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3Department of Astronomy, University of Maryland, College Park, MD 20742, USA
4Department of Astronomy, University of Illinois, Urbana, IL 61801, USA

ABSTRACT

Galactic interactions and subsequent mergers are a paramount channel for galaxy evolution. In this

work, we use the data from 236 star forming CALIFA galaxies with integrated molecular gas obser-

vations in their central region (approximately within an effective radius) – from the APEX millimeter

telescope and the CARMA millimeter telescope array. This sample includes isolated (126 galaxies)

and interacting galaxies in different merging stages (110 galaxies; from pairs, merging and post-merger

galaxies). We show that the impact of interactions and mergers in the center of galaxies is revealed

as an increase in the fraction of molecular gas (compared to isolated galaxies). Furthermore, our re-

sults suggest that the change in star formation efficiency is the main driver for both an enhancement

and/or suppression of the central star formation – except in merging galaxies where the enhanced star

formation appears to be driven by an increase of molecular gas. We suggest that gravitational torques

due to the interaction and subsequent merger transport cold molecular gas inwards, increasing the gas

fraction without necessarily increasing star formation.

Keywords: galaxies: interactions/mergers — galaxies: star formation — galaxies: molecular gas —

galaxies: evolution

1. INTRODUCTION

The evolutionary processes that a galaxy goes through

affect its internal properties. Among the most signifi-

cant processes are: star formation, gas recycling, metal-

licity enrichment, and the energy produced by super-

novae or in active nuclei (Kormendy & Kennicutt 2004;

Kormendy 2013). An external and fast process that sig-

nificantly affects the evolution of galaxies on a large scale

is galactic interactions/mergers (Toomre 1977; Conselice

et al. 2003; Christensen et al. 2009; Kormendy 2013).

A large number of observational and numerical stud-

ies have suggested an enhancement of star formation

in galactic centres, related to the increase in molecu-

lar gas in these objects due to the tidal forces exerted

by the galaxies that undergo this merger (e.g., Patton

et al. 1997, 2005; Smith et al. 2007; Li et al. 2008; El-

lison et al. 2008; Ellison et al. 2010; Patton et al. 2011;

Ellison et al. 2011; Scudder et al. 2012; Patton et al.

2013; Ellison et al. 2013; Pan et al. 2018; Moreno et al.

2021; Ueda et al. 2021). However, recent studies using

sub-millimeter observations have suggested that rather

than an enhancement in the central star formation rate

(SFR), the interaction tend to increase the molecular gas

fraction, i.e. the molecular gas mass-over-stellar mass

ratio (e.g., Kaneko et al. 2022). Given the lack of a

statistically robust sample with homogeneous observa-

tions at both optical and sub-millimeter wavelengths, it

has been difficult to reliably quantify the impact of the

merging process in shaping the central star formation in

galaxies.

In this study, we explore how the specific star for-

mation rate (sSFR), molecular gas fraction (fmol), and

star formation efficiency (SFE) behave in the centre

of 236 Calar Alto Legacy Integral Field Area (CAL-

IFA) survey (Sánchez, S. F. et al. 2012) star-forming

galaxies at different merging stages compared to iso-

lated galaxies. Our sample includes 140 galaxies from

the Atacama Pathfinder EXperiment (APEX) submil-

limeter telescope (Güsten et al. 2006), first presented

by Colombo et al. (2020), and 96 galaxies with ob-

servations obtained by the Combined Array for Re-

search in Millimeter-wave Astronomy (CARMA) (Bock
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et al. 2006), encompassed by the Extragalactic Database

for Galaxy Evolution (EDGE-CALIFA) survey (Bolatto

et al. 2017). These observations provide integrated

measurements from the central region covering approxi-

mately one effective radius (∼1 Reff). This is the largest

CO database with optical Integral Field Spectroscopy

(IFS) data so far. This article has the following struc-

ture: in Sec. 2 we describe the data and sample, while in

Sec. 3 we present our results of the analyzes carried out

at each merger stage sample. In Sec. 4 we present discus-

sion of our results. Finally, we summarize our study and

present the conclusions of the results in Sec. 5. For the

derived data, we use a cosmology with the parameters:

H0 = 71 km s−1 Mpc−1, ΩM = 0.27, ΩΛ = 0.73.

2. DATA, SAMPLE AND ANALYSIS

2.1. CALIFA data

In this study, we use galaxies included in the Calar

Alto Legacy Integral Field Area (CALIFA) sample

(Sánchez, S. F. et al. 2012). This survey observed more

than 600 galaxies in the local Universe (0.005 < z <

0.03) using Integral-Field Spectroscopy (IFS). CALIFA

used the Integral Field Unit (IFU) PPAK (Kelz et al.

2006), which was attached to the 3.5 m telescope, with

74 × 64 arcsec of Field of View (FoV) of the Calar Alto

Observatory in Spain. For each observed galaxy, this

FoV covers ∼ 2.5 Reff with a typical spatial physical

resolution of ∼1 kpc. The spectrograph used was the

PMAS (Potsdam Multi Aperture Spectrograph) (Roth

et al. 2005). This spectrograph has two superimposed

grid configurations: V500 (3750-7000 Å) with a (low)

spectral resolution of 6 Å; and V1200 (3700-4700 Å)

with an (intermediate) spectral resolution of 2.7 Å. The

raw data cube obtained from PMAS/PPAK was re-

duced with a specialized pipeline for the CALIFA survey

(Sánchez et al. 2016a). The reduced data cubes were

analyzed with PIPE3D (Sánchez et al. 2016b,c) to de-

rive physical parameters of the stellar populations and

emission lines of each spaxel for a galaxy. The reduced

data cubes of 667 galaxies are publicly available (CAL-

IFA DR3 1). Below we present the integrated derived

parameters from these data cubes.

