars in these galaxies?

e Can we observationally distinguish between these
modes?

In our study, only 5% of ellipticals were SF-Es, consis-
tent with previous studies (Schawinski et al. 2009; Jeong
et al. 2021) reporting «~ 2 — 7% of the nearby ETGs are
star-forming. Ha gas and stellar velocity maps of the
« 67% SF-Es are kinematically unsettled. This includes
galaxies with misaligned velocity axes, counter-rotating,
and kinematically disturbed velocity maps. Previous
surveys like SAURON, SAMI, CALIFA, and ATLAS3P
have also found that many early-type galaxies (ETGs)
show misaligned gas velocity maps with respect to the
stellar velocity map (Emsellem et al. 2004; Sarzi et al.
2006; Davis et al. 2011; Barrera-Ballesteros et al. 2015;
Bryant et al. 2019). The study by Davis et al. (2011) re-
vealed that approximately 36% of fast rotating ETGs in
the ATLAS?P have kinematic misalignment. However,
this percentage could be higher for star-forming ETGs,
as observed in this study. The disturbance in the ve-
locity maps of galaxies indicates external activity like a
merger or gas accretion, which can potentially trigger
star formation by bringing gas into the system.

Studies of star-forming ETGs have suggested that re-
cent or ongoing interaction with gas-rich neighbouring
galaxies is one of the main reasons behind the star for-
mation in passively evolving ETGs. Suppose this pro-
cess is the primary mechanism behind the formation
of star-forming ETGs. In that case, we should expect
these galaxies to have higher gas content, lower metallic-
ity, and lower stellar population age than the quiescent
ETGs. By studying the Ha emission line flux, we ob-
serve that SF-Es have ionized gas content similar to SF-
Sps. Wei et al. (2009), using Green Bank Telescope HI
data for 27 E/SOs, found that blue sequence E/SOs have
atomic gas masses in the range 107 — 10'°M,, which is
substantial and comparable to the atomic gas content
of spiral and irregular galaxies with similar stellar mass
ranges. Their analysis also suggests that many of these
galaxies are capable of significant stellar disk growth.

The mass-weighted stellar population age and metal-
licity of SF-Es are lower than those of Q-Es, as shown
in Fig. 6. The D4000 spectral index of SF-Es ranges
from 1.2 to 1.8 (see Fig. 5), implying that these galax-
ies have a young stellar population mixed with an older



14

115

SF-Sps Counter rotation regular
Q-Es Complex No rotation
124 % Class1
1.0 1
. 0.8
g
X 06
i
x
D .
o 0.4
0.2
0.0
—0.2 4
T T T T T
8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5 11.0
10g(M+/Mo)
1.4
SF-Sps Counter rotation regular
Q-Es Complex No rotation
124 % Classa
1.0 1
. 0.8
g
X 06
i
x
[ .
o 0.4
0.2
0.0
—0.2 4
T T T T T
8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5 11.0

log(M «/Mo)

11.5

log(Re(kpc))

log(Re(kpc))

SF-Sps Counter rotation regular

Q-Es Complex No rotation
124 % Class2
1.0 1
0.8
0.6 -
0.4
0.2
0.0

—0.2 4
T T T T T
8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5 11.0 11.5
10g(M+/Mo)

1.4

SF-Sps Counter rotation regular

Q-Es Complex No rotation
121 % Class3
1.0 1
0.8
0.6 -
0.4
0.2
Tl ®

—0.2 4
T T T T T
8.5 9.0 9.5 10.0 10.5 11.0 11.5
10g(M+/Mo)

Figure 10. The distribution of the four classes (class-1: upper-left, class-2: upper-right, class-3: lower-right, class-4: lower-left)
of SF-Es are shown in the size-mass plane. In the background, we have also plotted the control samples of SF-Sps (blue circles)
and Q-Es (red circles). The primary sample of SF-Es is shown with black stars. Their kinematic classes are marked with
different shapes. The weighted mean trends of the three samples are shown with solid lines.

stellar population or a stellar population with inter-
mediate age. Jeong et al. (2021), inspecting the HS,
Mg b, Fe 5270, and Fe 5335 line strengths, found that
star-forming ETGs are more metal-poor than quiescent
galaxies.

