arXiv:2109.01674v2 [astro-ph.GA] 1 Aug 2022

DRAFT VERSION AUGUST 2, 2022
Typeset using IATEX twocolumn style in AASTeX62

Can Cooling and Heating Functions be Modeled with Homogeneous Radiation Fields?

DAVID ROBINSON,"? CAMILLE AVESTRUZ,"? AND NICKOLAY Y. GNEDIN®+?

1 Department of Physics; University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 48109, USA
2 Leinweber Center for Theoretical Physics; University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 48109, USA
3 Particle Astrophysics Center; Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory; Batavia, IL 60510, USA
4 Kavli Institute for Cosmological Physics; The University of Chicago; Chicago, IL 60637, USA
5 Department of Astronomy & Astrophysics; The University of Chicago; Chicago, IL 60637, USA

(Received September 3, 2021; Revised July 28, 2022; Accepted July 31, 2022)
Submitted to ApJ

ABSTRACT

Cooling and heating functions describe how radiative processes impact the thermal state of a gas
as a function of its temperature and other physical properties. In a most general case the functions
depend on the detailed distributions of ionic species and on the radiation spectrum. Hence, these
functions may vary on a very wide range of spatial and temporal scales. In this paper, we explore
cooling and heating functions between 5 < z < 10 in simulated galaxies from the Cosmic Reionization
On Computers (CROC) project. We compare three functions. First, the actual cooling and heating
rates of hydrodynamic cells as a function of cell temperature. Second, the median cooling and heating
functions computed using median interstellar medium (ISM) properties (median ISM). Last, the median
of the cooling and heating functions of all gas cells (instantaneous). We find that the median ISM
and instantaneous approaches to finding a median cooling and heating function give identical results
within the spread due to cell-to-cell variation. However, the actual cooling (heating) rates experienced
by the gas at different temperatures in the simulations do not correspond to either summarized cooling
(heating) functions. In other words, the thermodynamics of the gas in the simulations cannot be
described by a single set of a cooling plus a heating function with a spatially constant radiation field
that could be computed with common tools, such as Cloudy.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The physics of galaxy formation depends on the inter-
play between gravitational compression and dissipative
cooling of the proto-galactic material. On smaller scales,
this same behavior is replicated in star formation (e.g.
Binney 1977; Rees & Ostriker 1977; Silk 1977). For ex-
ample, the cooling rate of gas in a galactic disk can affect
the accretion rate of new material onto the disk, which
in turn affects the star formation rate (Kannan et al.
2013).

Cooling and heating functions describe how the en-
ergy density of a gas fluid element changes with time
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due to radiative processes (e.g. Tucker & Gould 1966;
Cox & Tucker 1969; Sutherland & Dopita 1993). Hence,
these functions play an important role in galaxy forma-
tion. The form of these functions depend on the ion-
ization states and energy levels of atoms and ions, and
have been extensively calculated and tabulated for so-
lar and cosmic abundances with the assumption that
the gas is in Collisional Ionization Equilibrium (CIE).
CIE assumes that there is no incident ionizing radia-
tion and the abundances of various ions are set by a
balance between collisional ionization and recombina-
tion (Cox & Tucker 1969; Sutherland & Dopita 1993;
Tucker & Gould 1966). Under the assumption of CIE,
the cooling and heating functions depend only on the
gas temperature, density, and metallicity. Without the
CIE assumption, the cooling and heating functions can
depend on any physical quantity which affects the ion-
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ization states and energy levels of any chemical element
in the gas. In particular, one such quantity is the inci-
dent radiation field, specified by its specific intensity .J,.
Radiation fields can ionize and change the energy lev-
els of ions, thus affecting which atomic transitions can
emit or absorb photons. Previous works indicate that
the presence of ionizing radiation fields can significantly
modify the cooling and heating functions of gas (e.g.
Gnedin & Hollon 2012; Wiersma et al. 2009; Faerman
et al. 2021; Romero et al. 2021).

Since radiation fields impact cooling and heating func-
tions, which, in turn, impact galaxy formation, incident
radiation fields can affect galaxy formation in a non-
trivial way. Some examples of this include suppressing
of cooling, leading to fewer dwarf galaxies forming (Efs-
tathiou 1992) or preventing cooling of gas at T ~ 10*~45
K through suppression of cooling via photoionization of
neutral hydrogen (Ceverino et al. 2014).

Proper modeling of cooling and heating functions
therefore requires an understanding of the dependence
of cooling and heating functions on the incident radi-
ation field J,. For example, Wiersma et al. (2009)
demonstrates that photoionization by extragalactic ra-
diation can modify cooling functions by about an order
of magnitude in realistic conditions. There are various
ways to approach modeling this dependence, with vary-
ing accuracy. The most conceptually straightforward
approach is to compute the cooling and heating func-
tions using the full radiation field via a radiative trans-
fer code such as Cloudy (Ferland et al. 1998). How-
ever, this is too computationally expensive to be viable
in simulations. A more practical approach is to tabu-
late results from Cloudy with gas temperature, density,
and metallicity assuming a spatially constant but tem-
porally varying extragalactic background (e.g. Haardt
& Madau 2001; Faucher-Giguere et al. 2009; Faucher-
Giguere 2020). Both Illustris (Vogelsberger et al. 2014,
2013) and EAGLE (Schaye et al. 2014), two state of the
art cosmological hydrodynamic simulations, use such an
approach. While this approach does incorporate some
effects of photoionizing radiation on cooling and heat-
ing, it does not account for the radiation field from local
sources within galaxies, which is by far the dominant
contribution for ISM gas (Schaye et al. 2014).