2.2. Molecular gas mass

We used one of the largest databases of CO ob-

servations available for galaxies with IFS data in or-

der to derive the central molecular gas mass (Mmol).

Our sample includes measurements made by the At-

acama Pathfinder EXperiment (APEX) submillimetre

1 https://califa.caha.es/

telescope (Güsten et al. 2006) and Combined Array

for Research in Millimeter-wave Astronomy (CARMA)

(Bock et al. 2006). This data and its calibration are

described in detail in Colombo et al. (2020) and Bo-

latto et al. (2017), respectively; here, we summarize

their main features.

Colombo et al. (2020) presented APEX measurements

of the 12CO(2-1) line (ν = 230.538 GHz) for a sample

of 296 galaxies included in the CALIFA survey. These

objects were selected to have an inclination angle below

65o. Furthermore, all galaxies have central measure-

ments and 39 of these objects also have off center mea-

surements. The APEX beam coverage is 26.3 arcsec, so

the APEX beam coverage is approximate 1.12 Reff for

this sample of galaxies.

On the other hand, the Extragalactic Database for

Galaxy Evolution (EDGE) survey (Bolatto et al. 2017)

is observed a sample of galaxies drawn from the CALIFA

survey using the CARMA interferometer. EDGE pro-

vides CO maps with a sensitivity of Σmol ∼ 11 M� pc−2

(before tilt correction) and a physical resolution of ∼
1.4 kpc. The EDGE-CALIFA survey was aimed to

complement the optical information derived from the

CALIFA survey with CO maps observed by CARMA.

The CO observations at the transitions of 12CO(1-0) at

ν ∼115.3 GHz and 13CO(1-0) at ν ∼ 110.2 GHz, in the

same coverage as the FoV of CALIFA (74 x 64 arcsec)

(Bolatto et al. 2017).

2.3. Derived parameters

For this study, we use the SFR, the M?, and the

Mmol estimated within the APEX beam aperture, both

for APEX and CARMA galaxies. The parameters are

convoluted by a WT function before being integrated

(Colombo et al. 2020). The optical parameters are in-

tegrated from their angular-resolved properties (i.e., the

SFR and stellar mass surface density).

We derive the intensive properties by dividing each

extensive property (SFR, M?, Mmol) by the area of the

beam, thus correcting for the inclination angle of each

galaxy. This correction is based on the ellipticity and po-

sition angle derivations of the CALIFA galaxies made by

López-Cobá et al. (2018); Lacerda et al. (2020); Sánchez

et al. (2021). Using this correction, we obtained the

ΣSFR, Σ?, and Σmol for each galaxy in our sample. The

intensive properties of both APEX-CALIFA and EDGE-

CALIFA are presented in Sánchez et al. (2021).

Since we are interested only in star-forming galaxies,

we select those galaxies with an Hα equivalent width

(EW(Hα)) larger than 6 Å (measured within the beam)

(see Sánchez 2020, for more details). Furthermore, us-

ing the emission line ratio diagnostics (also known as
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BPT diagram) (Baldwin et al. 1981), we select galax-

ies that fall below the Kewley demarcation line (Kew-

ley et al. 2001). Finally, we also consider galaxies with

central reliable measurements of the CO flux, these are

measurements with a signal-to-noise ratio greater than

3. These selection criteria yield a final sample of 236

galaxies. It consists mostly of Sa to Sd galaxies and

few Irr, E, and S0 (230 and 6 galaxies respectively).

Also, this sample covers a wide range of stellar masses

(108.3 − 1011.0 M�), SFRs (10−1.8 − 100.4 M� yr−1) and

molecular mass (105.8 − 1010.0 M�) within the APEX

beam coverage.

2.4. Classification of the merger stages

To gauge the interaction/merging stage, we use

the classification scheme introduced by Veilleux et al.

(2002). This scheme was based on numerical simula-

tions of a spiral-spiral merger, tracing different snap-

shots of that merger (Surace 1998). This classification

has been successfully used to characterize the merging

stage for a sub-sample of CALIFA galaxies (Barrera-

Ballesteros et al. 2015). Following this study, here we

classify galaxies according to their features observed in

the r-band Sloan Digital Sky Survey (SDSS, York et al.

2000) at each merging stage. Below we briefly describe

the main morphological feature to classify a galaxy in a

given interacting/merging stage:

Pre-merger stage (pre): The galaxy has a compan-

ion, each of the galaxies presents an unperturbed mor-

phology (i.e., they can be associated to either a spiral

or an elliptical). We further use the following criteria:

• The projected separation between each companion

is rp < 160 kpc (Barrera-Ballesteros et al. 2015).

The above is based on the results of Patton et al.

(2013), who found (in observations and simula-

tions) that in galaxy pair with a mass ratio of

2.5:1, an increase in star formation up to projected

separations of ∼150 kpc.

• systemic velocity difference ∆v < 300 km s−1

(Barrera-Ballesteros et al. 2015), which is based on

the constraints defined for large studies of galaxy

pairs in from Ellison et al. (2008); Ellison et al.

(2013).

• difference in magnitudes in the r-band < 2 mag

(Barrera-Ballesteros et al. 2015).

Merging stage (mer): merging galaxies with features

such as tidal tails, bridges, plumes but with a nucleus

well defined in each companion.