We divided our primary sample of SF-Es into four
classes depending on their position on the B/T — Age
plane: Class-1, 2, 3, and 4. Here, we will discuss these
four classes individually and try to understand their evo-
lutionary history to know the reason for the high SFR
in these galaxies. For this, we have plotted them on
the size-mass plane and shown their kinematic nature.
In the background of the plots, we have also shown our
two control samples of SF-Sps and Q-Es. The weighted
mean trend of each sample is shown with a solid line
(Fig. 10).

The Class-1 objects have B/T > 0.7 (bulge domi-
nated) and Ar. < 0.5 (slow rotator). Their stellar
masses roughly range from 10% to 10! Mg, i.e. they
have high masses. The weighted mean of the envi-

ronmental density is also the highest within these four
classes. So, all the properties of this class are like
other high-mass ellipticals except for their high SFR.
Figure 10 (upper left) shows that out of 8 galaxies in
this class, three are kinematically regular, and five are
disturbed. So, these rare ellipticals could be regular
quenched ellipticals in the past. But recently, their star
formation has been rejuvenated, likely due to external
processes like mergers or accretion.

Class-2 objects are also bulge-dominated (B/T > 0.7)
but fast rotators (Age > 0.5). Their mass ranges from
10° to 10** Mg. There are two groups: the high-mass
galaxies, which are all kinematically regular, and the
relatively lower-mass galaxies, which are all kinemati-
cally unsettled (see Fig. 10 upper right). Interestingly,
this class of objects has the least weighted mean environ-
mental density. These galaxies could be morphologically
transformed spirals. When there is a gas-rich merger,
the gas dissipates energy, falls towards the galaxy’s cen-
tre, and creates a compact starburst region, forming new



stars (Mihos & Hernquist 1994). It has been seen for
many fast rotators that their centres are denser than
their edges, and they exhibit a steep inner profile (Kor-
mendy et al. 2009). This creates a bulge, and the galaxy
slowly changes its morphology from LTG to ETG.

According to Cappellari et al. (2013), there are two
separate formation scenarios of the ETGs. The first one
is the in-situ star formation, where the galaxy grows
via minor gas-rich mergers or gas accretion. Due to the
potential well of the galaxy, the gas sinks towards the
centre and forms a bulge, which is responsible for the
star-formation quenching of the galaxy and disk fading
(Cheung et al. 2012; Fang et al. 2013). Because of this
process, an LTG morphologically changes to an ETG.
The second process predominantly involves dry merg-
ers, leaving the stellar population unchanged (Bezanson
et al. 2009; Naab et al. 2009; Hopkins et al. 2010). These
two processes are dependent on the environmental den-
sity of the galaxies. The first process is dominant in
low-density regions, and the second dominates in high-
density regions. Also, the ETGs formed via the first
process tend to be fast rotators. However, the second
method creates slow rotator ETGs. Multiple studies
have found that because of the environmental effect in
clusters, spirals become passive and transform into SOs
(Smith et al. 2005; Boselli & Gavazzi 2006; Moran et al.
2007).

Hence, there is a two-channel build-up process for
ETGs. One channel is the bulge growth and quenching
route, and here, spiral galaxies are gradually replaced
by early-type fast rotators. This channel could form
our Class-2 galaxies, where their star formation is still
active, and they are in the process of quenching. The
second route is the dry merger-growth route, and the
mass increase in the slow rotators illustrates it. Our
Class-1 objects could result from this second channel,
but clearly, their merger growth was not completely dry,
and star formation was at least partially rejuvenated
during the merger process.

Class-3 objects have B/T < 0.7, i.e. they are not
entirely bulge-dominated and have Ag. > 0.5, so they
are fast rotators. Their weighted mean environmental
density is also higher next to the class-1 objects. Most
of these objects are kinematically unsettled, and their
mean trend (see Fig. 10 lower left) is also between SF-
Sps and Q-Es. Our interpretation for this class is that
these were quenched SOs in the past, and they have reju-
venated their star formation in recent evolutionary his-
tory. Almost all the objects here are kinematically com-
plex, indicating recent interactions like merger and/or
gas accretion, which increased their gas content fueling
the star formation. Some of the galaxies in this class
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could be morphologically transformed spirals, which we
have discussed above.

