
Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc. 000, 1–?? (2005) Printed 17 March 2024 (MN LATEX style file v2.2)

Photoelectric heating effects on the evolution of luminous
disk galaxies

Omima Osman 1, 2?, Kenji Bekki1, and Luca Cortese1
1ICRAR M468 The University of Western Australia 35 Stirling Hwy, Crawley Western Australia 6009, Australia
2 University of Khartoum - Department of Physics. Al-Gamaa Ave, Khartoum 11115, Sudan. P.O.Box 321

Accepted, Received 2005 February 20; in original form

ABSTRACT
Photoelectric heating (PEH) influences the temperature and density of the interstellar
medium (ISM), and potentially also affecting star formation. PEH is expected to have
a stronger effect on massive galaxies, as they host larger dust reservoirs compared to
dwarf systems. Accordingly, in this paper, we study PEH effects in Milky Way–like
galaxies using smoothed particle hydrodynamics (SPH) code which self–consistently
implements the evolution of the gas, dust, and interstellar radiation field (ISRF).
Dust evolution includes dust formation by stars, destruction by SNe, and growth in
dense media. We find that PEH suppresses star formation due to the excess heating
that reduces the ISM density. This suppression is seen across the entire range of gas
fractions, star formation recipes, dust models, and PEH efficiencies investigated by
our code. The suppression ranges from negligible values to approximately a factor
of five depending on the specific implementation. Galaxy models having higher gas
fraction experience higher star formation suppression. The adopted dust model also
alters the extent of star formation suppression. Moreover, when PEH is switched on,
galaxy models show higher gas outflow rates and have higher loading factors indicative
of enhanced SNe feedback. In gas–rich models (i.e. a gas fraction of 0.5), we also find
that PEH suppresses the formation of disk clumps via violent disk instabilities, and
thus suppresses bulge formation via clumps migration to the central regions.
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1 INTRODUCTION

For several decades researchers have been studying the im-
portance of the photoelectric heating (PEH) of the gas by
dust in the thermodynamical balance of the ISM (Watson
1972; Draine 1978; Bakes & Tielens 1994; Wolfire et al. 2003;
Weingartner & Draine 2001; Hill et al. 2018). Electrons
ejected from dust grain surfaces by far–ultraviolet (FUV)
photons are primarily responsible for the heating of the cold
neutral medium (CNM) and diffuse atomic hydrogen (HI)
regions (Wolfire et al. 1995; Ingalls, Reach, & Bania 2002).
Those electrons store their kinetic energy in the gas through
collision with the different chemical species therein. PEH is
very efficient in coupling FUV radiation (6−13.6 eV ) to the
gas, and it is mainly caused by the smallest size dust grains,
i.e. Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAH, Bakes & Tie-
lens 1994; Okada et al. 2013). The rate and efficiency (Fe)
of the PEH depend on the detailed ISM and dust proper-
ties such as the interstellar radiation field (ISRF) strength,
ISM density and temperature, electron density, and grain
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sizes (see models proposed by, e.g. Bakes & Tielens 1994
and Weingartner & Draine 2001).

Furthermore, PEH influences the dynamical evolution
of galaxies through suppressing star formation as a result of
the drop in gas density. However, the importance of PEH in
regulating star formation is still arguable compared to the
other feedback mechanisms such as SNe. For instance, us-
ing numerical simulation, Forbes et al. (2016) investigated
SNe feedback and PEH in dwarf galaxies and concluded that
PEH is the dominant process in regulating star formation.
On the other hand, Hu et al. (2017) found the contrary and
reported that PEH is unable to create outflows and pro-
duce the multiphase structure of the ISM, unlike SNe. Hu
et al. (2017) rigorously justified the discrepancy between
their results and those of Forbes et al. (2016) by attributing
it mainly to inconsistent cooling implementation by Forbes
et al. (2016). For Milky Way–like galaxies, Tasker (2011)
who studied the influence of star formation and PEH on the
lifetime of giant molecular clouds (GMCs) found that PEH
changes the ISM structure and suppresses the initial star for-
mation (in the period between 50 and 200 Myrs). After 200
Myrs, the GMCs where PEH is switched on have higher star
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formation rate (SFR) since they return enough gas to con-
tinue forming stars. It should be noted that Tasker’s (2011)
study did not include SNe feedback. Bekki’s (2015) study
on disk galaxies, which involved a sophisticated implemen-
tation of the dust hydrodynamical interaction with the rest
of the galaxy components, also predicted SFR suppression
when PEH is included in simulations.

PEH is commonly studied in the context of feedback
in dwarf galaxies (e.g. Forbes et al. 2016; Hu et al. 2017;
Emerick et al. 2019). This is justified by their small size
and mass, which allow for high–resolution simulations, and
the fact that they are chemically young objects (i.e. simple
ISM to model). However, dwarf galaxies, have lower dust
content compared to massive galaxies (Remy–Ruyer et al.
2014; Grossi et al. 2015) as the bulk of their stars (initial
source of dust) formed at later epoch compared to massive
galaxies (Cowie et al. 1996; Gavazzi et al. 1996). Moreover,
dust growth in the ISM of dwarf galaxies requires a more
extended time period to overcome dust production by stars
(the critical metallicity to set on dust growth is low, but the
galaxy takes a long time to reach it, Inoue 2011; Asano et
al. 2013). Zhukovska (2014) found that dust growth in dwarf
galaxies becomes important in a timescale of 0.1 to 1 Gyr.

We expect PEH to have a significant influence on the
evolution of more massive, luminous disk galaxies since they
efficiently form dust through star formation and dust growth
(see, e.g. Dwek 1998; Hirashita 2013; Aoyama et al. 2017 for
discussions on the dust processing in the ISM). In particular,
the PEH rate is directly proportional to the dust–to–gas ra-
tio (Eq. 5 section 2.2.2 of this paper, Bakes & Tielens 1994;
Wolfire et al. 2003; Bergin et al. 2004) which has higher
values in massive galaxies. Dust and gas are closely linked,
and they interact through several processes that influence
both (e.g. PEH, dust growth and destruction, molecular hy-
drogen formation, Hirashita 2000; Nozawa, Kozasa & Habe
2006; Wakelam et al. 2017). Thus, we expect PEH also to in-
fluence the spatial distribution of the ISM components and
regulate dust evolution. These two last points can not be
resolved assuming a constant dust–to–gas ratio since dust
evolution (varying dust–to–metal ratio) is proven to be rel-
evant (e.g. Dwek & Scalo 1980; Hirashita 2000; Asano et al.
2013; Bekki 2015; Chiang et al. 2018).

