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ABSTRACT

W e study gravitationalinstability and consequentstar form ation in a wide range ofisolated disk
galaxies,using three-dim ensional,sm oothed particle hydrodynam ics sim ulations at resolution su� -
cientto fully resolvegravitationalcollapse.Stellarfeedback isrepresented by an isotherm alequation
ofstate.Absorbing sink particlesareinserted in dynam ically bound,converging regionswith num ber
density n > 103 cm � 3 to directly m easurethem assofgravitationally collapsing gasavailableforstar
form ation. O ur m odels quantitatively reproduce not only the observed Schm idt law,but also the
observed star form ation threshold in disk galaxies. O ur results suggestthat the dom inant physical
m echanism determ ining the starform ation rate isjustthe strength ofgravitationalinstability,with
feedback prim arily functioning to m aintain a roughly constante� ective sound speed.
Subjectheadings:galaxy:evolution | galaxy:spiral| galaxy:starclusters| stars:form ation

1. IN TRO D U CTIO N

Stars form in galaxies at hugely varying rates
(K ennicutt 1998a). The m echanism s that controlthe
star form ation rate from interstellar gas are widely de-
bated (Shu,Adam s& Lizano 1987; Elm egreen 2002;
Larson 2003;M acLow & K lessen 2004). G ravitational
collapse is opposed by gas pressure,supersonic turbu-
lence,m agnetic � elds,and rotationalshear. G as pres-
sure in turn is regulated by radiative cooling and stel-
lar and turbulent heating. Despite this com plexity,
star-form ing spiral galaxies follow two em pirical laws.
First,stars only form above a criticalgas surface den-
sity (M artin & K ennicutt 2001) that appears to be de-
term ined bytheToom re(1964)criterion forgravitational
instability.Second,the rate ofstarform ation ispropor-
tionaltoapowerofthetotalgassurfacedensity(Schm idt
1959;K ennicutt1998b).
A num ber ofgroups have sim ulated disk galaxies in

isolation or in m ergers, or in cosm ological contexts,
e.g.,M ihos& Hernquist (1994);Friedli& Benz (1995);
Som m er-Larsen,G elato & Vedel(1999);Springel(2000);
Barnes(2002);G overnato etal.(2004).Robertson etal.
(2004)review thiswork. However,in these sim ulations,
starform ation isgenerally setup with em piricalrecipes
a priori.Theorigin oftheobserved Schm idtlaw rem ains
unclear.
Recent cosm ologicalsim ulations with m oderate m ass

resolution byK ravtsov(2003)show thattheSchm idtlaw
is a m anifestation ofthe overalldensity distribution of
theISM ,and � nd littlecontributionfrom feedback.How-
ever,thestrength ofgravitationalinstability wasnotdi-
rectly m easured in hiswork,so a directconnection could
notbem adebetween instabilityand theSchm idtLaw,as
we do here. The im portance ofgravitationalinstability
in controlling large-scalestarform ation wasem phasized
by Friedli& Benz(1995)and Elm egreen (2002).A sim i-

Electronicaddress:yxli@ astro.colum bia.edu,m ordecai@ am nh.org,rklessen@ aip.de

larconclusion com esfrom theobservation thatthin dust
lanes in galaxies only form in gravitationally unstable
regions(Dalcanton,Yoachim & Bernstein 2004).
W e sim ulate a large set ofisolated galaxies to inves-

tigate gravitationalinstability and consequent star for-
m ation. In this Letter,we exam ine star form ation as
a function ofgravitationalinstability,and com pare the
globalSchm idtlaw and starform ation thresholdsderived
from oursim ulationsto the observations.

2. CO M PU TATIO N A L M ETH O D

W e use the sm oothed particle hydrodynam ics
(SPH) code G ADG ET (Springel,Yoshida & W hite
2001), m odi� ed to include absorbing sink particles
(Bate,Bonnell& Price 1995) to directly m easure the
m ass of gravitationally collapsing gas. Sink particles,
representing star clusters (SCs),replace gravitationally
bound regions of converging  ow that reach num ber
densities n > 103 cm � 3. (These regionshave pressures
P=k � 107 K cm � 3 typicalofstar-form ing regions.)
O urgalaxy m odelconsistsofa dark m atterhalo,and

a disk ofstarsand isotherm algas.Thegalaxy structure
is based on the analyticalwork by M o,M ao & W hite
(1998),asim plem ented num ericallybySpringel& W hite
(1999)and Springel(2000).Theisotherm alsound speed
is chosen to be either c1 = 6 km s� 1 in m odels with
low tem peratureT orc2 = 15 km s� 1 in high T m odels.
Table1 liststhem ostim portantm odelparam eters.The
Toom recriterionforgravitationalinstabilitythatcouples
starsand gas,Q sg iscalculated following Ra� kov(2001),
and them inim um valueisderived using thewavenum ber
k ofgreatestinstability and lowestQ sg ateach radius.
The gas,halo and disk particles are distributed with

num ber ratio N g : N h : N d = 5 : 3 : 2. The gravita-
tionalsoftening lengths of the halo �h = 0:4 kpc and
disk �d = 0:1 kpc, while that of the gas �g is given
in Table 1 for each m odel. The m inim um spatialand
m ass resolutions in the gas are given by �g and twice
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TA BLE 1
G alaxy M odels and N umerical Parameters