According to the mean trend, class-4 is similar to
the ellipticals (see Fig.10 lower right panel). But their
B/T < 0.7, so these objects have a disk and are not en-
tirely bulge-dominated. Almost all of them are kinemat-
ically unsettled, and their stellar mass ranges from 10%-°
to 10! M. These could be the low redshift counter-
parts of the red nuggets (Damjanov et al. 2009), which
have acquired, over time, a star-forming disc via the
‘Disc-cloaking’ process.

Red nuggets are a class of massive, ultra-compact, qui-
escent galaxies found in z ~ 1 — 2 but non-existent in
the local universe, first reported by Daddi et al. (2005).
These galaxies are small in size, but their stellar mass is
similar to the giant ellipticals (Longhetti et al. 2007; Toft
et al. 2007; Cimatti et al. 2008; Damjanov et al. 2009).
Studies (Trujillo et al. 2009; Saulder et al. 2015) based
on SDSS show that red nuggets are absent from the local
universe. On the other hand, since z ~ 1.5, the fraction
of elliptical galaxies has increased by four times in the
last 9 Gyrs (2 ~ 1.5; Buitrago et al. 2013). The similar-
ity of mass and morphology could connect red nuggets
to elliptical galaxies. There is a process called the E-to-
E process, through which red nuggets go through a size
growth and morphologically change to elliptical galaxies
in the present-day universe. In addition, there is a finite
possibility that red nuggets have not evolved into quies-
cent galaxies. They can restart their star formation by
accreting gas and stellar clusters around them. It would
be a mistake only to assume that red nuggets evolve into
ellipticals at present as they are similar in morphology.
They can also transform into non-spheroidal systems like
S0s and spirals. Graham (2013) suggests an alterna-
tive evolutionary mechanism known as ‘Disk-cloaking’
where red nuggets go through minor mergers and accre-
tion (Navarro & Benz 1991; Birnboim & Dekel 2003; Pi-
chon et al. 2011) and experience significant disc-growth,
and they are now present in the embedded bulges in SO
and some early-type spiral galaxies. It is possible that
this process is the main mechanism responsible for the
formation of Class-4 galaxies.

The above results motivate the need to revise the clas-
sic Hubble tuning fork diagram (Hubble 1936). A pro-
posed revision of the same, known as the ATLAS-3D
comb morphology diagram, was suggested by Cappel-
lari et al. (2011). The shape of this new diagram is not
a symmetric fork or a trident but an asymmetric comb.
The ETGS are replaced parallel to the LTGs from the
handle of the tuning fork. The main features of this
revised morphology diagram are as follows:
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e A clear distinction between the slow and fast rota-
tors and the link between the SOs and the fast ro-
tators. This takes into account galaxy kinematics,
which plays a vital role in galaxy evolution (Cap-
pellari 2016). Different IFS and redshift evolution
studies independently and consistently show that
the evolutionary paths of fast and slow rotators
are distinct, one being driven by gas accretion and
the other by dry mergers.

e The spirals and SOs are parallel to each other in
this revised classification, indicating the close link
between spirals and fast rotator ETGs (van den
Bergh 1976).

e It incorporates the proposal by Kormendy & Ben-
der (1996) that there should be a link between the
S0s and the disky ellipticals.

The last two points imply that galaxies in their lifetime
change their morphology. All of our results with the
comb morphology diagram, and they both emphasize
that many of the essential properties of galaxies, like
the gas content and stellar population age, vary along
the sequence from ETGs to LTGs and are also shared
by the fast and slow rotators populations of ETGs.

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have identified and studied a rare
class of star-forming ellipticals (SF-Es). Combining data
from the DL17 and the Salim catalogues, we identified
59 star-forming elliptical galaxies in the SDSS-MaNGA.
Being an IF'S survey, MaNGA can provide data on local
scales across the two-dimensional face of a galaxy. Using
MaNGA Pipe3D and other catalogues, we studied this
enigmatic class of SF-Es, both on resolved and global
scales. Traditionally, elliptical galaxies are thought to be
non or very weakly star-forming. So, a detailed study
of the characteristics of these galaxies can give us in-
formation about galaxy evolution and how galaxies go
through different morphological states and move across
the star-forming main sequence.