Thus the purpose of this paper is to investigate the
role of PEH in suppressing star formation in Milky way–like
galaxies. We also study the dependence of this suppression
on the gas fraction, the PEH efficiency, and the galaxy mass.
Moreover, the paper investigates how PEH self–regulates
dust evolution, gas and H2 consumption, and their spatial
distribution (the ISM structure). To accurately model PEH,
one needs to simultaneously model the evolution of the gas,
dust, and ISRF (Table 1 shows the dust physics included
in the present models). Although several theoretical stud-
ies succeeded in modelling the time and space varying ISRF
(e.g. Forbes et al. 2016; Hu et al. 2017; Emerick et al. 2019)
using adaptive mesh refinement hydrodynamical codes and
smoothed particle hydrodynamical (SPH) simulations, none
of them modelled (i) dust formation and evolution, (ii) for-
mation of H2 on dust grains, and (iii) self–shielding of H2

effects, all of which could be important for the ISM of lumi-
nous disk galaxies (Osman et al. 2020).

Here we present a SPH simulation code that self–

Table 1. Dust physics included in the models.

Dust physics This work Referencea

Dust formation 3 1, 2
Dust destruction 3 1, 2, 3

Dust growth 3 1, 2, 3
Dust shattering and coagulation 7 2

Photoelectric heating 3 3, 4, 5

Radiation Pressure on dust 7 3, 6
Electron density of the ISM 7 7

H2 formation on dust grains 3 1, 3

Grain size distribution 7 2, 8
Grain composition 7 9

Dust extinction 3 10, 3

Varying dust sticking coefficient 7 11, 12
Varying destruction efficiency 7 13

Dust grains dynamics 7 10

Dust–corrected cooling 3 1, 3
Grain charge distribution 7 14

a 1 Bekki (2013), 2 Aoyama et al. (2017), 3 Bekki (2015), 4

Forbes et al. (2016), 5 Hu et at. (2017), 6 Hirashita & Inoue
(2019), 7 Rollig et al. (2006, they derived analytical for-

mula for electron density), 8 Hirashita & Aoyama (2019), 9

Hou et al. (2017), 10 McKinnon et al. (2018), 11 Zhukovska
et al. (2016), 12 Osman et al. (2020), 13 Nozawa, Kozasa

& Habe (2006), 14 Bakes & Tielens (1994).

consistently models the evolution of the gas, dust, and ISRF.
However, our code is still limited in its ability to model the
PEH process adequately since it does not resolve the elec-
tron density in the ISM. The electron density is one of the
quantities that determine Fe along with the gas temperature
and radiation field. For this reason, we are forced to treat
Fe as a parameter that ranges from 0.003 to 0.05 (Bakes &
Tielens 1994). From an observational point of view, the ratio
between [CII] 158 µm line and the total infrared emission
or between [CII] 158 µm + [OI] 63 µm and PAH emission
is used as an estimate of the PEH efficiency (Croxall et al.
2012; Beirao et al. 2012; Herrera–Camus et al. 2018). Obser-
vations of NGC 1097 and NGC 4559 galaxies show a PEH
efficiency of up to 0.06 (Croxall et al. 2012). Rollig et al.
(2006) derived an analytical formula for electron density in
photon–dominated regions using KOSMA−τ model (Storzer
et al. 1996).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: sections 2
and 3 describe the simulations set up and the main results
of the study, respectively. Discussion on the results is given
in section 4, while section 5 contains the conclusions and
summary of the paper.

2 THE MODEL

The SPH chemodynamical model used in the present study
is a modified version of the model presented in Bekki (2013)
and Osman et al. (2020) (hereafter B13 and O20). In this
updated version, we advantage from the detailed modelling
of the dust evolution, and the time and space varying ISRF
presented in O20 to introduce PEH into the model self–
consistently. Hence, we briefly describe the model and refer
the reader to B13 and O20 for further details. This study
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Dust processes 3

models an isolated Milky Way–like (MW–like) disk with
NFW (Navarro, Frenk & White 1996) dark matter halo den-
sity profile. Initially, the gaseous halo is in hydrostatic equi-
librium and has a NFW density profile. Tables 2 and 3 show
some of the underlying parameters and physics included in
the models.

2.1 Chemical enrichment and dust model

The chemical abundance of eleven elements such as He, C,
N, O, Mg and Ca is followed in time after their ejection
by SNIa, SNII, and AGB stars (B13; Bekki 2015). Metals
ejected are equally distributed among the neighbouring gas
particles and non–instantaneous recycling is assumed (e.g.,
Bekki & Shioya 1998). A fraction of the ejected metals con-
denses to form dust grains or accretes onto dust grain sur-
faces in the ISM (B13). We adopt the dust model proposed
by Dwek (1998) here. The model accounts for: (a) dust for-
mation by AGB stars, SNIa, and SNII, (b) dust growth by
accretion of the ISM gas–phase metals, (c) dust destruction
by SNe blasts, and (d) formation of polycyclic aromatic hy-
drocarbons (PAHs). The dependence of the dust growth and
destruction processes on the ISM properties (temperature,
density, and metallicity) is accounted for, i.e. the timescale
of those processes is not constant throughout the galaxy
(O20). H2 formation on dust grains is also self–consistently
implemented with the dust evolution (B13).

2.2 Star formation and feedback

For star formation, we mainly apply a H–dependent star
formation recipe (SFR depends on the total density of the
gas), however, a H2–dependent recipe (SFR depends on
the H2 density, see B13) is used for comparison with the
H–dependent recipe results in one model. In H–dependent
recipe, a gas particle is transformed into a stellar particle
with Salpeter IMF if: the local density exceeds a thresh-
old density (ρth = 1 cm−3 in the present study), the local
velocity field is consistent with gravitational collapse (i.e.
div v < 0), and the sound crossing timescale is longer than
the local dynamical timescale. When the formed stars ex-
plode as SNe, the total energy injected into the ISM (Esn

= 1051 erg per SNa) is divided into 90% thermal feedback
and 10% kinematic feedback consistent with the numerical
simulations by Thornton et al. (1998). This energy is dis-
tributed equally among the neighbouring particles (Bekki
et al. 2013).The radiative cooling is implemented using the
cooling curve by Rosen & Bregman (1995) for 100 6 T <
104 K and the MAPPING III code for T > 104 K (Suther-
land & Dopita 1993). The gas also cools down beyond 100 K
via H2 cooling to a floor of 10 K. The implementation of the
PEH associated with the dust is described in the following
subsection.

2.2.1 Photoelectric heating

We implement the same PEH model implemented in Bekki
(2015) where the analytic formula for the photoelectric heat-
ing rate (nΓpe) proposed by Bakes & Tielens (1994) is
adopted:

Table 2. Description of the basic parameters values

for the MW–like models.

Physical properties Parameter values

Total Mass a Mh = 1012M�

Structure b rvir = 245 kpc, c = 10
Initial H2 fraction 0.01

Initial metallicity [Fe/H]0 = 0.30 dex

Metallicity gradient −0.04 dex/kpc
Initial dust/metal ratio 0.4

SF c ISRF, ρth = 1 cm−3

IMF Salpeter (α = 2.35)

Softening length d εdm = 935 pc, εg = 94 pc

Gas mass resolution mg ∼ 3× 104M�

a Mh = Mdm + Mg, where Mdm and Mg are the to-

tal masses of dark matter halo and gas in a galaxy,
respectively.
b For the structure of the dark matter halo NFW
profile with a virial radius (rvir) and a c–parameter is

adopted.
c ρth is the threshold gas density for star formation.