Gnedin & Hollon (2012) describe a straightforward, al-
beit approximate, way to incorporate local J, contribu-
tions by approximating the full radiation spectrum de-
pendence with several key photoionization rates. Hence,
one can tabulate the values for cooling and heating func-
tions in a reasonably sized grid in temperature, density,
metallicity, and photoionization rates. We will describe
this approach in further detail in section 2.2. Other

works approach including the effect of the local radia-
tion field in different ways. For example, Ploeckinger
& Schaye (2020) includes an interstellar radiation field
with the same shape as that of the Milky Way, scaled
by the local gas properties. Thus, their approximation
scheme does not include any radiation field parameters
(such as photoionization rates).

In this paper, we examine the cooling and heating
functions of simulated galaxies from the Cosmic Reion-
ization on Computers (CROC) project (Gnedin 2014).
In these simulations, the dependence of the cooling and
heating functions on the local radiation field is com-
puted using the approximation scheme of Gnedin & Hol-
lon (2012). We compare three approaches to finding the
median cooling and heating function across halos of sim-
ilar mass at a given redshift to see whether the forms of
these functions vary, and if so, how. In section 2, we
discuss the methodology: the simulations we use, how
we calculate the cooling and heating functions, and the
three different cooling and heating function medians we
consider. In section 3, we demonstrate our results com-
paring the cooling and heating function medians. Fi-
nally, we close with a summary and discussion of our
results and potential future work in section 4.

2. METHODOLOGY
2.1. CROC Simulations

For this work, we use simulations from the Cosmic
Reionization on Computers (CROC) project, a program
of simulations utilizing the Adaptive Refinement Tree
(ART) code (Kravtsov 1999; Kravtsov et al. 2002; Rudd
et al. 2008). The simulations include many physical
processes expected to be necessary to model cosmic
reionization self-consistently. These processes include
gravity, gas dynamics, star formation, stellar feedback,
the formation of molecular hydrogen, ionizing radiation
from stars and other sources, radiative transfer, and
metallicity and radiation field-dependent cooling and
heating computed using the approximation scheme of
Gnedin & Hollon (2012), which excludes cooling and
heating effects due to cosmic rays, molecules, and dust.
The ionizing radiation due to stars is the only ionizing
radiation source fully calculated self-consistently. The
simulation incorporates other sources in the radiation
background as seen by all regions of the simulation, in-
stead of calculating the contribution from those sources
locally. For more details on the CROC simulations, see
Gnedin (2014).

For this work, we use one 20h~! comoving Mpc box
size simulation realization (denoted box A), which has
a spatial resolution of 100 pc. CROC resolves the radi-
ation field in both space and time, allowing us to study
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both the space and time-dependence of cooling and heat-
ing functions.

2.2. Cooling and Heating Functions

We can divide the rate of change of the gas energy
density due to radiative processes into two pieces: pro-
cesses which increase the energy density of the gas (heat-
ing processes), and processes which decrease the energy
density of the gas (cooling processes). Guided by this
distinction, we can write:

du

2
— =n; |I(T,..
dt rad b[ ( 7

) 7A(T7)]7 (1)
where u is the energy density of the gas, n; is the num-
ber density of baryons (here, baryons refer to hydrogen,
helium, and metal nuclei), and T', A are the respective
cooling and heating functions of the gas; T is the gas
temperature and ‘...” in the cooling and heating func-
tions indicate that these functions generally depend on
additional variables besides T". The factor of n? accounts
for the baryon number density dependence of collisional
processes involving two gas particles. In collisional ion-
ization equilibrium (CIE), where collisional ionization
is balanced by electron recombination, the prefactor of
n? ensures that both I' and A are independent of n;, in
the absence of three-body processes (Gnedin & Hollon
2012). Note that the left-hand side of equation 1 only
includes changes in energy density due to radiative pro-
cesses, excluding other processes (e.g. gas heating due
to adiabatic compression).

While I and A are independent of density n; and de-
pend only on gas temperature and metallicity for gas in
CIE, an incident radiation field J, can modify the distri-
bution of energy levels and ionization states of gas parti-
cles, changing I and A. For an arbitrary J,, calculating
I and A would require a radiative transfer code such as
Cloudy (Ferland et al. 1998). In order to calculate the
radiation field-dependent cooling and heating functions,
we use the approximation scheme of Gnedin & Hollon
(2012). This is the same approximation that CROC uses
to follow gas cooling and heating within the simulation,
making this procedure self-consistent (Gnedin 2014).

This approximation assumes that J, follows a gen-
eral form including contributions from stars and ac-
tive galactic nuclei (AGN). The implementation approx-
imates the J, dependence with 4 key photoionization
rates: HI (neutral hydrogen), Hel (neutral helium), CVI
(quintuply-ionized carbon), and the Lyman and Werner
bands photodissociation rate for molecular hydrogen
(parameterized by Qur, Quer, Qcvi, and Quw, where
Q; = P;/ny, and P; is the photoionization rate for the
relevant band). The cooling and heating functions also

depend on the local gas temperature T', baryon number
density np, and metallicity Z. The cooling and heating
functions are computed using the radiative transfer code
Cloudy for a table of 4000 values of these parameters,
and linear interpolation in each parameter is used for
intermediate values (Gnedin & Hollon 2012).