Post-merger stage (post): galaxies with their nuclei

merged and prominent tidal tails. The emission in the

core can be spread out and narrowed by dust lanes.

Merger remnant stage (rem): remnant with features

such as weak tidal tails, shell shapes, and ripples but

fused cores.

For our interacting sample we classify 70, 17, 13, and

10 galaxies in the pre-merger, merging, post-merger, and

merger remnant stage, respectively.

2.5. Characterizing the physical properties of

Star-Forming Galaxies

One of the main goals of this study is to shed light

on how the properties related to the star-formation

in the center of galaxies are affected by the merger

sequence. To achieve it, we explore in this section

three of the most important scaling relations related

to the variation of star-formation in galaxies: (1) the

Star Formation Main Sequence (SFMS) (e.g., Cano-

Dı́az et al. 2016; Cano-Dı́az et al. 2019; Lin et al. 2019;

Sánchez 2020; Ellison et al. 2021; Sánchez et al. 2021),

(2) the Schmidt-Kennicutt law (SK) (e.g., Kennicutt &

Evans 2012; Sánchez 2020; Ellison et al. 2020; Lin et al.

2020; Morokuma-Matsui et al. 2020; Ellison et al. 2021;

Sánchez et al. 2021; Kaneko et al. 2022), and (3) the

Molecular Gas Main Sequence (MGMS) (e.g., Lin et al.

2019; Sánchez 2020; Barrera-Ballesteros et al. 2020; El-

lison et al. 2021; Sánchez et al. 2021).

Following Lin et al. (2019); Ellison et al. (2020);

Barrera-Ballesteros et al. (2020); Sánchez et al. (2021);

Ellison et al. (2021), we use intensive central proper-

ties, i.e., normalized to the physical area of the observed

aperture (see Sect. 2.3 for more details) to derive these

scaling relations for our sample. To characterize these

scaling relations we follow a similar procedure described

in Sánchez et al. (2021). In a nutshell, for each of the

scaling relations we perform a linear fit (in logarithm

scales) to the data. These scaling relations, as well as

their fits, are presented in Appendix A. The best fit pa-

rameters of these three scaling relations are in excellent

agreement with those derived by Sánchez et al. (2021).

Using those best fits, we define the resid-

uals for each of the explored scaling rela-

tions: ∆SFMS = log(ΣSFR) − (α log(Σ?) + β),

∆SK = log(ΣSFR) − (α log(Σmol) + β), and

∆MGMS = log(Σmol) − (α log(Σ?) + β) for the SFMS,

SK, and MGMS relations, respectively2. To account for

individual errors, we performed a Monte Carlo (MC) it-

eration by perturbing the original data within the error

range and repeating the complete analysis 1000 times.

The reported results in this study are the average of all

MC iterations. For each of these scaling relations, the

2 The α, and β best-fitted parameters are different depending on
the explored scaling relation, see Appendix A.
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ratio of the two parameters corresponds to another phys-

ical property (i.e., the specific SFR, sSFR = ΣSFR/Σ?;

the star-formation efficiency, SFE = ΣSFR/Σmol; and

the gas fraction, fmol= Σmol/Σ?). We find a significant

good correlation between the ratio derived from the pa-

rameters and the residuals from the best fit (r > 0.9 for

the three scaling relations). This suggests that inten-

sive properties are less prone to be affected by distance

effects as they are normalized to the physical area. Our

results indicate that exploring the residuals of the scal-

ing relations using intensive properties is equivalent to

explore their corresponding ratios. In Sect. 3 we use

these residuals to quantify the impact of the merger

sequence in the central star-forming properties. In the

next section we use the best fit parameters to repli-

cate the observed scaling relations using a sample of

randomly distributed data.

2.6. Scaling relations using random data

As we mention in the previous section, we use the

residuals of the aforementioned scaling relations to ex-

plore the impact of the merger sequence on the star for-

mation stage in the central region of galaxies. Recently,

the exploration of these residuals has been used to esti-

mate the drivers of star-formation in galaxies (e.g., El-

lison et al. 2020; Lin et al. 2020). On the other hand,

using large samples of galaxies, different studies have

also cautioned on the use of these relations between

residuals or ratios as they may not have a physical

but rather statistical origin (e.g., Sánchez et al. 2021;

Barrera-Ballesteros et al. 2021). To account for the sce-

nario in which the correlations between residuals could

have a statistical origin, we derive them using a set of

mock data based on the best fit of each scaling relation

provided in the previous section.

We follow a similar procedure as the one described in

Sánchez et al. (2021). First, we generate a distribution

of Σ? for 5000 targets. This distribution is designed to

be similar as the one presented by the observed galax-

ies and is randomly populated. Then, using the best-

parameters of the SFMS presented in Sect. 2.5 we derive

an estimation of ΣSFR. In a similar way, we estimated

Σmol using the best fit of the MGMS. Using these esti-

mations of Σmol we also derive the ΣSFR from the best fit

of the SK law. In order to include the uncertainty given

by the systematic error of the observations, we perturb

these estimations of ΣSFR by their typical uncertainties

(i.e., ∼0.2 dex). A similar procedure applies to the Σ?

and Σmol with typical uncertainties of ∼0.15 dex and

∼0.28 dex, respectively (see, Barrera-Ballesteros et al.

2021).

As expected, the mock-data are closely distributed

around the best fit from the observed data set. However,

these have a slightly smaller spread than the observed

data, which may be due to the uncertainties assumed

to create the synthetic data. Using these mock data,

we perform the same procedure as in Sect. 2.5 to derive

the best-fit parameters for each of the scaling relations.