The interstellar radiation field (ISRF) is included in

the estimation of H2 mass fraction in this model.
d εdm and εg are for the dark matter and gas, respec-

tively.

Table 3. The grid of the models analyzed for this study. fg , fb,

Fe, and SF recipe are the gas fraction, baryonic fraction, PEH
efficiency, and the star formation recipe dependent on either the

total gas (H) or molecular gas (H2) densities. Dust evolution (due

to formation by stars, growth in dense media, and destruction by
SNe) is switched on in the model if indicated 3. M14 and M15 are

models of interacting pair of galaxies. M19 and M20 are models

with baryon fraction 50% less than the rest of the models (i.e., fb
= 0.03).

Model ID fg fb Fe SF recipe Dust evolution

M1 0.1 0.06 0.05 H 3

M2 0.1 0.06 0.0 H 3

M3 0.5 0.06 0.05 H 3

M4 0.5 0.06 0.0 H 3

M5 0.3 0.06 0.05 H 3

M6 0.3 0.06 0.0 H 3

M7 0.03 0.06 0.05 H 3

M8 0.03 0.06 0.0 H 3

M9 0.1 0.06 0.03 H 3

M10 0.1 0.06 0.01 H 3

M11 0.1 0.06 0.003 H 3

M12 0.1 0.06 0.05 H2 3

M13 0.1 0.06 0.05 H 7

M14 0.1 0.06 0.05 H 3

M15 0.1 0.06 0.0 H 3

M16 0.5 0.06 0.03 H 3

M17 0.5 0.06 0.01 H 3

M18 0.5 0.06 0.003 H 3

M19 0.5 0.03 0.05 H 3

M20 0.5 0.03 0.0 H 3

c© 2005 RAS, MNRAS 000, 1–??
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nΓpe = βFenG0 ergcm−3s−1 (1)

where β = 1× 10−24, n, Fe, and G0 are the number density
of the ISM, PEH efficiency, and the intensity of the FUV
field in units of Habing (1968), respectively.

The PEH rate and efficiency (Fe) depend on the under-
lying ISM and dust properties such as the ISRF strength,
ISM density and temperature, electron density, and grain
sizes (Bakes & Tielens 1994; Weingartner & Draine 2001).
To estimate the time and space varying G0 in the present
model, we follow the following steps:

1- estimate the FUV radiation strength. For each stellar
particle, the stellar population synthesis codes by Bruzual
& Charlot (2003) are used to estimate its SED according
to its age and metallicity, and hence estimate the strength
of the FUV part of the ISRF. Not all the FUV radiation is
used in PEH, part of which is exhausted by dust extinction.
Thus the flux at a wavelength λ in the FUV part from the
ith stellar particle around the jth gas particle is given by
the following equation according to the screen model:

fλ,i = fλ,0,ie
−τλ,jri,j/hj , (2)

where fλ,0,i, τλ,j , ri,j , and hj are the original flux of the
stellar particle, FUV optical depth, distance between the gas
and the stellar particles, and SPH smoothing length of the
gas particle.

2- estimate the fraction of light absorbed by dust, this
fraction is calculated using the following equation:

Fex,i,j =

∫ 1

0

e−τλ,jri,jdr, (3)

where for the adopted SPH kernel (equals 0 at hj), the in-
tegration in this equation ranges between 0 and 1. To esti-
mate τλ,j for each gas particle, first the optical dust extinc-
tion (AV,j) is estimated using the gas column density and
the dust–to–gas ratio. Then, AFUV,j is estimated using the
Calzetti’s extinction law which relates AV,j and AFUV,j (i.e.
Eq. 4 in Calzetti et al. 2000), and thus τλ,j (τλ ≈ 0.921Aλ).
The gas column density is estimated using the 3D hydrogen
density and hj , i.e. ρj(H)hj . Hence G0,i,j is given by the
following equation:

G0,i,j = Fex,i,jg0,i,j , (4)

where g0,i,j is G0,i,j assuming no dust extinction.
Estimating the ISM electron density involves following

a network of chemical reactions of the abundant elements
in the ISM (Rollig et al. 2006) as well as the grain size and
charge distributions (Bakes & Tielens 1994; Weingartner &
Draine 2001; Wolfire et al. 2003) which are outside the scope
of this study. Accordingly, we are forced to treat the Fe as a
parameter that ranges from 0.003 to 0.05 (Bakes & Tielens
1994).

2.2.2 Photoelectric heating in previous studies

Several recent hydrodynamical simulations implemented
PEH in the study of the ISM cloud evolution, feedback in

dwarf galaxies, and evolution of disk galaxies. In the follow-
ing, we review the PEH implementation in a few of these
studies. Most of these studies used the analytic formula pro-
posed by Bakes & Tielens (1994) in one form or another.

In dwarf galaxies, Hu et al. (2017) and Emerick et al.
(2019) adopted the formula in Eq. 2, following Bakes & Tie-
lens (1994), Wolfire et al. (2003), and Bergin et al. (2004).
Both studies were able to track free electrons in their mod-
els. However, Emerick et al. (2019) applied Fe that varies
with the gas density in the form Fe = 0.0148n0.235 (because
their chemical network does not track electrons from all es-
sential elements), and they used Remy–Ruyer et al. (2014)
fit to estimate the dust–to–gas ratio. Hu et al. (2017) found
PEH to be a subdominant feedback mechanism in dwarf
galaxies, while Emerick et al. (2019) reported that the mul-
tichannel feedback (including PEH) in their models resulted
in a realistic evolution of a dwarf galaxy that is consistent
with observations in terms of star formation and metallicity
of outflows. Forbes et al. (2016) used a recipe in which the
PEH rate is directly proportional to the flux of the FUV
photons and the density of metals (ZnH) with the approxi-
mation that temperature and electron density have negligi-
ble effects in cold/dense media.

Γpe = 1.3× βFenGeffD ergcm−3s−1 (5)

where Geff = G0e
(−1.33×10−21DNH,tot) is the attenuated ra-

diation field strength in units of Habing and D is the dust–
to–gas ratio. Although Eqs 1 and 2 appear similar, the un-
derlying physics of the dust and ISM is different.

In disk galaxies, Butler et al. (2017) used the same for-
mula used by Forbes et al. (2016) for the PEH rate in their
kpc study on how stellar feedback regulates SFR. The au-
thors concluded that including only SNe feedback results in
similar SFRs to the SFRs in their models where PEH and
ionization due to the FUV and extreme ultraviolet (EUV)
radiation, respectively, are included as well. However, the
ISM has very different temperature and chemical states, and
the young stars have a different distribution. Bekki (2015)
implementation is the same as the implementation we are
presenting here with Fe = 0.003. Tasker (2011) studied the
effect of the PEH and star formation on the GMCs forma-
tion and evolution using Eq. 3 for the PEH rate following
Wolfire et al. (2003).