M odela fg
b Q sg(LT)

c Q sg(H T)
d N tot

e �g
f m g

g

G 50-1 1 1.22 1.45 1:0 10 0:08

G 50-2 2.5 0.94 1.53 1:0 10 0:21
G 50-3 4.5 0.65 1.52 1:0 10 0:37

G 50-4 9 0.33 0.82 1:0 10 0:75

G 100-1 1 1.08 � � � 6:4 7 0:10

G 100-1 1 � � � 1.27 1:0 10 0:66

G 100-2 2.5 � � � 1.07 1:0 10 1:65
G 100-3 4.5 � � � 0.82 1:0 10 2:97

G 100-4 9 � � � 0.42 1:0 20 5:94

G 120-3 4.5 � � � 0.68 1:0 20 5:17

G 120-4 9 � � � 0.35 1:0 30 10:3

G 160-1 1 � � � 1.34 1:0 20 2:72
G 160-2 2.5 � � � 0.89 1:0 20 6:80

G 160-3 4.5 � � � 0.52 1:0 30 12:2

G 160-4 9 � � � 0.26 1:5 40 16:3

G 220-1 1 0.65 � � � 6:4 15 1:11

G 220-1 1 � � � 1.11 1:0 20 7:07
G 220-2 2.5 � � � 0.66 1:2 30 14:8

G 220-3 4.5 � � � 0.38 2:0 40 15:9

G 220-4 9 � � � 0.19 4:0 40 16:0

aFirstnum berisrotationalvelocity in km s� 1 atvirialradius.
bPercentage oftotalhalo m assin gas.
cM inim um initialQ sg forlow T m odel.M issingdata indicates
m odelsnot run at fullresolution.
dM inim um initialQ sg forhigh T m odel
eM illionsofparticlesin high resolution runs.
fG ravitationalsoftening length ofgas in pc.
gG as particle m ass in units of104M � .

the kernelm ass(� 80m g). W e adopttypicalvaluesfor
the halo concentration param eter c = 5,spin param e-
ter � = 0:05, and Hubble constant H 0 = 70 km s� 1

M pc� 1 (Springel2000). The spin param eter used is a
typicalone forgalaxiessubjectto the tidalforcesofthe
cosm ologicalbackground. Reed etal.(2003) suggest a
wide range ofc forgalaxy-size halos. However,thispa-
ram eter is based on a sim ple m odelofthe halo form a-
tion tim e (Navarro,Frenk & W hite 1997),with poorly
known distribution (M o etal. 1998).Springel& W hite
(1999) suggest that c = 5 is theoretically expected for
 at,low-density universes.
M odels of gravitational collapse m ust satisfy three

num erical criteria: the Jeans resolution criterion
(Bate& Burkert 1997, hereafter BB97; W hitworth
1998), the gravity-hydro balance criterion for gravi-
tational softening (BB97), and the equipartition cri-
terion for particle m asses (Steinm etz & W hite 1997).
Trueloveetal.(1998) suggest that a Jeans m ass m ust
be resolved with far m ore than the N k = 2 sm oothing
kernels proposed by BB97. Therefore we perform ed a
resolution study ofm odelG 100-1 (LT)with N tot = 105,
8� 105,and 6:4� 106,correspondingtoN k � 0.4,3.0and
23.9,respectively.W e� nd convergenceto within 10% of
theglobalam ountofm assaccreted by sink particlesbe-
tween the two highest resolutions,suggesting that the
BB97 criterion is su� cient for the problem considered
here.
W eperform ed 24 sim ulationssatisfying allthreecrite-

ria,including six m odelsoflow m assgalaxieswith low T

to study thee� ectofchanging thee� ectivesound speed.
W e also seta m inim um valueofN tot � 106 particlesfor

lowerm assgalaxiesresolved with fewerparticles.