This approximation scheme fares well compared to
Cloudy calculations within the parameter space of the
table described above. When evaluated on a uniformly
log-spaced grid of parameter values (different from the
table described above) and compared to the cooling and
heating functions calculated by Cloudy, the approxima-
tion scheme leads to fractional errors > 2 in fewer than
1 in 103 cases. Fractional errors of about 6 occur in
around 1 in 10° cases (Gnedin & Hollon 2012).

2.3. Cooling and Heating Functions in the Simulations

We now consider how to describe the cooling and heat-
ing functions in a simulation. To put this question in a
broader context, imagine that someone wants to simu-
late a set of individual galaxies similar to ones modeled
in our cosmological simulations. What cooling and heat-
ing functions should they adopt?

There are several options of increasing level of com-
plexity:

A: The simplest option would be to adopt a single set
of cooling and heating functions F(T) (i.e. func-
tion of temperature only) for the whole simula-
tion. This would be the case if one used, for ex-
ample, the collisional ionization (CIE) only cooling
function (Sutherland & Dopita 1993). It is rarely
a good approximation, since cooling and heating
functions also depend on other gas properties.

B: The next step is to take the cooling and heating
functions F (7T, n, Z) that depend on the gas den-
sity and metallicity, but ignore the dependence on
the spatial variations in the radiation field (such
an approximation may still depend on the uni-
form radiation field, like cosmic background, e.g.
Kravtsov et al. 2002; Wiersma et al. 2009). This
18 the most commonly used approximation. It is
the approach used in Illustris-TNG (Vogelsberger
et al. 2014, 2013) and EAGLE (Schaye et al. 2014),
which both include the effects of a time-varying
but spatially homogeneous extragalactic radiation
field.

C: Finally, a simulation can adopt the full dependence
of the cooling and heating functions F(T,n, Z, J,)
on gas density, metallicity, and the radiation field
at every spatial location. This is the approach
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used here, and has also been adopted in other sim-
ulations such as DRAGONS (Mutch et al. 2016)
and Cosmic Dawn (Ocvirk et al. 2016).

The main question we consider in this paper is how
well approximations for cases A and B describe the cool-
ing and heating functions from the case C that is used
in our simulations. In order to simplify this question,
we consider limited bins in gas density and metallicity
within which we can treat densities and metallicities as
being approximately constant at the median values ng
and Zy, respectively. Within each bin, cases A and B
are identical.

In the simulation, resolution elements (in our case grid
cells) within a single bin in density and metallicity have
a range of temperatures and radiation fields, and hence
also a range of cooling and heating rates F; that the cells
1 have at a given timestep. There are several possible
ways one can turn a set of such rates into a single set of
cooling and heating functions F (7).

The most direct way one can define F(T') is for each
value at T to be an average or a median of all cells ¢ that
have temperatures T; sufficiently close to T' (say, within
a bin of half-width AT, i.e.

Fr(T) = <-7:(TivniaZivju,i)>\T7Ti|<AT

2
~ <‘F(ﬂ7n07203JD,’L')>|T7T,;\<AT ( )

The second line of the equation emphasizes that, here-
after, we only use cells within single bins of density and
metallicity, |ng — n;| < An and |Zy — Z;| < AZ. We
omit dependence on n; and Z; for brevity.

Since the cooling and heating rates span several orders
of magnitude, we choose the median rather than the
average. We refer to the resulting function from the
median rates as the actual rates, as it represents the
actual cooling and heating rates seen by the cells in the
simulation. Note that the actual cooling and heating
rates Fr do not necessarily correspond to cooling and
heating functions for some “typical” values of density,
metallicity, and the radiation field.

The latter can be defined as the cooling and heating
functions for the median values of density, metallicity,
and the radiation field,

]:-M(T) = ‘F(Tv no, Zo, <Ju,i>)' (3)

Note that such a median ignores all the information
about gas cell temperatures T;, only cell density, metal-
licity, and the radiation field contribute to that defini-
tion. We will refer to this median as the median ISM
cooling and heating functions.

One can also define another median, which we call “in-
stantaneous”. Imagine a cell ¢ with given values of T}, n;,
Z;, and J, ;. If it heats/cools instantaneously, without
any change in n;, Z;, or J,,; (which actually change on
dynamical and/or star formation timescales), then the
temperature of cell ¢ changes with the cooling/heating
functions F(T,n;, Z;,J, ;). Hence, one can define the
median instantaneous cooling and heating functions,

Fi(T) = (F(T,no, Zo, J,3)), (4)

where the median is taken over all cells in the narrow
bins of density and metallicity but with any values of
temperature or the radiation field.

The distinction between the three definitions of the
cooling and heating functions above is subtle but im-
portant. The median ISM cooling and heating func-
tions Fy(T) are indeed cooling and heating functions in
the canonical sense - they can be computed with, say,
Cloudy, for fixed values of ng, Zy, and J,o = (J,.),
while the actual cooling and heating rates and the me-
dian instantaneous cooling and heating functions may
not be. The physical interpretations of the actual cool-
ing and heating rates and median ISM functions are
more clear than for the instantaneous case.