Γpe = βFeG0

{
exp−(R−R0)/HR ergs−1r > 4kpc

exp−(4−R0)/HR ergs−1r < 4kpc
(6)

where Fe = 0.05, HR, and R0 are the scale length (= 4.1
kpc, Wolfire et al. 2003) and the radial scale length at 8
kpc, respectively. Other implementations can also be found
in Choi et al. (2017) and Hill et al. (2018). In all of those
studies, dust evolution was not explicitly followed.

3 RESULTS

3.1 PEH effects on SFRs

Fig. 1 shows the time evolution of the SFR (upper row) and
the total gas mass (bottom row) in models M3, M4 (fg (gas
fraction) = 0.5), M5, M6 (fg = 0.3), M1, M2 (fg = 0.1),
and M7, M8 (fg = 0.03). The red dashed, and black solid

c© 2005 RAS, MNRAS 000, 1–??
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Figure 1. The time evolution of the SFR (upper row) and the total gas mass (bottom row) in models M3, M4 (fg (gas fraction) = 0.5),

M5, M6 (fg = 0.3), M1, M2 (fg = 0.1), and M7, M8 (fg = 0.03). The red dashed and black solid lines represent models with Fe = 0.05

(W/ PEH) and Fe = 0.0 (W/O PEH), respectively.
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Figure 2. The time evolution of the SFR in models M1, M9,
M10, M11, and M2 with Fe = 0.05, 0.03, 0.01, 0.003, and 0.0 and

fg = 0.1, respectively.

lines represent models with Fe = 0.05 and 0.0, respectively.
When Fe is greater than zero, the PEH is switched on (W/
PEH) in the model with efficiency Fe, and it is switched off
(W/O PEH) when Fe = 0.0. Table 3 gives Fe values for the
different models.

The diffuse heating caused by the PEH results in an ISM
with average temperature one order of magnitude higher in
M1, M3, and M5 compared to M2, M4, and M6, and twice
as hot in M7 compared to M8. Thus, the density of the
ISM drops in models with PEH compared to models with-
out PEH. The rise in temperature and decrease in density
increase the stability of the gas particles in M1, M3, M5,
and M7 against gravitational collapse to form stars (lower

density and higher Jeans’ mass) compared to the gas parti-
cles in M2, M4, M6, and M8 models . Accordingly, the SFR
(upper row) and gas consumption (bottom row) in models
with PEH are lower than in models without PEH. In the ab-
sence of late episodic or continuous gas accretion (isolated
disk galaxy), the SFR gradually declines by 0.6 to 0.2 dex as
the gas fraction decreases from 0.5 to 0.03, respectively. This
decline is due to the gas consumption by star formation.

In addition to the SFRs suppression in models with
PEH compared to models without PEH, the magnitude
of suppression (how much SFR is reduced when PEH is
switched on) increases with the gas fraction, which can also
be seen in the gas evolution (bottom row). For instance,
when the gas fraction is increased from 0.1 in M1 and M2
(middle–right column) to 0.5 in M3 and M4 (left column),
the SFRs rose considerably, especially in the case where PEH
is switched off. The average SFRs increased by 0.65 dex in
M3 compared to M1 and by 1.14 dex in M4 compared to M2.
Moreover, PEH suppressed star formation by 0.74 dex in M3
compared to M4, while a suppression of 0.26 dex occurred
in M1 compared to M2.

One of the models’ limitations is the unresolved elec-
tron density which forced us to treat Fe as a parameter that
ranges from 0.05 to 0.003 (Bakes & Tielens 1994). Fig. 2
shows the time evolution of the SFR in models M1, M9,
M10, M11, and M2 with Fe = 0.05, 0.03, 0.01, 0.003, and
0.0 and fg = 0.1, respectively. The suppression of the SFR,
as in the case of gas fraction, is present in all models with
PEH regardless of Fe value, however, its magnitude depends
on the actual value of Fe adopted (increases with Fe ). Fe
is not constant and varies according to the ISM conditions,
hence adopting one value for Fe throughout the galaxy re-
sults in error in estimating the mean SFR corresponding to

c© 2005 RAS, MNRAS 000, 1–??
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Figure 3. The time evolution of the SFR in models M1 (red
dashed, Fe = 0.05) and M12 (black solid, Fe = 0.05) with H and

H2 dependent SF recipes, respectively, top panel. The bottom
panel shows the same in models M1 (red dashed, W/ DE) and

M13 (black solid, W/O DE) with and without dust evolution,

respectively.

a standard deviation of up to 0.1 dex. The same argument
holds for models M16, M17, and M18 with gas fraction 0.5,
where the estimation of the SFR is associated with an error
corresponding to 0.2 dex standard deviations.

The physics included in the models influences the re-
sultant SFRs as well. In Fig. 3 we examine the influence of
the SF recipe and the dust model on the previous results.
The top panel shows the time evolution of the SFR in mod-
els M1 (red dashed) and M12 (black solid) with H and H2

dependent SF recipes, respectively. In both models, PEH is
switched on (Fe = 0.05). Adopting SFR that scales with the
total gas density rather than with the H2 density results in a
slight overestimation of the SFR (0.02 dex on average). The
density of the total gas is more often around the threshold
density for the star formation, unlike H2 density, which re-
sults in a reduction of the star formation. The two models
share similar SFRs only when the gas is mostly molecular.
The slightly lower SFR in M12 beyond 500 Myrs resulted in
dust build–up which, in turn, suppressed the star formation
further through PEH. With a slight delay, the build–up of
dust enhanced H2 abundance. In this case, where the ISM
has significantly high molecular hydrogen fraction, adopting
either of the star formation recipes results in a small dif-
ference. On the contrary, in the case of the model without
PEH, the difference is more significant since it has a lower
hydrogen fraction throughout the course of the evolution.

The bottom panel of Fig. 3 shows the time evolution
of the SFR in models M1 (red dashed, W/ DE) and M13
(black solid, W/O DE). Dust evolution due to formation by
stars, destruction by SNe, and growth in dense media is im-
plemented in M1. In M13, constant dust–to–gas ratio (D) is
used instead. PEH is implemented in both models with Fe =
0.05. Implementing constant D results in an overestimation
of the SFR (0.04 dex on average) since D decreases steadily

as the galaxy evolves and consumes its gas which suppresses
the PEH effect. In the model with dust evolution, dust abun-
dance increases gradually with time until it reaches a peak
before declining at later epochs. The adopted dust model
would not influence the SFR in models without PEH and
with H–dependent SF recipe since these models are hardly
sensitive to how much dust is present in the ISM. This im-
plies that models that implement constant D underestimate
or overestimate PEH effect in suppressing SFRs depending
on the adopted D.

3.2 PEH effects on the gas and dust distributions

Fig. 4 shows the xy projections of the mass surface density of
the total gas (upper row), H2 (middle–upper row), metals
(middle–bottom row), and dust (bottom row) (ΣG, ΣH2 ,
ΣM , and ΣD, respectively) in logarithmic scale at T = 1 Gyr.
The left column shows models M1 (left subfigures in each
panel) and M2 (right subfigures in each panel). The right
column shows models M3 (left subfigures in each panel) and
M4 (right subfigures in each panel).