Finally, as for the observed data set, we derive the resid-

uals of the mock data using their best-fit relations. In

the next section we used the distributions derived be-

tween the residuals of this mock data to compare them

with those derived from observations. These compar-

isons provide us with a measurement on how similar (or

different) is the distribution of the residual for galax-

ies in different interaction/merger stages with those ex-

pected from a statistical origin.

3. RESULTS

3.1. The ∆SK − ∆MGMS diagram

The residuals of the explored scaling relations quan-

tify either the relative enhancement or diminish of an

explored property (e.g., the variation of the ΣSFR with

respect to both Σ? and Σmol, or the variation of Σmol

with respect to Σ?). Using these residuals, we want to

explore the actual impact of the merging process in the

star formation activity as well as what could be the main

drivers of this activity.

In Fig. 1 we plot the residuals of the SK relation

(∆SK) against the residuals of the MGMS (∆MGMS)

color coded by the residuals of the SFMS (∆SFMS). In

each panel, we plot the different merger stages explored

in this study. Top-left panel shows the mock-data sam-

ple whereas the top-right panel shows the results from

the isolated sample. From left to right and from top to

bottom, the other panels show the galaxies in different

interaction/merging stages in ∆SK − ∆MGMS plane.

We divide each panel into 4 quadrants (indicated by:

I, II, III, IV). The goal of this division is to compare

the fraction of the different samples into each of those

quadrants (denoted by the fractions in parenthesis).

The green (yellow) contours enclose ∼ 95% and ∼ 68%

of the distribution of the mock (isolated) sample. When

we compare the green and yellow contours encircling

∼ 68%, we find that both samples cover a similar area

in the ∆SK − ∆MGMS diagram. We also find that

both samples, mock and isolated, show similar Spear-

man correlation coefficient for these two parameters

(ρ ∼ −0.327, and −0.331, respectively). In addition,

the Pearson’s chi-squared (applied to the mock data)

and Fisher’s exact tests (applied for the isolated sam-

ple) for contingency tables resulted in p-values of 0 and

0.01, respectively. In contrast to previous studies (Elli-
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Figure 1. Distribution of the residuals of the explored relations: ∆SK−∆MGMS color coded by the residuals ∆SFMS. Each
panel indicates the number of galaxies studied in the different merging stages, where a circle represents the residual derived in
the central region of each galaxy, approximately within 1 Reff (see Sect. 2). The p-value of the two-dimensional Kolmogorov-
Smirnov test (KS test) is represented by p. And ρ represents the Spearman correlation coefficient between the datasets shown
in the upper panels. Green contours in the top-left panel correspond to the areas encircling ∼ 95% and ∼ 68% of the mock-data.
Yellow contours in all other panels correspond to the areas encircling ∼ 68% of the observed data. Each panel is divided into
four quadrants: I, II, III and IV, in parentheses the fraction of galaxies that are located in said quadrant is indicated. The light
red area indicates that galaxies within it have a ∆SK greater than their ∆MGMS. The sky blue area indicates that galaxies
within it have a ∆MGMS greater than their ∆SK.
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son et al. 2020), this suggests that the relations between

∆SK and ∆MGMS may not have a physical origin (e.g.,

Sánchez et al. 2021). In other words, these relations

between residuals could be induced by the stochasticity

of the data rather than a physical driver. We further

quantified the similarity due to between the mock and

isolated distributions by deriving the two-dimensional

Kolmogorov-Smirnov test (KS test) p-value (p=0). Al-

though this value suggests that these two samples are

not drawn from a parent sample, we find that the iso-

lated sample has similar fractions for each of the quad-

rants. This is further evidence that these two samples

are similar to each other. We also note that there are

significant outliers in the isolated sample in comparison

to the mock data. For instance NGC 3773 (located at

-0.4, 1.1) and NGC 5630 (located at -0.9, 0.9) show an

increase in their SFE and in their sSFR, but a decrease

in their fmol. Using the two-dimensional p-value we com-

pare each interacting/merging sample with the isolated

one. We find the highest p-value for the merger rem-

nant galaxies (prem = 0.12) suggesting that both sam-

ples may be extracted from a single two-dimensional dis-

tribution. For the other samples, we find that exhibits

lower p-values, close to zero (ppre = 0.06, pmer = 0.01

and ppost = 0.08 for the pre-merger, merging and post-

merger samples, respectively). This indicates that such

samples are significantly different from the isolated sam-

ple. Regarding the location of the interacting/merging

galaxies in each of the quadrants, we find that, unlike the

control sample, a significant fraction of galaxies have a

diminished in their SFE traced by their ∆SK (i.e., most

of the galaxies are located in the quadrants III and IV).

This is significantly evident for the merger and post-

merger samples (∼ 75 ± 6% and 68 ± 8%, respectively).

From these galaxies in these two quadrants, we also find

that a significant fraction of galaxies (in comparison to

the isolated sample) is located in the quadrant IV (i.e.,

where galaxies having a diminish in SFE but an increase

in fmol). It is interesting to note that in our sample we

find a few outliers. For example, the interacting galaxy

NGC 7253B located in the quadrant IV. This galaxy,

although has a negative value of ∆SK, shows both the

largest ∆MGMS and ∆SFMS from the entire sample.

This interacting galaxy and its pair (NGC 7253A), show

evident dust lines in their center as well as blue tails

and plumbs. From this analysis, we find that inter-

acting galaxies, in comparison to the isolated sample,

tend to have a diminish of their SFE in their centers,

traced by the negative values of ∆SK. However, we find

a significant enhancement in their gas fraction, traced

by their ∆MGMS. This analysis suggests that rather

than having an impact in the increment of the central

star-formation, the interaction/merging mechanisms af-

fect the amount of central molecular gas in galaxies.