In order to illustrate that a collection of cooling and
heating rates is not equal to the cooling and heating
function, let us consider a single fluid element with
the given density n;, metallicity Z;, and the radiation
field J;. TIts cooling function is A (T,n;, Z;, J;(v)). As
that fluid element cools thermodynamically (let us as-
sume its heating function is initially small), it may also
evolve dynamically. In general, the density of that el-
ement will change (for example, if the cooling is iso-
baric or adiabatic), unless the cooling is isochoric and
no new gas is introduced into the element. The metal-
licity and radiation field may also change. The cooling
rate along the flowline of that fluid element is E¢(t) =
A (T;(t),ni(t), Z;(t), J;(v,t)) and the collection of these
cooling rates in some time interval, { B¢}y, <<, may not
correspond to any cooling function A(T;(t), ns, Z, Ju«)
for some fixed parameters n,, Z., and J,.. We show
in subsequent sections that this is in fact the case, and
highlight the comparison for a range of halo masses and
gas metallicities.

2.4. Median cooling and heating rates and functions of
the ISM

We ultimately want to examine how the actual cool-
ing and heating rates and median ISM and instanta-
neous cooling and heating functions of the interstellar
medium of galaxies in our cosmological simulations vary
with cosmologically relevant quantities, such as redshift
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z and host halo mass. Before we can quantify this be-
havior we first need to examine differences in median
cooling and heating rates and functions to capture the
average behavior of galaxies in a given mass range and
at a given redshift.

In practice, we consider dark matter halos within the
cosmological simulation, rather than individual galaxies.
For each halo identified by the ROCKSTAR (Behroozi et al.
2012) halo catalog at the relevant redshift, we select all
gas cells within one virial radius R, of the center of each
halo. For the mass of the halo, we use the virial mass
M, from the ROCKSTAR halo catalog. To account for
potential effects due to variations in spatial clustering,
we also distinguish between central halos and subhalos
using the ‘parent ID’ from the ROCKSTAR halo catalog.
The particular simulation from the CROC project we
use for this work has redshift snapshots ranging between
z ~ 5 and z ~ 10. Except for when considering the
mass dependence of the cooling and heating functions,
we choose a fiducial mass range of My;, > 1019 h=1 M,
(for the rest of this paper, we write M for M, as virial
masses are the only masses used here).

For each combination of mass range, redshift, and
choice of central or subhalos, we randomly select 50 ha-
los when they are available, and otherwise select all the
halos. To find and utilize the temperature, number den-
sity, metallicity, and photoionization rates of cells within
each halo, we used the toolkit yt (Turk et al. 2011). We
combine the cell data from each of the selected halos,
then compute the median cooling and heating functions
using the procedures described in section 2.3 for specific
bins in density and metallicity (see below). At the den-
sity scales explored in this paper, the hydrodynamic cells
have approximately constant mass. Hence, in physical
terms, the median over hydrodynamic cells is effectively
mass-weighted.

We also apply cell selection criteria when calculat-
ing the cooling and heating functions. We examine
the cooling and heating functions for cells in the den-
sity range of 1 < ny < 10 cm ™3, the metallicity range
0.03 < Z/Zs < 0.1 , where Zg = 0.02 is the metallic-
ity of gas in the solar neighborhood (Gnedin & Hollon
2012), and with radiation field values Py, Pher > 0, and
Pyt > 2% 10720571, The density range corresponds to
the typical galactic ISM. We limit the metallicity to a
relatively narrow range since cooling and heating func-
tions can depend on metallicity. Generally, both cooling
and heating functions increase with metallicity across all
temperatures, since adding more metals to the gas in-
creases the available pathways for radiative cooling and
heating. Increasing metallicity can also introduce new
features (i.e. peaks) to the cooling and heating func-

tions due to elements besides hydrogen and helium. This
range (0.03 < Z/Zg < 0.1) ensures that we have suffi-
cient cells for our analysis between redshifts z ~ 10 and
z ~ 5. The photoionization rate cuts are discussed in
more detail in the next section. Unless otherwise noted,
all gas cells used in the analysis below are within these
parameter ranges.

For each approach described in section 2.3, we com-
pute the median cooling and heating rates and func-
tions over all cells remaining after the cuts described
above from the selected halos at a given redshift in our
fiducial mass bin. As a measure of spread, we compute
the 25th and 75th percentiles. For the spread of actual
rates and the instantaneous functions, we compute per-
centiles within all cells in each temperature bin. For the
median ISM cooling and heating functions, we compute
the spread by evaluating the cooling and heating func-
tions (in each temperature bin) at the 25th and 75th
percentile ISM (that is, the 25th and 75th percentiles
of ny, Z, Puw, Pur, Paer, and Pcyr. This spread is dom-
inated by spread between cells rather than spread be-
tween the medians of different halos. To choose tem-
perature bins, we begin by finding the minimum and
maximum cell temperatures for the halos under consid-
eration. We construct logarithmic temperature bins be-
tween these values, with 20 bins per decade. For ease of
comparison, we evaluate the median ISM and instanta-
neous cooling and heating functions for the same halos
at the logarithmic center of the bins used for the actual
cooling and heating rates (the geometric mean of the bin
edges).