The extra heat supplied to the ISM through PEH causes
the 3D density of the individual gas particles (n) to drop
which in turn suppresses star formation. Accordingly, M1
and M3 models after 1 Gyr of evolution have 6% and 31%
higher amount of gas in total compared to the gas in M2 and
M4 models, respectively. The process also influences H2 and
dust abundances, as the relatively quiet environment (less
star formation and SNe going off) allows H2 to continue
forming on dust grains (Cazaux & Tielens 2004; Fukui &
Kawamura 2010) and dust grains to continue growing in
molecular clouds (Savage & Sembach 1996; Jones 2000; Sofia
2004). The result is 55% and 43% higher amount of H2 and
33% and 46% higher amount of dust in M1 and M3 models,
respectively. Metals are affected in such a way that models
without PEH have a higher amount of metals. This is a result
of the higher SFRs (more metals produced by stars) and the
less/more efficient dust growth/destruction in these models
compared to models with PEH. Thus, the gas, H2, and dust
surface densities are higher in models M1 and M3 compared
to models M2 and M4, while M2 and M4 have higher metals
surface densities. The increase/decrease in the total mass of
the H2, dust, and total gas, in 1 Gyr (the mass growth rate)
is given in Table 4.

Furthermore, the xy projection of the total gas, H2, and
dust in M1 model show multiple high–density cores apart
from the central region, while metals projection does not
show such cores since at the position of these cores met-
als are used up by dust growth. The area and density con-
trast between these cores and their background are prob-
ably smaller than the characteristic values of clumps. On
the contrary, the xy projections in M2 do not show as many
high–density regions. Although gas distribution in M1 model
shows a rather small bar or a boxy/peanut–shaped bulge
(Berentzen et al. 2007) compared to the bar seen in M2,
the stellar distributions show spiral arms in both models, a
bar in M1, and a boxy–shaped bulge in M2. It is difficult to
conclude that one galaxy/galaxy–model is clumpier than the
other just by visual inspection. In case we adopt the simple
definition that clumps are high–density contrasts embedded
in a low–density background covering an area of at least
one square kpc (consistent with clump size in high–redshift
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Figure 4. The xy projection of the mass surface density of the total gas (upper row), H2 (middle–upper row), metals (middle–bottom

row), and dust (bottom row) (ΣG, ΣH2 , ΣM , and ΣD, respectively) in logarithmic scale at T = 1 Gyr. The left column shows M1 (left
subfigures in each panel) and M2 (right subfigures in each panel) models. The right column shows M3 (left subfigures in each panel) and

M4 (right subfigures in each panel) models.
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Figure 5. 2D histograms of the temperature versus density at T = 1 Gyr. Left panel shows models M1 (left subfigure) and M2 (right

subfigure). Right panel shows models M3 (left subfigure) and M4 (right subfigure). The vertical and horizontal dashed lines roughly
illustrate regions of the phase diagram where the different ISM phases are contained according to their temperature.

clumpy galaxies), we find that only the H2 projection in M2
shows distinct clumps.

All the different components of the ISM (HI, H2, met-
als, and dust) show clumpy structure in M3 and M4 models
with M4 model showing more prominent clumps compared
to their background. Young stellar populations associated
with these gas clumps indicate the efficient star formation
therein. M3 model also shows a disrupted bar with a bulge
compared to the bulge seen in M4 model. The bulge in M4
could, possibly, be a remnant of a bar that formed earlier
and was destroyed due to the accretion of clumpy gas (bar
self–destruction, Pfenniger & Norman 1990; Norman et al.
1996; Kormendy & Kennicutt 2004; Kormendy 2013) which
is indeed present. The bulge could also be formed by migra-
tion of the gas clumps to the central regions (e.g., Elmegreen
et al. 2008) without passing through the bar formation stage.
It is worth noting that the disk in M4 is a disrupted disk
which means the inclusion of PEH (with efficiency as low
as 0.003) helps in stabilizing gas–rich (fg > 0.5) Milky way–
like disks. At high redshifts, clumpy marginally stable disk
galaxies (Hitschfeld et al. 2009; Puech 2010; Cacciato et al.
2012; Fisher et al. 2014) are found to have, on average, gas
fractions between 0.4 and 0.6 (Tacconi et al. 2008; Daddi et
al. 2008; 2010). Hence, disks in M3 and M4 could represent
clumpy disks at high redshifts.

Effects of PEH on the ISM in models M1, M2, M3, and
M4 are also depicted in Figs 5 and 6. Fig. 5 illustrates the
2D histograms of the ISM temperature versus density at T
= 1 Gyr. The left panel shows histograms of models M1 (left
subfigure) and M2 (right subfigure). The right panel shows
models M3 (left subfigure) and M4 (right subfigure). These
phase diagrams show the multiphase nature of the ISM in
the models where cold, warm, and hot gas phases co–exist.
The vertical and horizontal dashed lines roughly illustrate
regions of the phase diagram where the different phases are
contained according to their temperature. The hot dense gas
(T > 104 K and n > 1 cm−3) seen in models M1, M3, and
M4 is SNe shocked–heated gas located in the disk, while
the low–density gas (n < 10−2 cm−3) resides in the halo,
mostly, (|z| > 2 kpc) and the think disk (1 < |z| < 2 kpc).
Models with PEH tend to have lower fractions of cold and

warm gas, and a higher fraction of hot gas compared to the
models without PEH, i.e. the ISM properties tend to shift
to the upper right corner of the phase diagram when PEH is
switched on. Moreover, the transition between the hot/warm
gas with a temperature of around 104 K and the warm/cold
gas with a temperature of around 102 K is smoother in the
presence of PEH.

ISM in other simulations without PEH (e.g. Forbes et
al. 2016; Hu et al. 2017) has hot gas fraction that is likely
higher compared to our models without PEH. Moreover, in
other studies with and without PEH there is no to little
dense hot gas (T > 104 K and n > 1 cm−3) formed in
the models (e.g. Hu et al. 2016; Forbes et al. 2016; Emerick
et al. 2019) apart from the model in Capelo et al. (2018)
study. Capelo et al. (2018) noted that this gas is kept arti-
ficially hot because of the cooling scheme they implement.
One interesting diagram is shown in Aoyama et al. (2017;
Fig. 2), which is similar to our models with PEH although
their model is without PEH. It is also interesting to see the
suppression of hot gas formation (T > 104 K) when PEH is
included in Forbes et al. (2016) (however they have a cool-
ing problem in their models; see Hu et al. 2017) models. In
Forbes et al. (2016) and Tasker (2011) studies, PEH seems
to suppress the scatter in the phase diagram.