3. G LO BA L SCH M ID T LAW

To derivetheSchm idtlaw,weaverage�SFR and �gas

overthestarform ing region following K ennicutt(1989),
with radiuschosen to encircle 80% ofthe m assin sinks.
To estim ate the star form ation rate, we m ake the as-
sum ption thatindividualsinksrepresentdensem olecular
clouds that form starsat som e e� ciency. O bservations
by Rownd & Young (1999) suggest that the localstar
form ation e� ciency (SFE) in m olecular clouds rem ains
roughly constant. K ennicutt (1998b) shows a m edian
SFE of30% in starburstgalaxiesdom inated by m olecu-
largas. Thissuggeststhe localSFE ofdense m olecular
cloudsaround 30% .W ethereforeadopta� xed localSFE
of� = 30% to convertthe m assofsinks to stars. Note
thatthislocale� ciency isdi� erentfrom the globalstar
form ation e� ciency in galaxies,which m easuresthefrac-
tion ofthe totalgasturned into stars. The globalSFE
can range from 1{100% (K ennicutt 1998b), depending
on the gasdistribution and the m oleculargasfraction.

Fig. 1.| Schm idt law from fully resolved low (open sym bols)

and high (�lled sym bols) T m odels listed in Table 1 that showed

gravitational collapse. The colors indicate the galaxy rotational

velocities,while the sym bolshapes indicate the gas fractions,as
speci�ed in the legend. The black line isthe best �t to the obser-

vations from K ennicutt (1998b),while the red line is the best �t

to the sim ulations.

Figure1 showstheSchm idtlaw derived from oursim -
ulations. The best� tto the observationsbyK ennicutt
(1998b)givesa Schm idtlaw �SFR = A��

gas with global
e� ciency A = (2:5� 0:7)� 10� 4 and powerlaw �= 1:4�
0:15,where �SFR is given in units ofM � kpc� 2 yr� 1,
and �gas isgiven in unitsofM � pc� 2. A least-squares
� tto the m odelslisted in Table1 (both low T and high
T) gives A = (1:4 � 0:4)� 10� 4 and � = 1:45� 0:07,
agreeing with the observationsto within the errors.
Note LT m odelstend to have slightly higherSF rates

than equivalent HT m odels. Thus, observations m ay
be able to directly m easure the e� ective sound speed
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(roughly equivalent to velocity dispersion) ofthe star-
form ing gas in galactic disks and nuclei. M ore sim ula-
tionswillbe needed to dem onstratethisquantitatively.
O ur chosen m odels do not populate the lowest and

higheststarform ation ratesobserved.Interacting galax-
iescan producevery unstabledisksand triggervigorous
starbursts (e.g., Li,M acLow & K lessen 2004). Q uies-
centnorm algalaxiesform starsata ratebelow ourm ass
resolution lim it.O urm oststablem odelsindeed show no
starform ation in the � rstfew billion years.

4. STA R FO R M ATIO N TH R ESH O LD

A threshold isclearly visiblein thespatialdistribution
ofgas and stars in our galaxy m odels,as illustrated in
Figure 2.The criticalvalue ofthe instability param eter
atthreshold can bequantitatively m easured from thera-
dialpro� leasindicated in them iddlepanel,which shows
a sharp drop of�SFR atR � 2R d.Thecriticalvaluesof
Q sg and Q g atthe threshold R th are shown in the bot-
tom panelofFigure 2 for allthe fully resolved m odels
listed in Table1.ThecriticalvaluesofQ sg appearto be
generally higher than Q g in the sam e galaxy,and both
havelowervalues(< 1)in m oreunstablem odels.
M ostgalaxiesnotclassi� ed asstarburstshavegasfrac-

tions com parable to or less than our m ost stable m od-
els,so the observation ofa threshold value ofQ g � 1:4
m ay re ect the stability ofthe galaxies in the sam ple
(M artin & K ennicutt2001). O bserved variationsin the
threshold also appearto occurnaturally.Ifwe only use
theToom recriterion forthegasQ g wegetslightly larger
scatterthan ifweincludethestarsand usethecom bined
criterion Q sg,butthe e� ectissm all.

5. D ISCU SSIO N A N D SU M M A RY

W hat controls star form ation in di� erent galaxies?
O ur m odels suggest the answer is the nonlinear devel-
opm ent ofgravitationalinstability. Figure 3 shows the
correlation between thestarform ation tim escale�SF and
the initialm inim um Q sg(m in)forfully resolved m odels
listed in Table 1. The best� tis �SF = (34� 7 M yr)�
exp[(4:2� 0:3)Q sg(m in)]. Q uiescentstarform ation oc-
curswhere Q sg islarge,while vigorousstarburstsoccur
whereQ sg issm all.Thisdi� ersfrom theem phasison su-
personic turbulence by K ravtsov (2003).The m axim um
strength ofinstability Q sg(m in)dependson the m assof
the galaxy and the gas fraction. The larger the halo
m ass,orthelargerthegasfraction,thesm allerresulting
Q sg(m in),and thusthe shorter�SF.
Typicalobserved starbursttim esof108 yrare consis-