2.5. Numerical artifacts

We exclude cells with any of Pyr, Pyer, Povi equal to
0 because such cells can yield anomalously large cooling
and heating function values with the approximation de-
scribed in Section 2.2. The table used to interpolate be-
tween photoionization rate values in the approximation
does not extend to Py, Puer, Povi this low, so we inter-
pret these cooling and heating function values as numer-
ical artifacts. Some simulated cells where Pgy, Pger, or
Pcyi = 0 are obvious numerical artifacts (that is, none
of these three photoionization should be 0 for that cell).
It is possible that some cells with zero photoionization
rates are not numerical artifacts of the simulation, but
there is no straightforward way to separate such cells,
so we choose to exclude all such cells in this analysis.
This restriction removes a few percent of the cells with
density and metallicity in the ranges described in sec-
tion 2.4. The fraction of cells removed for the (up to)
50 randomly selected central halos in our fiducial mass
bin at various redshifts is shown in Table 1.
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Redshift z | Fraction of discarded cells (%)
5 1.5
8 2.1
9 3.2
10 0.7

Table 1. Cells fraction with Pur, Pher, or Povi = 0 after
density and metallicity cuts.
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Figure 1. Histograms of the CVI photoionization rate Pcvi
vs the Lyman-Werner band photodissociation rate Prw (left)
or the HI photoionization rate Pur (right) for cells in the 50
randomly selected central halos in the fiducial mass range at
z ~ 5. The dashed green horizontal line shows the cutoff
between the low and high radiation field parts of the distri-
bution (Pcvi = 2 X 10720 sfl). The two populations of cells
are distinguished by color. The low Pcvr values and

correlation between Pcovi and Prw for the low Povi popu-
lation has no obvious physical reason and is likely to be a
numerical artifact.

Furthermore, we also exclude cells with Poyr < 2 X
10729 s71. We find that the distribution of the CVI
photoionization rates, Pcyr, of gas cells in all galaxies
in the fiducial mass range is distinctly bimodal across
the entire range of simulated redshifts, with no differ-
ence in behavior between galaxies hosted by central or
subhalos. A representative plot is shown for our 50
randomly selected central halos at z ~ 5 with masses
M > 10 A=t M, in Figure 1. We term the two distinct
regions of the distribution ‘low Pcyp’ for gas populating
the distribution in blue and ‘high Pcvyy’ for gas populat-
ing the distribution in orange. A cutoff of 2 x 1072051
(as shown in the mid-plot horizontal axis in Figure 1)
separates the two modes at all the redshifts we exam-
ined. The range of Pcyy for the low Pcyp distribution
does not vary strongly with redshift. However, the lo-
cation of the narrow range of high Pcyy values system-

Redshift z | Fraction of discarded low Pcvr cells (%)
5 2.9
8 2.8
9 7.9
10 8.8

Table 2. Redshift evolution of low Pgyr cell fraction

atically increases with time from ~ 7 x 10720571 at
z~10to ~3x1077s7 ! at 2 ~ 5 as the cosmic X-
ray background gradually builds up. The cells in each
mode are not separated in the phase space of gas prop-
erties. That is, cells in both parts of the Pgoyr distri-
bution are similarly distributed in temperature, number
density, and metallicity; Povy is the only feature which
cleanly separates the two distributions. The correla-
tion between Pgoyy and Ppw for the low Payy popula-
tion seen in Figure 1 is surprising. CVI is ionized by
X-rays, sourced only by the spatially constant quasar
background in the simulation. On the other hand, the
UV radiation in the Lyman-Werner (LW) bands comes
from both local stellar sources and a spatially constant
UV background (Gnedin 2014). Since these rates origi-
nate from disparate sources, there is no obvious reason
why they should be correlated. We examined some of
these cells visually, and while some of them are located
in very high density regions and could be optically thick
to X-rays, not all such cells are obviously located in these
regions. Hence, we also choose to exclude the cells with
low Pgvi, since we cannot clearly show that they are
not a previously unidentified numerical artifact of the
radiative transfer solver.

Note, no more than a few percent of gas cells (for ha-
los in our fiducial mass range at a given redshift) are cut
from our cooling and heating function calculation with
these radiation field selection criteria (after the density
and metallicity selection criteria have already been ap-
plied).

We find that the fraction of cells with low Pcyy values
(which we remove) varies with redshift. In Table 2, we
show the fraction of total gas cells in (up to) 50 randomly
selected central halos after the density, metallicity, and
photoionization rate cuts described above with low Pov
across various redshifts. The fraction of low-Pgcyr cells
generally increases with increasing redshift.