We study the distribution of the galaxies based on
several parameters like stellar mass, SFR, effective ra-
dius, B/T, Age, stellar age, and metallicity across the
three samples on the global scale. We also checked the
resolved maps of gas velocity, stellar velocity, H, emis-
sion, and D4000 for the 59 SF-Es to get information on
the local scale. The following are our main findings:

e The stellar mass distribution shows that SF-Es, on
average, have lower stellar mass than Q-Es. The
mass distribution of the SF-Es is similar to the SF-
Sps. The number of star-forming galaxies amongst

spirals and ellipticals declines roughly after 10'°
Mg. Also, SF-Sps and SF-Es are distributed in
similar environment-density regions. On the other
hand, Q-Es reside in higher-density environments.
This is consistent with the idea that mass and en-
vironmental quenching play an important role in
galaxy evolution.

Age for most of the SF-Sps are greater than 0.6,
i.e., fast rotators. The number of Q-Es decreases
rapidly after 0.6, i.e. Q-Es are mostly slow rota-
tors. Our primary sample of SF-Es contains slow
as well as fast rotators. This suggests that using
galaxy kinematics is essential for a complete un-
derstanding of galaxy evolution processes.

We considered Ha emission line flux as a measure
of the gas content (ionised) of the galaxy. We find
that the gas content of SF-Sps is high, and Q-
Es have very low gas content. Apart from some
galaxies, most SF-Es have Ha emissions similar to
SF-Es. Ha maps of SF-Es show that the bulk of
the Ha emission comes from the central region of
the galaxies.

D4000 spectral index can separate old (D4000 1.6-
2.0) and young (D4000 1.1-1.4) stellar populations
in the galaxies. The distribution of spectral index
D4000 shows that SF-Sps have the young stellar
population, Q-Es have the old stellar population,
and the primary sample of SF-Es has a mixture
of old and young stellar populations. The D4000
maps of SF-Es show three types of galaxies. The
maximum number of galaxies show a young stel-
lar population at the centre and an old population
in the outer regions; some show an old popula-
tion at the centre and a young population outside,
and very few show a young population of stars dis-
tributed all over the galaxy.

When two samples of ellipticals star-forming and
quenched were plotted in the mass-weighted stellar
population age-metallicity plane, it shows that the
SF-Es have systematically lower metallicity and
age of the stellar population compared to the Q-
Es. So SF-Es seem to have acquired metal-poor
gas in the recent past.

The complex velocity structure of the velocity
maps indicates disturbances in the system, pos-
sibly because of some external or internal interac-
tions in the galaxies. 2/3 (~ 67%) of the SF-Es
are kinematically unsettled, implying recent inter-
actions and mergers. Minor mergers could be a



potent driver of rejuvenation in elliptical galaxies
by bringing metal-poor gas into the galaxy.

e We then subdivided our sample of SF-Es into
four classes based on their B/T and Ag. values,
and every class of galaxies has its own evolution-
ary history and mode of formation. Class-1 ob-
jects are bulge-dominated (B/T > 0.7), slow ro-
tators (Age < 0.5). These galaxies are classical
rejuvenated ellipticals. Class-2 objects are also
bulge-dominated (B/T > 0.7) but fast rotators
(Age > 0.5). These could be morphologically
transformed spiral galaxies. Class-3 galaxies are
not fully bulge-dominated (B/T < 0.7), fast rota-
tors (Age > 0.5). These could be rejuvenated SOs,
fading spirals, or a mixture of both. Class-4 galax-
ies are also not fully bulge-dominated (B/T < 0.7)
but slow rotators (Age < 0.5). These objects could
be similar to red nuggets, which have acquired a
star-forming disc.

All the above findings imply that these intriguing and
rare galaxies do not belong to a homogeneous class of
objects. There could be different underlying processes
responsible for the formation of SF-Es. Also, our re-
sults support the comb morphology diagram, which is
a revision of the classical Hubble tuning fork diagram.
The comb morphology diagram emphasises three points:
parallelism between spirals and SOs, the link between SOs
and ellipticals and the distinction between fast and slow
rotators.

Further in-depth studies for larger samples of galax-
ies, preferably volume-limited, spanning across stellar
mass, morphology, and redshift, will be needed to draw
a complete picture of this elusive class of star-forming
ellipticals. HI and molecular gas observations will pro-
vide complementary data in these types of studies. Such
observations can provide accurate estimates of the gas
content and insights into the efficiency and time scale of
star formation in these systems.
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Figure 11. The DESI legacy imaging survey DR9 images of the primary sample of SF-Es. Each cutout is 60" x 60”. These
images of SF-Es are in the same order (left to right row-wise) as presented in table 1.

