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Figure 5, Kinematic scaling relations, Left panel: The TF relation for dise galaxies (i.e. Sérsic index bess than two), Middle panel: The FJ relation for spheroidal
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Figure 6. A comparison of our dynamical mass estimates, calculated within
1 Ry ia. a0 stellar mass estimates witkin 1 Ry, u. cabculated by integrating
the PipedD stellar mss surfsce density maps. The beo puass estinates are
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Figure %, A random forest classification to quantify the relative importance
of kinematic parameters for predicting the star forming state of galaxies. We

Figure ¥ The relationship between star forming stule, = expressed by ASFR, and each of our kinematic parameters. Tn each panel, linearly spaced density
contours are shown in black, and the boundary between the star forming (coloured blue) and quenched fcoloured red) populations al ASFR = 1 dex is shown
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