3. RESULTS
3.1. Actual rates vs. median functions

We first compare the behavior of the median ISM and
instantaneous cooling and heating functions against the
actual cooling and heating rates for the 50 randomly
selected central halos at z ~ 5 in our fiducial mass
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Figure 2. Comparison of actual cooling and heating rates (dashed blue curves) and the median ISM (dotted green) and
instantaneous (solid orange) cooling and heating functions for the 50 randomly selected central halos at z ~ 5 in the fiducial
mass range M > 100 A~ Mg (the same as shown in Fig. 1). The shaded bands show the 25th-75th percentile spread.

range, shown in Figure 2. From Figure 2, we see that
the instantaneous and median ISM cooling and heat-
ing functions differ from the actual cooling and heating
rates by more than the 25th-75th percentile spread be-
low T ~ 10% K. They even have different qualitative
shapes at these lower temperatures. Above T ~ 10* K,
there is quantitative agreement for the cooling functions,
but only qualitative agreement between the shapes of
the heating functions. On the other hand, the median
ISM and instantaneous cooling and heating functions
agree very well across all temperature bins, the main dif-
ference being that the median ISM cooling and heating
functions have slightly smaller spread. Since the median
ISM cooling and heating functions have a clearer theo-
retical interpretation than the instantaneous case, and
these two agree very closely here, we will now focus on
the comparison between actual cooling and heating rates
against the median ISM cooling and heating functions.

The median ISM cooling and heating functions and
actual cooling and heating rates are not the same. This
suggests that the actual cooling and heating rates expe-

rienced by actual gas cells as their temperature changes
are not given by the cooling and heating functions eval-
uated at median ISM properties. Hence, we find that
the actual cooling and heating rates are not expressible
in the form F(T, n., Z, J.(v)) for fixed n., Z., J.(v) (as
explained in section 2.3). For example, the actual heat-
ing rates do not monotonically decrease with temper-
ature, but all I'(T, n., Z,, J.(v)) do. Since the actual
cooling and heating rates explicitly describe the ther-
mal evolution of gas cells, we conclude that the ther-
modynamics of the simulated gas cells cannot be well-
described by a single set of cooling and heating func-
tions of the form F(T,n., Z., J.(v)) , which is a nec-
essary approximation for simulations which use cool-
ing and heating functions with a homogeneous radia-
tion field computed with tools such as Cloudy. This
illustrates how the assumption of a spatially fixed radi-
ation field (the case B approximation discussed in sec-
tion 2.3) can break down in the presence of local radia-
tion fields. Since we have restricted 1 < np < 10 cm™3
and 0.03 < Z/Zg < 0.1 for these cells, the spread in
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median ISM cooling and heating functions is primarily
due to variations in photoionization rates. We discuss
this in further detail below.

3.2. Redshift trends

The actual cooling and heating rates do not vary
strongly with redshift. For simplicity, we do not overplot
these. On the other hand, there is redshift evolution for
the median ISM functions. Since the number of cells in
each temperature bin varies and some temperature bins
may contain no cells at all, the actual cooling and heat-
ing rates are much more ‘jagged’ and less smooth than
the median ISM cooling and heating functions (see fig-
ures 2, 4, and 7). This effect tends to obscure the effects
of the redshift evolution seen for the median ISM, dis-
cussed below. Figure 3 shows the median ISM cooling
(top panel) and heating (lower panel) functions for gas in
central halos in our fiducial mass range at z ~ 5, 8,9, and
10 in the solid curves. Note that the temperature range
for each curve is given by the minimum and maximum
temperatures of the selected (i.e. within the density,
metallicity, and photoionization rate ranges specified in
Section 2.4) cells in the up to 50 halos used at the given
redshift. We overplot the heating function in faint lines
in the top panel to illustrate the evolution of the inter-
section point (i.e. equilibrium temperature) between the
cooling and heating functions. The equilibrium temper-
ature increases with redshift: from ~ 10* K at z ~ 5 to
2x10* K at z ~ 10. For comparison of populations, the
dashed lines correspond to the same curves for gas in
subhalos at z ~ 5, where we have a sufficient number of
reasonably resolved subhalos to illustrate a comparison;
the central and subhalo populations have indistinguish-
able median ISM functions within the spread.

From this figure, we see that the median ISM cooling
functions increase with redshift for 7 < 10* K and the
median ISM heating functions increase with redshift for
all temperatures. At z ~ 9,10, the median cooling and
heating functions are about three orders of magnitude
larger than at lower redshifts, reflecting the weakness of
the extragalactic X-ray background in the earliest galax-
ies before the onset of reionization, reflected in the lower
value of Poyr (see section 2.5). As the X-ray background
increases, it will heat up and ionize gas that was previ-
ously cooler and less ionized. Cooler gas heats more
efficiently than hotter gas with the same other proper-
ties. Consistent with the expected decrease in cooling
efficiency of hotter gas, Figure 2 shows that the me-
dian ISM heating function is a monotonically decreasing
function of temperature. This overall suggests that the
median ISM heating function should decrease as the X-
ray background builds up with decreasing redshift, as we

10-22 4
T 10724 4
E median ISM
o 10726
3 — z~5
3 — Z~8
< 10728 4 — z~9
z~10
_— T — —— central halos
T === sub halos
) -
£
o 1026
2
5
= 10-28
10t 102 103 104 10° 106 107

Temperature [K]

Figure 3. Median ISM cooling and heating functions vs.
temperature for up to 50 central halos in the fiducial mass
range at z ~ 5,8,9,10 (solid lines) and for sub halos at z ~
5 (dashed lines). The solid lines show the median, while
the shaded bands show the 25th-75th percentile spread for
central halos at z ~ 5. For direct comparison, we overplot
the heating functions in the upper panel with faint lines; the
intersection between the cooling and the heating function
corresponds to the equilibrium temperature.

see in Figure 3. At all the redshifts shown, the cooling
function has two peaks (above ~ 10* K) corresponding
to hydrogen and helium. The location of the first peaks
shifts to higher temperatures at z ~ 9, 10 compared with
z ~5,8.