3.2. Main drivers of the excess/deficit of SFR

In the previous section, we explore how the merging

event affects the SFE, and fmol, traced by the ∆SK and

∆MGMS, respectively. In this section we explore the de-

pendency of the excess/deficit in SFR for a given stellar

mass (gauged by ∆SFMS) with a possible excess/deficit

on the other two explored parameters for the different

merging stages. To achieve this, we compare the frac-

tion of galaxies in different bins of ∆SFMS, segregated

into two groups: (i) those galaxies with an excess of

fmol with respect to SFE (i.e., ∆MGMS > ∆SK), and

(ii) those galaxies with an excess of SFE with respect to

fmol (i.e., ∆SK > ∆MGMS). Following Moreno et al.

(2021), comparing the fraction of galaxies between (i)

and (ii), for a given bin of ∆SFMS, we could suggest a

possible main driver for that variation of SFR. Thus, if

the fraction of galaxies in (i) is larger than the fraction

in (ii), we suggest that the main driver for that enhance-

ment (deficit) of SFR is fuel (efficiency) driven. On the

contrary, if the fraction (i) is smaller than the fraction

(ii) we consider than the SFR enhancement (deficit) is

efficiency (fuel) driven.

In each panel of Fig. 2 we show the fraction of galax-

ies at different bins of ∆SFMS (gray squares) for each

merging stage (including the mock data). In each of

these bins, we also show the fraction of galaxies with

∆MGMS > ∆SK, and ∆SK > ∆MGMS (blue stars

and red circles, respectively). For the mock-data, we

find that ∼ 50.0% of the sample has an increase in their

∆SFMS. Furthermore, for this fraction of the sample

we find that half of it has ∆SK > ∆MGMS. Given the

fact that we build this mock sample by adding random

values to the best scaling relations, it is expected to find

similar fractions of galaxies for groups (i) and (ii). Thus,

in the central region of these simulated galaxies it is not

possible to distinguish whether star formation enhance-

ments are mainly driven by efficiency (a large fraction

of ∆SK > ∆MGMS) or by the amount of molecular gas

(a large fraction of ∆MGMS > ∆SK). In other words,

both parameters are equally important in setting the

star-formation activity. In comparison to the mock sam-

ple, we observe a similar behavior in the isolated sample

(top middle panel of Fig. 2). ∼ 52 ± 3% of the control

sample has an increase in their ∆SFMS. For these galax-

ies, more than half of them present a ∆SK > ∆MGMS

(∼ 62 ± 3%). Although this could indicate that the en-

hancement in SFR for the isolated galaxies is efficiency-

driven (see the scheme above), we acknowledge that

the fraction of galaxies with ∆MGMS > ∆SK is simi-
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Figure 2. Fraction of galaxies in bins of ∆SFMS for each different merger stage. Grey squares show the total number of
galaxies per bins. Blue-stars indicate those galaxies in which ∆MGMS is greater than ∆SK (located in the light blue area of
Fig. 1), thus, objects with a larger excess in fmol than SFE with respect to the average population. Red-circles indicate just
the opposite, i.e., galaxies in which ∆SK is greater than ∆MGMS (located in the light red area of Fig. 1), thus, objects with a
larger excess in SFE than fmol with respect to the average population.
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lar (∼ 38 ± 3%), preventing us to significantly constrain

the main driver of SFR enhancement in this sample.

Similar conclusions can be drawn from isolated galaxies

with negative values of ∆SFMS. These results suggest

that for the sample of isolated galaxies it is not evident

what parameter drives the diminishment or enhance-

ment of star formation activity. These results suggest

that these three parameters may not strongly correlate

to each other for isolated star-forming galaxies (Sánchez

et al. 2021; Barrera-Ballesteros et al. 2021).

In the pre-merger sample (top right panel of Fig. 2),

we find a similar fraction of galaxies with an enhance-

ment in sSFR (∼ 53 ± 4% with ∆SFMS> 0) in compar-

ison to the control sample. Furthermore, these galax-

ies with ∆SFMS> 0 have a similar fraction of galax-

ies with ∆SK > ∆MGMS (∼ 62 ± 4%) in comparison

to the isolated sample. For galaxies with ∆SFMS < 0

(∼ 47 ± 4%), we find that, unlike the isolated sample,

the fraction of galaxies with ∆MGMS > ∆SK is sig-

nificantly larger (∼ 76 ± 4%). Thus, for galaxies in

pairs, our results suggest that there is no significant

increase in the fraction of galaxies with an enhance-

ment in their SFR in comparison to the isolated sample.

Furthermore, for companions with an enhancement in

their SFR, we are not able to clearly disentangle the

possible driver of these enhancements as we find that

those galaxies present a similar fraction of galaxies with

∆SK > ∆MGMS and ∆MGMS > ∆SK. This is similar

to what we find in isolated galaxies. However, for com-

panions with a diminish of SFR, we find a large fraction

of galaxies with ∆MGMS > ∆SK suggesting that the

lack of star formation is efficiency-driven. This is that,

even though there is a large fraction of galaxies with an

increment in their gas fraction there is no enhancement

in their star formation.