Fig. 6 illustrates normalized 1D histograms of the total
gas and H2 surface densities (top row), metals and dust sur-
face densities (bottom row) at T = 1 Gyr. The left column
depicts histograms of models M1(red–empty histograms)
and M2 (blue filled–hatched histograms). The right column
depicts models M3 (same as M1) and M4 (same as M2).
Histograms are normalized in such a way that the total area
under the histogram is unity. The total gas and metals sur-
face densities have similar distributions in models with and
without PEH and fg = 0.1 (left column), while H2 and dust
surface densities distributions are slightly shifted towards
higher values in M1 (with PEH). The differences in the ISM
properties between models with and without PEH become
more considerable in models with fg = 0.5 (right column).
In this case, distributions of the total gas and metals surface
densities are also different. Models with fg = 0.03 and 0.3
behave similar to the models in the left and right columns,
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Figure 6. 1D normalized histograms of the total gas and H2 surface densities (top row), metals and dust surface densities (bottom row)
at T = 1 Gyr. Left column shows models M1 (red–empty histograms) and M2 (blue filled–hatched histograms). Right column shows

models M3 (same as M1) and M4 (same as M2).

respectively. Generally, the differences in the ISM proper-
ties between each pair of models (with and without PEH)
diminish as the gas fraction decreases.

3.3 PEH effects on the disk clumps

Clumpy disk galaxies are observed not only in the high red-
shift universe but also in the local universe with less fre-
quency though (Shibuya et al. 2016; Buck et al. 2017). Ac-
cordingly, we ran a pair of models that share the same char-
acteristics with M3 and M4 but with baryon fraction 50%
less than what is present in M3 and M4 (i.e. fb = 0.03) to im-
itate present–day gas–rich galaxies, namely, M19 and M20
models. Fig. 7 shows the xy projection, xz projection, and
the radial profiles of the total gas (ΣG, left column from top
to bottom, respectively) and the young stars (ΣNS , right
column from top to bottom, respectively). M19 is shown in
the left subfigure of each panel in the top and middle rows
and represented by the red dashed lines in the bottom row
(Fe = 0.05). M20 is shown in the right subfigure of each
panel in the top and middle rows and represented by the
black solid lines in the bottom row (Fe = 0.0).

M19 shows smoother disk structure compared to the
clumpy disk in M20 which is a result of violent disk insta-
bility. The massive gas clumps in M20 are associated with

massive formation of young stars (right column, a common
feature of clumps, Genzel et al. 2008; Forster Schreiber et al.
2009), unlike M19 where stellar clumps are less pronounced.
While M20 shows clumps that do not follow a specific pat-
tern and a slightly asymmetric disk (a feature of clumpy
galaxies, Conselice et al. 2004), M19 shows a symmetric
disk with clumps that are fragments of spiral arms (Inoue
& Yoshida 2018; 2019). Viewed edge–on, M19 disk resem-
bles present–day galaxies with a triangular bulge, and M20
resembles chain galaxies (Cowie, Hu, & Songaila 1995). The
radial profiles show that M19 returns more gas in most of
the disk compared to M20 since it forms stars at a lower
rate. The clumpy structure is evident in both the gas and
young stars profiles.

Migration of disk clumps to the central regions provides
a viable mechanism for bulge formation (Noguchi 1999; Im-
meli et al. 2004; Dekel et al. 2009). After evolving M19 and
M20 for a period of 3 Gyrs, M20 formed a bulge one order
of magnitude more massive than the bulge in M19. Fig. 8
shows the cumulative histograms of the initial location on
the disk (at T = 0) of the bulge gas particles (at T = 3
Gyr) excluding particles in the bulge at T = 0, i.e. where
the bulge particles located in the disk initially. Red dashed
and black solid lines represent models M19 and M20, respec-
tively. In the case of M20, gas particles from farther parts of
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Figure 7. xy projection, xz projection, and the radial profiles of the total gas (ΣG, left column from top to bottom, respectively) and

the young stars (ΣNS , right column from top to bottom, respectively). M19 is shown in the left subfigure of each panel in the top and
middle rows and represented by the red dashed lines in the bottom row (Fe = 0.05). M20 is shown in the right subfigure of each panel

in the top and middle rows and represented by the black solid lines in the bottom row (Fe = 0.0).

the disk contribute to the bulge formation, unlike gas par-
ticles in model M19. The fraction of the disk particles that
end up in the bulge at 3 Gyr is also higher in the case of
M20.

3.4 Gas fraction in the halo

Gas driven out to the halo by star formation activity and its
subsequent SNe events (White & Rees 1978; Dekel & Silk
1986; White & Frenk 1991; see Veilleux et al. 2005; Naab &
Ostriker 2017 for overviews) is shown in Fig. 9. Fig. 9 shows
the xz projection of the gas surface density at T = 1 Gyr

for models M1 (left) and M2 (right). The disk where PEH in
switched on (left) is slightly thicker and shorter compared
to the disk where PEH is switched off, however, what is in-
teresting is the amount of gas above the disk in each model.
The higher amount of gas in the halo of M1 indicates a
higher gas loading factor; accordingly, the time evolution
of the gas loading factor (µ) is investigated and is shown
in Fig. 10 for models M1 and M2 (left panel), and M3 and
M4 (right panel). Red dashed and black solid lines represent
models M1 and M3, and M2 and M4, respectively. µ is the
ratio between the gas outflow rate and SFR. The outflow
rate (Ṁout) is defined as the mass flux crossing a surface
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Figure 8. The cumulative histograms of the initial location on

the disk (at T = 0) of the bulge gas particles (at T = 3 Gyr)

excluding particles in the bulge at T = 0. The red dashed and
black solid lines represent models M19 and M20, respectively.

Table 4. A subset of the models presented in Table 3 where ∆Mg ,

∆MH2
, and ∆MD are the mass growth rate (

Mfinal−Minitial
Minitial

)

of the total gas, H2, and dust, respectively, in 1 Gyr. Rm is the

change in the gas amount in the halo (|z| > 2 kpc) in 1 Gyr.

Model ID ∆Mg ∆MH2 ∆MD Rm (×107M�)

M1 −0.070 31.8 0.34 1.40 ± 0.20

M2 −0.130 13.8 −0.12 0.02 ± 1.80
M3 −0.065 47.0 1.80 135.00 ± 22.00

M4 −0.350 26.4 0.49 7.30 ± 5.20

M5 −0.072 54.5 1.90 34.00 ± 5.00
M6 −0.240 37.0 1.90 0.57 ± 2.90

M7 −0.037 31.9 0.25 0.014 ± 0.50
M8 −0.045 22.7 0.16 0.015 ± 0.50

M9 −0.086 38.6 0.60 0.43 ± 1.62

M10 −0.112 20.7 0.0006 0.05 ± 1.73
M11 −0.121 13.3 −0.11 0.003 ± 1.61

located at |z| = 2 kpc per unit time and is calculated using
the sum: Ṁout =

∑
img,i

−→vi .n̂/∆x where n̂ is the normal
direction to the disk, mg,i and −→vi are the mass and velocity
of the ith gas particle. Only particles with −→vi .n̂ > 0 are in-
cluded in the sum, ∆x is taken to be 0.5 kpc. M1 and M3
have persistently higher gas outflow rates over time com-
pared with M2 and M4, and µ shows that these outflow
rates are quite significant compared to the SFR and could
influence it. Although the lower star formation activity in
M1 and M3 compared with M2 and M4 implies that M2
and M4 have higher SNe rate which drives gas outflows, the
ISM in M1 and M3 is hotter and less dense compared to the
ISM in M2 and M4. For SNe to drive gas outflows efficiently,
the ambient ISM needs to have low density (SNe efficiency
decreases with increasing ambient density, see equation 10
in Naab & Ostriker 2017; Hu et al. 2017; Hu 2019). Accord-
ingly, we argue that PEH could influence the efficiency of
SNe feedback since it influences the density of the ISM. Ad-
ditionally, the gas driven out to the halo takes longer to cool
down and fall back to the disk. Furthermore, the efficiency
of SNe events in farther, less enriched, regions of the disk is
also altered, resulting in less enriched gas outflows.