3.3. Mass dependence

Our fiducial halo mass range is relatively wide: M >
10*° h=1 M. To justify this choice, we examine the ac-
tual cooling and heating rates and median ISM cooling
and heating functions in narrow mass bins across the
range of halo masses at z ~ 5. We choose mass bins
of (1.0 — 1.1) x 10194~ M), (5.0 — 5.5) x 101°h~1 M,
and (1.0 — 1.1) x 10' A= M. We show the cooling and
heating functions in these mass bins at z ~ 5 in Figure 4.

We observe no halo mass dependence for either the
actual cooling and heating rates or median ISM cooling
and heating functions at z ~ 5. While there are slight
offsets in the curves for the three mass bins at low T (<
105 K for heating and < 10 K for cooling), these offsets
are much smaller than the 25th-75th percentile bands.
Despite the wide choice of fiducial mass bin, neither the
actual cooling and heating rates nor the median ISM
cooling and heating functions depend on the halo mass
within our fiducial mass range.

3.4. Density and metallicity ranges

To consider our choices of 1 < np < 10 em™3 and

0.03 < Z/Zg < 0.1 for density and metallicity ranges,
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Figure 4. Actual rates (blue) and median ISM functions
(orange) for cooling (top panel) and heating (bottom panel)
for central halos in three mass bins at z ~ 5. The 25th-75th
percentile shaded region is shown only for the middle mass
bin, but the widths are similar for all bins.

we explore the median ISM cooling and heating func-
tions and actual cooling and heating rates for other
density and metallicity ranges (using the same halos as
above).

First, we consider the density range. Similar to the
lack of redshift dependence, the actual cooling and heat-
ing rates also do not vary strongly with the choice of
density bin, so we do not overplot these curves. Instead,
we explore how much of the median ISM spread is due to
the width of our chosen density range. In Figure 5, we
plot the median ISM cooling and heating functions for
density ranges of 1 < n, < 3, and 3 < np < 10 em™3, in
addition to 1 < ny < 10 cm™3. For comparison, we also
include the median ISM cooling and heating functions
for density ranges 0.01 < np < 0.1 and 0.1 < n < 1
cm ™3, which are of the same logarithmic width as our
1 < ny < 10 cm™3. These low density ranges explore
the density range of the circumgalactic medium (CGM)
rather than the ISM.

As shown in Figure 5, the 25th to 75th percentile
spreads in the median ISM cooling and heating functions
for 1 < ny < 3 and 3 < ny < 10 ecm™3 have comparable
width to that for 1 < n, < 10 cm ™3, and all three ranges
overlap very strongly. This suggests that the spread
within our adopted density range of 1 < np < 10 ecm™3
is mot primarily due to the range of cell densities, but
rather to the spread in photoionization rates. However,
the median ISM cooling and heating function spreads for
001 <mp <0.1,01l <npy<1,and 1 < np < 10 cm™3
overlap only weakly, if at all. For the lowest density
range shown with the blue dotted line, 0.01 < ny < 0.1
cm ™3, the peaks in the cooling function that correspond
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Figure 5. Median ISM cooling and heating functions vs.
temperature for selected cells from the random subsample
of 50 central halos at z ~ 5 in our fiducial mass range (the
same sample as previous figures) for cells with 0.01 < np <
0.1,0.1 <mp < 1,1 <np < 10,1 <np <3 and 3 < np < 10
em 3. The bands correspond to the 25th to 75th percentile
spread for each density range.

to hydrogen and helium shift to higher temperatures
(but lower cooling function values). The shift to higher
temperatures is due to the fact that fewer atomic colli-
sions occur in low gas density regions, e.g. the CGM.
This gas therefore requires higher temperatures to ex-
cite a sufficient number of hydrogen atoms for radiative
cooling, which is ultimately less efficient than radiative
cooling in a higher density medium.

In general, the heating function includes contributions
from direct photoionization heating. Since this process
involves one photon and one atom, the rate of change
of energy density is proportional to n, rather than n?
(Sutherland & Dopita 1993). Due to the definition of the
heating function I'(T),...) in equation 1, we can expect
[(T,...) oc ny ! if photoionization is the only contribu-
tion to the heating function. Thus, for a density range
of 1 < np < 10 ecm™3, a one dex spread in the cool-
ing and heating functions (at fixed T, Z, and radiation
field, i.e. the median ISM case) can be explained by
the width of the density range. It is therefore also use-
ful to compare the product n,I" for the density ranges
discussed above, since nyI" would be constant across all
density ranges if I' ngl from photoheating were the
only n; dependence. We show this product for the me-
dian ISM in Figure 6. Here, we see that n,I" is indis-
tinguishable for temperatures below T ~ 4 x 10° K to
within the 25th to 75th percentile spread for all den-
sity ranges except 0.01 < np < 0.1ecm~3. The 25th to
75th percentile spread in n,I" for all density ranges is
considerable (larger than 1 dex at the lowest tempera-
tures). The scatter in n,I" is primarily due to the scatter
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Figure 6. The median baryon number density n, multiplied
by the median ISM heating function vs. temperature for
selected cells from the random subsample of 50 central halos
at z ~ 5 in our fiducial mass range (the same sample as
above) for cells with 0.01 < np < 0.1,0.1 < np < 1,1 <
ny < 10,1 < mp < 3, and 3 < np < 10cm™3. The shaded
regions correspond to the 25th and 75th percentile n;, values
respectively multiplied by the heating function evaluated for
25th and 75th percentile ISM properties.

in ISM properties other than n;, i.e. the photoioniza-
tion rates, since we also select a relatively narrow range
for the metallicity, Z. By definition, the radiation field
for the median ISM cooling and heating functions is con-
stant. The photoionization heating rate is therefore also
constant. Thus, if photoionization is the dominant con-
tribution to the heating function (say, over a given tem-
perature range), then the median ISM heating function
will also be constant in that regime.