For the other merging stages (merging, post-merger

and merger remnant) we find that a large fraction of

galaxies have a deficit of SFR, in contrast to isolated

and pre-merger stages where the samples have a sim-

ilar fraction of galaxies with an enhanced and deficit

of SFR (∼ 59 ± 7%, ∼ 62 ± 7% and ∼ 70 ± 7%, respec-

tively). For these galaxies with ∆SFMS < 0, the frac-

tion of galaxies with a ∆MGMS > ∆SK is greater

than for isolated galaxies, and this fraction increases

at each stage (∼ 80 ± 7%, ∼ 88 ± 7%, ∼ 86 ± 7% for

the merging, post-merger and merger remnant, respec-

tively). These results derived from the samples at differ-

ent interaction/merging stages suggest that the merger

event induces a decrement (rather than an increase) in

the central star formation activity in comparison to the

isolated sample. Furthermore, for those galaxies with a

decrement in the star-formation activity we find that the

majority of those have an excess in their gas fraction in

comparison to their efficiency. According to the scheme

presented above, this indicates an efficiency-driven halt

of the star formation due to the merging process.

In general, our results suggest that for interact-

ing/merging galaxies, the decrease (increase) in star for-

mation, traced by ∆SFMS, is driven by the inability

(ability) of the molecular gas to be efficiently trans-

formed into new stars, rather than the amount of raw

material available to form those stars. In other words,

the efficiency seems to be a significant driver in shaping

the star formation activity across the interaction/merger

event.

4. DISCUSSION

In this study, we explore the impact of galactic in-

teractions/mergers on the specific star formation rate

(sSFR), molecular gas fraction (fmol) and star formation

efficiency (SFE), as well as the possible driving mecha-

nism of star formation, in the central region of CALIFA

galaxies. Similar studies with smaller samples and/or

heterogeneous data set, have been previously carried

out. Pan et al. (2018) studied a sample of 58 interact-

ing galaxies in pairs (rp < 70 kpc) with measurements

of molecular gas from four different surveys (and differ-

ent beam coverage): JCMT PI, JINGLE, JINGLE and

xCOLD GASS (see Pan et al. 2018). They used the

global SFR and M? estimations taken from the MPA-

JHU DR7 catalog. Assuming a Schmidt-Kennicutt rela-

tion between the global SFR and the expected CO emis-

sion Leroy et al. (2009); Saintonge et al. (2012), they re-

calibrated the observed CO measurements (for a given

beam coverage) to a global CO estimation. They found

that a significant fraction of galaxies in pairs exhibit

an increase in their SFR and gas fraction in compari-

son to a control sample. Although we find that merg-

ers and post-merger galaxies indeed show an increase in

their gas fractions in comparison to our sample of iso-

lated galaxies, we do not find significant differences in

our sample of pre-merger (pairs) galaxies. We also note

that, contrary to this study, we do not find a signifi-

cant increment in the SFE (traced by ∆SK) between

our interacting/merger sample at different stages and

the control sample. These differences between our re-

sults and those provided by Pan et al. (2018), could be

due to different factors. On the one hand, our CO mea-

surements come from homogeneous observations (i.e.,

the same beam coverage) provided by both the resolved

CARMA and integrated APEX observations. Further-

more, thanks to the IFU CALIFA data set, we are able

to provide direct measurements of the Hα flux at the

same aperture of the CO observations. Thus, different
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assumptions in the estimations of the CO values and

SFR could lead to increments of the SFE and the gas

fraction as presented by Pan et al. (2018). On the other

hand, combining our pre-merger and merging stages as

interacting galaxies in pairs (following the classification

by Pan et al. 2018), we have a larger sample of galaxies

(∼ 61% more, 87 vs. 54 galaxies in pairs). This could

also lead to differences in the main conclusion of our

results in comparison to those reported by Pan et al.

(2018).

Using a sample of 11 interacting galaxies drawn from

the xCOLD-GASS (Saintonge et al. 2016) survey, Vi-

olino et al. (2018) also studied the variations between

the SFR and the gas fraction. As a control sample

they used a set of non-interacting galaxies also drawn

from this survey. Although they used the optical prop-

erties derived from the MPA-JHU catalogue, unlike Pan

et al. (2018), they corrected the SFR to match the aper-

ture of the IRAM millimeter telescope data. Violino

et al. (2018) found that for their interacting sample with

rp < 30 kpc, (in our classification pre-merger and merg-

ing galaxies), the variations in SFR and gas fraction are

similar to those derived from the control sample. They

suggest that both interactions and internal processes can

lead to variation in molecular gas and SFR in the center

of galaxies. Although we find similar results for our sam-

ple of pairs of galaxies, we find a significant increment

in the gas fraction for our sample of merging galaxies.

These differences may be due to the differences in sam-

ples and measurements as those described above. On

the one hand we use a homogeneous data set and on the

other hand, our sample is significantly larger than the

one presented by Violino et al. (2018).

Using spatially resolved data, Kaneko et al. (2022)

studied the behavior of these properties in 4 pairs of

galaxies (ARP 84, VV 219, VV 254, and the Anten-

nae Galaxies), that corresponds to merging galaxies in

our classification scheme. They compare these measure-

ments to 11 non-interacting galaxies. The CO maps

for these samples were obtained using the Nobeyama

radio telescope observations, whereas the SFRs were

derived using data from GALEX observations. They

found that for integrated properties, neither the sSFR

nor the SFE, exhibit significant increments in compari-

son to the global measurements of isolated galaxies. Al-

though their sample is smaller compared to ours, the

results from this study agree with those presented here.