Figure 12. DESI legacy imaging survey DR10 images of two galaxies representing catastrophic failures in DL17 classification.
These galaxies are probably spirals but are classified as ellipticals in DL17. PLATEIFUs (left): 12068-12705 and (right): 8078-
9102. Each image is 60" x 60".
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Table 1. Table of the primary sample of SF-Es.

PLATEIFU RA (J2000) DEC (J2000) z TTYPE P.LTG P.S0 VC log( Mg) log(SFR)

M
(degree) (degree) (Mg yr= 1Y)
(€9) (2 (3) 4 (5) (6) (ORI ) (10)
8622-3704 351.2176 14.1389 0.04 -1.06 0.04 0.43 1 10.075 -0.005
12700-3704 2.2593 15.1266 0.04 -1.47 0.02 0.44 1 9.821 -0.797
8089-1901 6.8239 15.9126 0.04 -1.5 0.01 0.48 1 9.547 -0.312
9183-6102 122.1352 38.9053 0.01 -1.85 0.12 0.47 1 8.579 -1.821
8147-1902 117.1775 26.5398 0.02 -0.22 0.04 0.38 1 9.231 -0.929
8948-6103 165.1983 49.9019 0.03 -2.34 0.0 0.4 1 9.988 -0.658
8997-12705 172.1561 50.8274 0.03 -1.76 0.01 0.42 1 10.696 0.103
9184-1901 119.3913 33.1215 0.02 -1.28 0.01 0.38 1 9.411 -1.032
10214-1902 121.9883 34.2273 0.02 -3.07 0.0 0.45 1 9.898 -0.651
8249-9101 136.4765 46.2591 0.05 -0.56 0.06 0.3 1 10.78 0.203
log(%) ARe Ha D4000 log(age) log(z/z) B/T Re PA Kinematic category
(Mpe~2) (1038 erg/s/em?) (v1) (kpe) (degree)
(11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) (17)  (18) (19) (20)
0.67 0.46 0.78 1.37 9.71 -0.3 0.68 2.23 -87.62 2
-0.63 0.35 0.22 1.39 9.63 -0.33 0.64 1.44 -20.67 1
-0.37 0.25 1.83 1.17 9.61 -0.6 0.6 0.84 36.14 0
-0.97 0.52 0.03 1.48 9.6 -0.41 0.56 0.87 84.4 1
-0.43 0.76 0.66 1.34 9.51 -0.42 0.65 0.8 16.5 0
0.32 0.27 0.27 1.65 9.81 -0.14 0.6 0.94 32.27 1
0.24 0.38 0.87 1.46 9.45 -0.03 0.73 1.76 -13.89 0
0.63 0.3 0.27 1.37 9.65 -0.45 0.82 1.26 -84.87 1
-1.35 0.57 0.72 1.53 9.57 -0.1 0.72 0.75 -19.25 2
-0.32 0.66 0.24 1.44 9.72 -0.16 0.77 4.2 41.31 0

NoTE— ‘PLATEIFU’: plate-ifu of the MaNGA datacube, ‘RA (J2000)’: right ascension, ‘DEC (J2000)’: declination, ‘z’: SDSS redshift, ‘TTYPE”:
Hubble TType value, ‘P_LTG’: probability of a galaxy being an LTG rather than ETG, ‘P_S0’: probability of a galaxy being an SO as opposed

to being elliptical, ‘VC’: visual classification number (1 for Es, 2 for SOs and 3 for LTGs), ‘log( ]I\\/[/I* )’: logarithm of the stellar mass of the galaxy

relative to the solar mass, ‘log(SFR)’: logarithm of the star-formation rate of the galaxy, ‘log(X)’: logarithm of the environmental density, ‘Are’:
spin parameter, ‘Ha’: logarithm of the Ha emission line Gaussian flux, ‘D4000’: D4000 spectral index, ‘log(age)’: logarithm of the mass-weighted
stellar population age, ‘log(%)’: logarithm of the mass-weighted stellar population metallicity, ‘B/T’: bulge to total luminosity ratio, ‘R.’:
half-light semi-major axis, ‘PA’: position angle, ‘Kinematic category’: kinematic category based on visual inspection of stellar and Ha velocity
maps (0: regular, 1: complex, 2: counter-rotating, 3: no rotation). TTYPE, P_.LTG, P_S0, and VC have been taken from the MaNGA DR17
deep-learning morphology catalog. Stellar mass, SFR and redshift have been taken from the GALEX-SDSS-WISE LEGACY catalogue. B/T and
PA have been taken from the r-band Sérsic+Exponential fits to the 2D Surface profiles of the MaNGA PyMorph DR17 catalog. Typical errors