tent with our � t for �SF (K ennicutt 1998b). This also
agreeswith theobservationsby M acArthuretal.(2004)
thatthestarform ationratedependsonthegalaxypoten-
tial. M cG augh etal.(2000) show a break in the Tully-
Fisher relation for galaxies with Vc � 90 km s� 1,sug-
gesting a transition at this scale. Indeed, our m odels
with Vc � 100 km s� 1 and gas fraction � 50% ofthe
disk m ass appearto be ratherstable (Q sg > 1:0),with
no starform ation in the � rst3 G yrs,while m odelswith
Vc � 120km s� 1 becom elessstable,form ingstarseasily.
Thisisalso consistentwith therotationalvelocity above
which dustlanesareobserved to form (Dalcanton etal.
2004).
W e have deferred inclusion ofexplicitfeedback,m ag-

netic � elds,and gasrecycling to future work. However,

Fig. 2.| (Top) Star form ation threshold illustrated by the low

T m odelG 220-1 with N tot = 6:4� 106.Log ofgassurface density

isshown,with values given by the color bar. Yellow dots indicate

SCs,while the red circle shows R th. (M iddle) R adialpro�les of

starform ation rate (yellow circles),and Toom re Q param eters for
starsQ s (asterisks),gas Q g (circles),and stars and gas com bined

Q sg (diam onds). The red line shows R th. Bottom : criticalvalues

ofQ sg (�lled sym bols) and Q g (open sym bols) atR th forboth low

(red) and high (black) T m odels.

we believe each will have m inor e� ects on the ques-
tions considered here. The assum ption of an isother-
m al equation of state for the gas im plies substantial
feedback to m aintain the e� ective tem perature of the
gas against radiative cooling and turbulent dissipation.
Realinterstellar gas has a wide range oftem peratures.
However, the rm s velocity dispersion generally falls
within the range 6{12 km s� 1 (e.g.,Elm egreen & Scalo
2004). Direct feedback from starbursts m ay play only
a m inor role in quenching subsequent star form ation
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Fig. 3.| Star form ation tim escale �SF as a function of ini-

tialQ sg(m in), for both low T (open sym bols) and high T (�lled

sym bols) m odels.The solid line isthe least-square �t.

(e.g., K ravtsov 2003; M onaco 2004), perhaps because
m ost energy is deposited not in the disk but above
it as superbubbles blow out (e.g., Fujita etal. 2003;
Avillez & Breitschwerdt 2004). K im & O striker (2001)
dem onstrate thatswing and m agneto-Jeansinstabilities
operatingin agaseousdisk occuratQ g � 1:4,suggesting
thatm agnetostaticsupportisunim portant.The lack of
gasrecycling both from disrupted m olecularcloudsand
from m assive stars willchange the detailed patterns of
starform ation,butprobably notthe overallresults.
Sim ulations of isolated, isotherm al disks by

Robertson etal. (2004) show large-scale collapse in
theircentersleading to disksfarsm allerthan observed,
which they argued wascaused by an isotherm alequation
of state. This behavior does not occur in our m odel
with physical param eters close to theirs, but resolu-
tion su� cient to resolve the Jeans length. Sim ilarly,

G overnato etal.(2004)arguethatseverallong-standing
problem sin galaxy sim ulationssuch asthe angularm o-
m entum catastrophe m ay wellbe caused by inadequate
resolution,or violation ofthe other num ericalcriteria.
W e willpresentm oreresolution studiesin future work.
In sum m ary,ourm odelsreproduce quantitatively not

only theSchm idtlaw,butalsothestarform ation thresh-
old in disk galaxies.W e� nd adirectcorrelation between
thestarform ation rateand thestrength ofgravitational
instability.Thissuggeststhatgravitationalinstability in
e� ectively isotherm algasm ay be the dom inantphysical
m echanism that controls the rate and location ofstar
form ation in galaxies.Unstablegalaxieswerem orecom -
m on atearly cosm ictim es,so ourresults,togetherwith
m erger-induced starbursts (Lietal.2004) m ay account
forthe Butcher-O em lere� ect(Butcher& O em ler1984)
ofincreasing bluenessofgalaxieswith redshift.M assive
galaxies form stars quickly,which m ay account for the
downsizing e� ectthatstarform ation � rstoccursin big
galaxiesathigh redshift,while m odern starburstgalax-
ies are sm all(Cowieetal.1996;Poggiantietal.2004;
Ferrerasetal.2004). The slow evolution ofstarform a-
tion in our low m ass m odels resem bles that observed
in low surface brightness galaxies (van den Hoek etal.
2000).
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