Besides observational studies (e.g. Ellison et al. 2020;

Thorp et al. 2022), there has been simulations to ex-

ploring star formation in interacting galaxies, the aim

is to investigate whether the enhancement of star for-

mation is due to the amount of cold gas or to effi-

ciency. For example, Moreno et al. (2021) conducted

high-resolution hydrodynamical simulations focused on

the central kiloparsec of Milky-Way like galaxies in pairs

(with mass ratios from 2.5:1 to 1:1) with projected sep-

arations of 20 < rp < 120 kpc. We should remark that,

strictly speaking, it is very difficult to compare quan-

titatively our results with these simulations. On the

one hand, our sample has a wide range of morphologies

(furthermore, we are unaware of the morphology of the

progenitors of post-merger and merger remnants). On

the other hand, in contrast to simulations, we are not

able to have a rigorously mass ratio selection for our

sample of pairs and merging sample. Furthermore, the

physical area used to measure the properties in those

simulations is fixed (1 kpc) whereas the area used in

this study varies depending on the APEX beam cover-

age (∼ 5.2 kpc). Therefore, the possible discrepancies

between our results could be due to these limitations.

In particular, we consider that the different spatial cov-

erages in these studies could induce a major discrep-

ancy. Despite these, qualitative comparisons can pro-

vide guidelines on what to expect in terms of the numer-

ical simulations on merging galaxies. In these simula-

tions, Moreno et al. (2021) found that the percentage of

primary galaxies showing an increase in their amount of

molecular gas is 85.4%. This is in agreement with our re-

sults; in our pre-merger and merging samples ∼ 57 ± 4%

and ∼ 81 ± 6% present an increase in their fmol, respec-

tively. However, we should also note that in our samples

the percentage of galaxies with increases in their sSFR

(∼ 53 ± 4% and ∼ 41 ± 7%) is lower compared to the

results from these simulations (67.7%).

Furthermore, Moreno et al. (2021) found that for those

galaxies with an increment in their SFR (in compari-

son to the isolated galaxies) the fraction of these with

an increment in the amount of gas is larger in compar-

ison to those exhibit an increase in their star forma-

tion efficiency, suggesting that the enhancement in the

SFR for interacting galaxies is driven by the amount of

gas in the central kpc (so called fuel driven enhanced

star-formation). In comparison to the analysis from

Moreno et al. (2021), we find mixed results. On the

one hand, those simulations show that for those galaxies

with enhanced SFR in the pre-merger stage the fraction

of galaxies with an enhancement in the fmol is larger

in comparison to the fraction with an enhancement of

SFE. Contrary to the results from the simulations, our

analysis suggests, that the enhancement in the SFR for

galaxies in pairs is efficiency driven, rather than fuel

driven (see top-right panel in Fig 2). We also note that

a similar, but reduced effect, is observed in the isolated

sample: for those galaxies with an enhancement in sSFR
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the fraction of galaxies with enhanced SFE is slightly

larger than those with a fmol enhancement. On the

other hand, for the merging galaxies, we find that for

some bins of positive ∆SFMS the enhancement in sSFR

is fuel-driven. Although not explored in those simula-

tions, we should note that the observed enhancements

in sSFR for the remaining stages of interaction are seem

to be driven by efficiency instead of the excess of molec-

ular gas. Regarding galaxies with a decrement in their

SFR, Moreno et al. (2021) found that the fraction of

these with an increment in the amount of gas is larger

in comparison to those exhibit an increase in their SFE,

suggesting that the suppressed in the SFR by interact-

ing galaxies is efficiency driven. In this study, we agree

with these simulations for the suppressed star formation.

These results suggest that the primary effect of interac-

tions and mergers rather than increase the amount of

gas to enhance the SFR in the center of galaxies is effi-

ciency that drives either an enhancement or a suppres-

sion in star formation, although there is an increase in

the amount of molecular gas. More research is needed to

try to understand in detail which processes govern the

level of SFE to enhance or suppress star formation. For

example, there are studies that conclude that the SFR is

primarily controlled by interstellar turbulence and mag-

netic fields (Federrath & Klessen 2012; Federrath et al.

2016).

Including this study, most of the explored proper-

ties of interacting galaxies are derived from integrated

measurements (either from the central or entire target).

However, as spatially-resolved entities, the impact of the

interacting and merger can be different at different lo-

cations in the galaxy. Thus, spatially resolved observa-

tions are necessary to analyze the gas distribution and

compare it in galaxies interacting with isolated galax-

ies. Unfortunately, the studies available using IFS in

this field are scarce. Using a sample of 31 galaxies (17

pairs and 14 post-merger galaxies) including in the AL-

MaQUEST sample3 (Ellison et al. 2020), Thorp et al.

(2022) explored how the interaction and merger affects

the drivers of the enhancement of star-formation at both

integrated and spatially resolved measurements. Their

results suggest that for a given interacting galaxy, even

though at global scales a given driver (either fuel or effi-

ciency) dominates the star formation, it may no be the

same dominant driver at kpc scales. Furthermore, they

found that even within a given galaxy different regions

3 ALMA MaNGA QUEnching and STar formation (AL-
MaQUEST) survey includes optical IFS observations from the
MaNGA survey and sub-millimeter interferometric observations
from ALMA

could exhibit a different driver for the enhancement of

star-formation, and this is also independent on the inter-

action stage. Although our results are not directly com-

parable with spatially-resolved measurements, they sug-

gest that at the central region of interacting/merging,

galaxies the efficiency appears to be the most significant

driver of both the enhancement and diminish of star-

formation. In a future study we explore how our ex-

plored parameters (∆SFMS, ∆SK and ∆MGMS) vary

at kpc in a sample of interacting/merging EDGE galax-

ies.