To consider any potential dependence on our adopted
metallicity range of 0.03 < Z/Z; < 0.1, we examine
a different, non-overlapping metallicity range of similar
logarithmic width, 0.1 < Z/Zs < 0.3. We compare
both the actual cooling and heating rates and median
ISM cooling and heating functions in Figure 7. The
qualitative shapes are similar for both metallicity ranges
for both actual rates and median ISM functions, but the
normalization differs for 7' < 10* K for cooling functions
and all temperatures for heating. Our choice of fudicial
metallicity range has some effect on the numerical values
of the cooling and heating functions at a given redshift,
but does not affect our conclusions about the differences
between the actual cooling and heating rates and median
ISM cooling and heating functions.

4. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we compare the actual cooling and heat-
ing rates with the median ISM and instantaneous cool-
ing and heating functions of halos in a simulation from
the CROC project to assess the validity of universal (i.e.
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Figure 7. Actual cooling and heating rates and median ISM
cooling and heating functions vs. temperature for selected
cells from a random subsample of 50 central halos at z ~ 5
in our fiducial mass range (the same sample as above) for
cells with 0.03 < Z/Z5 < 0.1 (as used for the above plots)
and 0.1 < Z/Z5 < 0.3.

independent of redshift and halo mass) cooling and heat-
ing function formulations with a spatially fixed radiation
field. Such formulations are often used in cosmological
hydrodynamic simulations, as described in the case B
approximation discussed in Section 2.3. Here, cooling
and heating functions are computed with tools such as
Cloudy using a fixed extragalactic background radiation
field. The main conclusions from this work are:

e The actual cooling and heating rates cannot be de-
scribed by the canonical cooling and heating func-
tions of temperature for median values of gas den-
sity, metallicity, and the radiation field (see Fig-
ure 2). In fact, the heating rates depend non-
monotonically on the gas temperature and thus
cannot be described by a heating function at any
fixed values of gas density, metallicity, and the ra-
diation field. Specifically, the commonly used ap-
proximation of the gas cooling and heating func-
tions with dependence only on T', ny, Z, and a spa-
tially fixed radiation field is inadequate to describe
the actual cooling and heating rates of the ISM il-
luminated with a spatially varying radiation field
(such as with the simulations used here). While
one can still parameterize these rates as func-
tions of temperature, such parameterizations do
not have the form of cooling and heating functions
which could be computed with with typical, fixed
values of the gas density, metallicity, and the ra-
diation field as might be done with codes such as
Cloudy.
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e The median ISM cooling and heating functions (a
single cooling and heating function evaluated at
the median nyp, Z, and photoionization rates) and
instantaneous cooling and heating functions (the
median of the cooling and heating functions eval-
uated for the ny, Z, and photoionization rates of
each cell) are nearly identical (see Figure 2).

e While there is no significant redshift evolution for
the actual cooling and heating rates, the median
ISM cooling functions increase with redshift for
T < 10* K and the median ISM heating func-
tion increases with redshift for all temperatures
(see Figure 3), reflecting the weakness of the ex-
tragalactic X-ray background from quasars prior
to the onset of recombination. Note, 50% of the
hydrogen becomes ionized between z ~ 7 — 8
in the CROC project simulations considered here
(Gnedin & Kaurov 2014).

e Galaxies hosted by central halos and subhalos ex-
hibit no systematic difference in either their ac-
tual cooling and heating rates or their median ISM
cooling and heating functions.

e There is no significant mass trend in either the
actual cooling and heating rates or median ISM
cooling and heating functions across a decade of
mass within our fiducial mass bin (see Figure 4).

e The scatter in cooling and heating rates is domi-
nated by the scatter within individual halos rather
than the scatter between different halos.

In our analysis we discovered that a few percent of all
cells in CROC simulations have anomalous photoioniza-
tion rates (Pagr = Pger = Povi = 0 or Poyy is suspi-
ciously low), resulting in anomalously high cooling and
heating function values in such cells. In future work, we
will consider eliminating these numerical artifacts by ex-
tending the interpolation tables in the approximation of
Gnedin & Hollon (2012) to smaller values of Pyr, Pyer,
and Pgoyr. In addition to extending the interpolation
tables, it may also be possible to improve the approx-
imation (and extend its range of validity further) by
using a different combination of photoionization rates
in place of the four described in Equation 9 of Gnedin
& Hollon (2012). Machine learning provides a promis-
ing tool to assess which combinations of photoionization
rates might most impact cooling and heating functions.
A natural follow-up project would be to use these rates
to construct new interpolation tables for use in cosmo-
logical simulations with radiation fields.
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