To validate those arguments we investigated the ISM
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Figure 9. xz projection of the gas surface density at T = 1 Gyr

for models M1 (left) and M2 (right).

density ambient to SNe, metals and dust distributions in
the halo, and tracked halo gas particles back to the disk.
In tracking halo gas particles, we followed all the particles
that are in the halo (|z| > 2 kpc) at 70 Myrs in both models
in time up to 1 Gyr. Gas particles in the halo of M1 in-
deed tend to spend a longer time in the halo compared with
the particles in M2 model (more than 70% compared with
slightly above 30% of the particles did not make it back to
the disk in the time scale of the simulation). The broader
distribution of dust and metals along with the lower aver-
age metallicity and dust amount in the halo of model M1
compared with M2 supports our last argument. The investi-
gation of the ISM density ambient to SNe, however, is not as
expected where SNe tend to explode in slightly denser gas
in M1 model compared with M2. This is probably because
star formation has exhausted the dense gas in the model
without PEH since in models with gas fraction 0.5 (M3 and
M4) SNe indeed tend to explode in less dense gas in M3
compared with M4 (without PEH). This is hinted to in the
phase diagrams in Fig. 5 looking at the SNe shocked–heated
gas. Fig. 11 shows distributions of the density of the ISM
ambient to SNe in the two pairs of models M1 and M2 (left:
as in Fig. 6) and M3 and M4 (right: as in Fig. 6) Table
4 describes the change in the gas amount (Rm (M�)) in
the halo (|z| > 2 kpc) over 1 Gyr in models with different
gas fractions and PEH efficiencies. The choice of the 2 kpc
cut off is somewhat arbitrarily and is mainly to ensure that
we do not include gas in the thick disk in our calculation,
especially for models with a high gas fraction. The errors as-
sociated with Rm values account for the extent of the halo
adopted (calculated for |z| > 1, 2, and 3 kpc). The extent
of the disk is taken to be 24, 35, 40, and 50 kpc for models
with fg = 0.03, 0.1, 0.3, and 0.5, respectively. The amount
of gas in the halo increases with the gas fraction and PEH
efficiency because of both influence SFRs in the models. Rm
is defined as follows:

Rm = Mg,h,f −Mg,h,i M� (7)

where Mg,h,f and Mg,h,i are the total gas in the halo (|z| >
2 kpc) at T = 1 Gyr and T = 0 Gyr, respectively.
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Figure 10. Gas loading factor (ratio of the outflow rate to the SFR) as a function of time for models M1 and M2 (left panel), and M3

and M4 (right panel). The red dashed lines represent models M1 and M3, while the black solid lines represent models M2 and M4.

Figure 11. Distributions of the density of the ISM ambient to SNe in two pairs of models M1 and M2 (left: as in Fig. 6) and M3 and

M4 (right: as in Fig. 6).

4 DISCUSSION

4.1 Star formation suppression

Several processes lead to star formation suppression in
galaxies such as stellar feedback that results in galactic
winds (e.g. White & Rees 1978; Dekel & Silk 1986; White &
Frenk 1991; Ceverino & Klypin 2009; Muratov et al. 2015;
El–Badry et al. 2016), AGN feedback (Nulsen et al. 2005;
McNamara & Nulsen 2007; Fabian 2012; Cicone et al. 2014),
and environmental effects (e.g. tidal or ram–pressure strip-
ping, Gunn & Gott 1972; Moore et al. 1996; Abadi et al.
1999; Bekki 2014; Poggianti et al. 2017). Here, we have
shown that photoelectric heating (PEH) of the gas by elec-
trons ejected from dust grains suppresses star formation by
reducing/increasing the density/temperature of the gas and
probably creating an environment for SNe feedback to be
more efficient. We tried to demonstrate the second point by
investigating the gas amount in the halo, gas loading factors,
time spent in the halo by gas particles, dust and metals dis-
tributions in the halo, and the ISM ambient to SNe in mod-
els with gas fractions 0.1 and 0.5. All these investigations,
except for the ISM ambient to SNe in models with gas frac-
tion 0.1 (see section 3.4 however), show that SNe efficiency
is altered somehow in models with PEH. Models with PEH

have a higher quantity of gas in their halos (|z| > 2 kpc),
more than 70% of the halo gas particles we tracked did not
fall back to the disk in the time scale of the simulation, i.e.
they are unavailable for star formation. Gas loading factors
study also indicates the efficiency of outflows in affecting
star formation.

Star formation occurs in models with different gas frac-
tions, star formation recipes, dust models, and PEH effi-
ciencies. The suppression on average ranges from negligi-
ble values to approximately a factor of five depending on
the specific implementation. The parameter with the high-
est impact is the gas fraction because it controls the gas
density which, in turn, controls star formation and photo-
electric heating. We also note that the difference in the ISM
properties between models with and without PEH becomes
more considerable as the gas fraction increases. Accordingly,
the SFR in models without PEH and with a higher gas frac-
tion is enhanced compared to models with lower gas fraction,
while in models with PEH and a higher gas fraction SFR is
suppressed compared to models with a lower gas fraction.
The suppression lasts for a few Gyrs depending on the gas
fraction (Butler et al. 2017), however its impact on the ISM
may last for a longer time. It is worth noting that imple-
menting a constant Fe throughout the galaxy is an oversim-
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plification which results in errors in estimating SFRs that
are corresponding to standard deviation of 0.1 to 0.2 dex for
models with gas fractions 0.1 and 0.5, respectively. Those
errors become less significant compare to the suppression as
the gas fraction increases.

4.2 PEH effects on the ISM structure and
abundance

PEH and the subsequent reduction of the star formation
activity influence the ISM in a non–linear manner where
abundances, radial profiles, and 2D distributions of the dif-
ferent components of the ISM are altered. H2 abundance
is enhanced because of the lower consumption by star for-
mation and dissociation by UV radiation from young stars.
Moreover, the lower SNe rate enhances dust abundance by
effectively reducing dust destruction. Thus, H2 continues to
form on dust grains, and dust grains continue to grow in
molecular clouds. Most of the H2 in those models, however, is
not star–forming molecular gas (i.e. warm molecular hydro-
gen). On the contrary, metals are found in lower quantities
in models with PEH, not only because of the lower amount
of metals supplied by stars (lower SFRs, Hu et al. 2016) but
also because of efficient dust growth which exhausted a high
fraction of metals. Additionally, the inclusion of PEH leads
to a flattening in the metallicity gradients.