Finally, we also note that our findings align well with

the observations and simulations of the Central Molec-

ular Zone (CMZ) of the Milky Way (Morris & Serabyn

1996). The CMZ presents a lower star formation rate

than expected based on its amount of molecular gas

content (e.g. Immer et al. 2012; Longmore et al. 2013;

Barnes et al. 2017). The reasons for this lower SFR

are currently being intensely investigated. For example,

Henshaw et al. (2022) propose that star formation in

the CMZ may be linked to the overall macroscopic evo-

lution of the system, which could be driven by discrete

episodes of feedback (and/or accretion), and/or by lo-

cal interstellar medium conditions that raise the critical

density for star formation. Consequently, studying the

CMZ will provide insight into the physical mechanisms

that result in a reduced SFR, allowing us to extrapolate

to the extragalactic context and better understand how

interactions and mergers affect the evolution of galaxies

in the central region.

5. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we explore the impact of galactic in-

teractions/mergers on the star formation using a sam-

ple of 236 star-forming galaxies with homogeneous mea-

surements of the optical and molecular gas properties

across their central region (at ∼ 1 Reff , i.e., the APEX

beam coverage, ∼ 26.3 arcsec) from the APEX-CALIFA

survey. We segregate our sample of interacting galax-

ies (110 targets) into different merger stages (from pre-

mergers to merger-remnant). For the entire sample, we

derive the best fits of scaling relations using their in-

tensive properties (i.e., normalizing by the APEX beam

area): the star formation main sequence (SFMS), the

Schmidt-Kennicutt relation (SK) and the molecular gas

main sequence (MGMS). These fits are shown in Ap-

pendix A. We also generate a mock data set using the

best fit of these scaling relations (SFMS, SK, MGMS).

Using the best fits of these scaling relations, we ob-

tain the residuals for each of these (∆SFMS, ∆SK and

∆MGMS). As expected, these residuals are similar to

the usual ratios that characterize these three scaling
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Figure A1. Distribution of explored galaxies in the ΣSFR–Σ? (left-hand panel), ΣSFR-Σmol (middle panel), and Σmol-Σ? (right-
hand panel) diagrams. The red lines represent the best fits to the data in our sample (236 star-forming galaxies). The black
lines represent the fits of these relations derived by Sánchez et al. (2021).

relations: the specific star formation rate (sSFR), the

star formation efficiency (SFE), and the gas fraction

(fmol). Based on these residuals, we explore how the

variation (excess or deficit) for the different interact-

ing stage compare with the control sample (see Fig. 1).

Furthermore, to explore what drives the star forma-

tion enhancement or suppression at different interac-

tion/merging stages, we plot in Fig. 2 the fraction of

galaxies with ∆SK > ∆MGMS, and ∆MGMS > ∆SK

for different bins of ∆SFMS. Based on the analysis pre-

sented in the previous sections, compared to isolated

sample, we conclude the following:

• In comparison to the control sample, we do not

find a significant fraction of interacting/merging

galaxies with an enhancement on their sSFR

and SFE. However, we do find that interact-

ing/merging galaxies tend to have a large fraction

of galaxies with large central molecular gas frac-

tion (see Fig. 1).

• Although we are not able to fully identify the main

mechanism that modulates the star-formation ac-

tivity in isolated galaxies (i.e., efficiency vs. fuel

driven star formation), we find that, in general, for

interacting and merging galaxies both suppression

and enhancement of star formation appear to be

efficiency driven (see Fig. 2).

Our results indicate that the effect of tidal forces

due to the interaction/merger increases the amount of

molecular gas in the center of the galaxies, gravitational

torques reduced the angular momentum of the molec-

ular gas in the galaxies, moving it inwards. Despite

this, in contrast to previous results, we do not find a

significant increase in the central star formation for in-

teracting galaxies in comparison to the control sample.

We suggest that a possible cause on why the central

molecular gas has not been yet transformed into new

star could be that it still is in a turbulent stage prevent-

ing it to cool down. Further studies using homogeneous

spatially-resolved data (such as the EDGE data set) will

allow us to better constrain the role of mergers in shap-

ing the star formation across the optical extension of

galaxies in the nearby universe.
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APPENDIX

A. INTENSIVE SCALING RELATIONS

As mentioned in Sect. 2.5 of this study, we use the residuals of the scaling relations of the intensive properties

(i.e., intensive scaling relations) to quantify the impact of interactions and mergers on central star formation. These
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intensive properties are obtained by dividing each extensive property (SFR, M?, Mmol) by the beam area, as described

in Sect. 2.3. Furthermore the scaling relations for these properties are quite similar regardless the observed angular

scale (i.e., either integrated or spatially-resolved properties, Sánchez et al. 2021). In each panel of Fig. A1 we show the

scaling relations used in this: the star formation main sequence (SFMS), the Schmidt-Kennicutt relation (SK), and

the molecular gas main sequence (MGMS). Our best fits (red-dashed lines) are in good agreement with those presented

previously with a similar data set (solid black lines Sánchez et al. 2021). In Table A1 we present the parameters of

those best fits.

Table A1. Best fitting for intensive scaling relations (SFMS, SK, MGMS), β intercepts and α slopes. Also, we include the
Spearman correlation coefficients ρ.

Relation β α ρ

SFMS −9.83 ± 0.10 0.75 ± 0.05 0.75

SK −8.70 ± 0.04 0.52 ± 0.05 0.59

MGMS −0.95 ± 0.11 0.82 ± 0.05 0.73
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