(median error across all galaxies): A TTYPE = 0.60, AP_LTG = 0.02, AP_S0 = 0.16, Alog( ]IC;[(’;) = 0.04, Alog(SFR) = 0.11, AXgr. = 0.03,

AHa = 0.15, AD4000 = 0.02, Alog(age) = 0.03, Alog(z/ze) = 0.03. The full table is available online.
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Table 2. Table of the control sample of Q-Es.

PLATEIFU RA (J2000) DEC (J2000) ~z ~ TTYPE P.LTG P.S0 VC log(4f5) log(SFR)
(degree) (degree) (Mg yr=h)
1) (2) (3) 4) (5) (6) (€O C)) ) (10)
12769-9101 6.0452 -1.0203 0.06 -1.6 0.02 0.14 1 11.306 -1.178
8156-6101 54.5971 -1.1841 0.05 -3.4 0.0 0.1 1 11.132 -1.05
12685-6104 329.7875 -6.9809 0.06 -2.78 0.0 0.22 1 10.931 -1.205
12685-3702 329.5313 -7.9293 0.06 -0.84 0.05 0.35 1 11.196 -0.747
7972-6101 316.7095 9.1974 0.04 -1.43 0.01 0.16 1 11.269 -1.116
7815-1901 317.5022 11.5106 0.02 -1.33 0.02 0.36 1 9.964 -1.952
8618-6104 319.8148 10.0706 0.07 -0.96 0.01 0.18 1 11.206 -1.21
8619-3704 324.2991 10.6638 0.08 -1.49 0.01 0.11 1 11.181 -1.387
7975-6103 324.7993 11.9393 0.08 -2.89 0.01 0.13 1 11.179 -1.065
8620-12703 330.8813 12.626 0.03 -1.99 0.04 0.28 1 10.016 -2.172
log(X%) ARe Ha D4000 log(age) log(z/zp) B/T Re PA
(Mpe~2) (10~ erg/s/em?) (v) (kpc) (degree)
(11) (12) (13) (14) (15) (16) (17)  (18) (19)
0.78 0.29 0.03 1.55 9.89 0.12 0.85 9.99 -11.16
-0.71 0.37 0.01 1.79 9.9 -0.04 0.81 5.05 24.12
-0.14 0.25 0.01 1.77 9.89 -0.14 0.81 3.77 31.72
0.95 0.49 0.07 1.57 9.91 -0.04 0.77 5.8 -70.74
0.24 0.22 0.04 1.9 9.87 0.1 0.71 5.26 -74.11
-0.08 0.09 0.08 1.69 9.71 -0.06 0.58 1.01 51.18
-0.4 0.53 0.04 1.67 9.93 -0.02 0.97 5.51 48.98
1.06 0.32 0.01 1.85 9.83 0.03 0.33 4.86 -79.31
0.76 0.3 0.01 1.83 9.87 0.06 0.72 5.11 -16.02
0.31 0.94 0.01 1.5 9.51 -0.43 0.46 6.75 26.0

NoTE— Table columns and other details are the same as Table 1. Typical errors (median error across all galaxies) : A TTYPE = 0.63, AP_LTG =

0.01, AP_S0 = 0.17, Alog(+tx

0.02. The full Table is available online.
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Table 3. Table of the control sample of SF-Sps.

PLATEIFU ~RA (J2000) DEC (J2000) 2z TTYPE P.LTG PS0 VC log({f>) log(SFR)
(degree) (degree) (Mg yr=h)
1) () (3) 4) (5) (6) (M ¥ 9) (10)
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0.05. The full Table is available online.
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Figure 13. Ha gas (left) and stellar (right) velocity maps of all galaxies in the primary sample of SF-Es. These maps of SF-Es
are in the same order (left to right row-wise) as presented in table 1.
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of SF-Es. These maps of SF-Es are in the same order (left to right row-wise) as presented in Table 1.
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