PEH effects on the structure and properties of the ISM
are found to be more significant as the gas fraction increases.
In particular, models without PEH and with gas fraction of
0.5 developed pronounced gaseous and stellar clumps (see
Figs 4 and 7). These clumps form gravitating systems to-
wards which gas and disk stars gravitate, and they last for
several dynamical times. Models with PEH formed less pro-
nounced, short–lived (< 100 Myrs) gaseous clumps along the
spiral arms. These models can be linked to the clumpy disk
galaxies at high and low redshifts (Cowie, Hu, & Songaila
1995; van den Bergh et al. 1996; Conselice et al. 2004; Genzel
et al. 2008; Tadaki et al. 2014; Murata et al. 2014; Guo et al.
2015; Shibuya et al. 2016; Buck et al. 2017; Guo et al. 2018)
where clumps in rotationally supported systems form via
disk instabilities such as Toomre (1964) instability (Noguchi
1998; 1999; Shapiro et al. 2008; Dekel et al. 2009; Bournaud
& Elmegreen 2009) and spiral arms fragmentation (Inoue
& Yoshida 2018; 2019). The fate of these clumpy galaxies
is still under debate, however, PEH could have had an im-
portant role in suppressing the formation, shortening the life
time of these clumps, and further stabilize the disks that are
thought to be the progenitors of present–day galaxies (e.g.
Shlosman & Noguchi 1993; Noguchi 1998; 1999; Hopkins,
Quataert & Murray 2012).

Disk clumps are, arguably, able to migrate to the central
regions of the galaxy and contribute to the bulge formation
(Noguchi 1999; Immeli et al. 2004; Dekel et al. 2009). After
evolving models M19 and M20 (Fig. 7) for 3 Gyrs, we report
tentative evidence of bulge formation suppression via PEH.
The model without PEH (M20) has a bulge one order of
magnitude more massive than the bulge in the model with
PEH (M19). Our forthcoming studies will investigate PEH
effects on clumps formation and evolution.
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Figure 12. The time evolution of the SFR in models: M14 (red
dashed, Fe = 0.05) and M15 (black solid, Fe = 0.0) of interacting

pair of galaxies.

4.3 Effects of the physical models implemented

4.3.1 Star formation recipes and dust models

When PEH is implemented in the models, H2 density be-
comes sufficiently high for a H2–dependent star formation
recipe to maintain SFR similar to the SFR when a H–
dependent recipe is implemented. This is not the case for
models without PEH since their H2 density is considerably
low compared to the total gas density which results in sup-
pression of the SFR. Hence, with PEH, implementing either
of the star formation recipes makes little difference. The
contrary occurs when a constant dust–to–gas ratio is imple-
mented (e.g. Hu et al. 2017; Emerick et al. 2019) instead of
implementing explicit dust evolution. SFRs are influenced
in models with PEH and not in models without PEH. SFRs
are overestimated in the case of models with PEH. Thus,
the magnitude of SFR suppression is underestimated in this
case, however, it could be also overestimated depending on
the adopted dust–to–gas ratio.

4.3.2 Galaxy mass

Another important property that influences feedback pro-
cesses in general and photoelectric heating in particular is
the galaxy mass. Several studies showed that PEH sup-
presses star formation in dwarf galaxies (Forbes et al. 2016;
Hu et al. 2017) and massive galaxies (Tasker 2011; Bekki
2015). Hence, we have run an extra set of models that in-
cludes Milky Way, M33, and SMC like (Mh = 1012, 1011,
and 1010 M�) with a gas resolution of about 2 × 105 M�.
The models share the same parameters with the MW–like
models presented here except for the mass, size, and reso-
lution. We confirm the previous results and report that the
magnitude of suppression depends on the gas fraction as
well as the galaxy mass. The magnitude decreases as the
mass decreases, however, it is not entirely clear when the
gas fraction is small (fg ∼ 0.03).

4.3.3 Interacting galaxies

In Fig. 12, we explore whether or not our findings hold in
the case of interacting galaxies. Models M14 (red dashed, Fe

c© 2005 RAS, MNRAS 000, 1–??
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= 0.05) and M15 (black solid, Fe = 0.0) contain interacting
pair of galaxies. At the beginning (in the first ∼ 500 Myrs)
when the two galaxies are far apart, they act as isolated
galaxies in terms of the PEH suppression of SFR, i.e. the
model with PEH has SFR that is about 0.14 dex lower than
the SFR in the model without PEH. At the time of their
closest encounter (∼ 600 Myrs), the model with PEH re-
tained enough gas to starburst with higher magnitude/SFR
and longer duration compared to the model without PEH.
Afterwards, the SFR in the model with PEH drops slightly
below the SFR in the model without PEH.

5 CONCLUSIONS AND SUMMARY

In this paper, we have used our original SPH code to study
the influence of photoelectric heating (PEH) of the gas by
electrons ejected from dust grains on the evolution of lu-
minous disk galaxies. The evolution of the gas, dust, and
ISRF are self–consistently implemented in the code. Dust
evolution includes dust formation by stars, destruction by
SNe, and growth in dense media. However, the code does
not reach the necessary resolution to resolve the electron
density in the ISM, hence, we treat the PEH efficiency (Fe)
as a parameter that ranges between 0.05 and 0.003 (Bakes
& Tielens 1994). Our main results are summarized in the
following.

(i) The diffuse heating caused by the PEH results in an
ISM with an average temperature that is a factor of two to
one order of magnitude higher compared to the ISM where
PEH is switched off. This causes the density of the ISM
to drop by a few and in turn, SFRs are suppressed. The
suppression occurs in models with different gas fractions,
star formation recipes, dust models, and PEH efficiencies.
However, the magnitude of suppression (how much SFR is
reduced when PEH is switched on) depends on the specific
parameters adopted.

(ii) On the other hand, PEH enhances SNe feedback by
altering the gas desnity. This enhancement increases the gas
fraction in the halo. The gas driven out to the halo takes
a long time (longer than the simulation timescale) to cool
down and fall back onto the disk which makes it unavailable
for star formation. The study of the gas mass loading factors
in a few models indicates the efficiency of the outflows in
affecting star formation.

(iii) The moderate consumption of the gas by star for-
mation in models with PEH results in a higher abundance
of all the different ISM components except for the gas–phase
metals. Metals are less abundant in models with PEH com-
pared to models without PEH because of their lower produc-
tion rate by stars and their consumption by dust growth.
Accordingly, PEH (through dust evolution) influences the
global properties, radial profiles, and spatial distributions of
the ISM. Perhaps one of the most important radial profiles
are the metallicity profiles, we find that PEH flattens those
profiles.

(v) Gas–rich disk galaxies in high redshift universe (z ∼
1–3) and the local universe (with less frequency) are found
to have clumpy disks. Several mechanisms were proposed
in the literature for clump formation, including violent disk
instabilities and spiral arms fragmentation. When PEH is
switched on, the violent disk instability is suppressed and

less pronounced clumps are formed along the spiral arms.
Furthermore, bulge formation via clump migration is also
suppressed.
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