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ABSTRACT

W e exam ine the hypothesis that hydrostatic pressure alone determ ines the ratio ofatom ic to m olec—
ular gas averaged over a particular radius in disk galaxies. T he hypothesis In plies that the transition
radius, the location where the ratio is unity, should always occur at the sam e value of stellar surface

density In all galaxies. W e exam ine data for 28 galaxies and
the transition radius is indeed constant to 40$ at a value of 120 M pc 2.

nd that the stellar surface density at
If the hypothesis can

be con med at all radii within a lJarge range of galaxy types and m etallicities, combining it wih
the observed constancy of the star form ation rate with H, surface density m ay enable a physically
m otivated star form ation prescription w ith w ide applicability.

Sub®ct headings:

1. NTRODUCTION

Current ideas about the fom ation of GM C s present
a nagging puzzle. Som e authors have suggested that
GM Cs om by agglom eration of pre-existing m olecular
clouds (eg. Scoville & Hersh 1979;Kwan & Valdes1983).
O thers have argued that GM Cs form primarily from
atom ic gas through som e sort of instability or large—scale
shock (€g. W oodward 1976; Blitz & Shu 1980; Engar-
giola, et al. 2003). In principle, both m odesm ay occur:
In galaxies that are predom nantly atom ic, GM C sm ight
form by one process, and in galaxies that are prin arily
m olecular, the GM C sm ight form by another. If so, two
di erent GM C fom ation m echanism s could be at work
in the sam e galaxy because m any galaxies show a transi-
tion from being predom nantly m olecular at their centers
to being predom inantly atom ic in their outer parts (g.
W ong & Blitz 2002; Helfer et al. 2003). For exam ple, In
the outer parts of spiral galaxies there is so little m olec—
ulargas (eg. Dame et al. 1987; Dam e 1993; Heyer et
al. 1998) that making GM Cs from atom ic gas seem s to
be the only available form ation pathway. On the other
hand, the centers of m any galaxies are so overw helm —
Ingly molecular (eg. M auersoerger et al. 1989; Young
et al. 1995; W ong & Blitz 2002, Helfer et al. 2003) that
it is mplausbl for the inner galaxy m olecular clouds
to form from anything other than pre-existing m olecular
gas. T he stars In these galaxies form only from m olecular
gas, yet there is no obvious change in the star form ing
properties across them olecular/atom ic transition region.
How ocould it be that m olcular clouds that form by two
Independent processes would show no obviousdi erence
in their star form ation properties?

O ne possibility isthat the process ofcloud form ation is
independent of whether the preexisting gas is atom ic or
m olecular. T hat is, the ratio ofatom ic/m oleculargasde—
pendson som e other factor, such asthe am bient pressure.
Because the rate of star formm ation depends only on the

am ount ofm olecular gas @ ong & _B_]jt_E_Z_Og-)E_i), w hatever

determm ines them olecular gas surface density, determ ines
the variation of star form ation w ithin a galaxy.

In this paper, we consider the hypothesis that the
m olecular gas fraction in a galaxy disk is determ ined by
them ean hydrostatic pressure at a particular radius. W e
show that if the hydrostatic pressure is the only param e-
ter determ ining the m olecular gas fraction, one predicts
that the radius at which the atom ic and m olecular gas
surface densities are the sam e, the transition radius, oc—
curs at a constant value ofthe stellar surface density,
Ream arkably, In a sam ple of 28 galaxies, is found to
be constant to about 40% at the transition radiis, even
though the observed variation of In these galaxies is
at least 3 orders ofm agnitude.

2. BACKGROUND

Several authors have previously suggested that gas
pressure detemm nes the m olecular fraction at a given ra—
diis in a galaxy. Spergel& Blitz (1992), forexam ple, ar-
gued that the extraordinarily largem oleculargas fraction
at the center ofthe M iky W ay is plausbly the result of
the very high hydrostatic pressure in the G alactic bulge.
E In egreen (1993) suggested on theoretical grounds that
the ratio of atom ic to m olecular gas In galactic disks
results from both the ambient hydrostatic pressure as
well as the mean radiation eld. The dependence on
the pressure is stegper than that of the radiation density
(En o1 / P 2273 1) and ought to be the dom ant factor.
O bservationally, W ong and B litz (2002) showed that the
radialdependence ofthe atom ic to m olecular gas ratio n
seven m olecule rich galactic disks can be understood to
be the resul of the varation in interstellar hydrostatic
pressure (wih fn o/ P°%®).

Let us assum e, therefore, that N H,)/N H I), the ra—
tio of H, colum n density to H I colum n density, is deter—
m ined onk by the m idplane hydrostatic pressure, Pyt .
In an in nie disk wih isothem al stellar and gas lay-—
ers, and w here the gas scale height ism uch less than the
stellar scale height, as is typical in disk galaxies, to rst
order:

Pexe = G)°® gvgf 2+ G $)°°g @)

where  isthe totalsurface density ofthe gas, vy is the
velocity dispersion of the gas, is the m dplane surface
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density of stars, and 4 isthem idplane surface density of
gas. The rsttem on the right is due to the hydrostatic

In m ost galaxy disks, ismuch larger than ¢4 when
averaged over azinuth, except in the far outer parts
of a galaxy where the stars becom e quite rare. In the
solar vicihity, for exam ple, = 01M pc? eg.
Binney & Merri ed 1998), but 4 / 002M pc ?

=t 2_2__h ,where h _isthe stellar scale height and.

h = w?=4 G )°°. Thus, negkcting 4, Equation 1
becom es:
R V¢
Pexe= 084G )°® g(h—‘;oﬁ @)
where 4 isthe totalsurface density ofthe gas, vy is the

velocity dispersion ofthe gas, is the m idplane surface
density of stars, and 4 isthem idplane surface density of
gas. D irect solution ofthe uid equations by num erical
Integration show s that this approxim ation is accurate to
10% r > 20M pc ? where ! ), which covers
the range of stellar surface densities in this study.

W e choose to expressthem idplane pressure In the fom
of E quation EZ since there is good evidence that both h
and vy are constant with radiis In disk galaxies. Fur-
themm ore, because of the weak dependence of P+ oOn
h ,and the sn allvariation ofh m easured am ong galac—
tic disks, we expect variations of h to have little ef-

only at the edges of stellar disks in regions where the
stellar, gaseous and dark m atter com ponents of the disk
m ake com parable contributions to the potential. A dopt—
Ing a constant stellar scale height is fiurther supported by

the observations of B ottam a _(1_9_9:7:) , who show s that the

stellar velociy dispersion follow s an exponential distri-

bution w ith scale length tw ice that of the stellar surface

density In disks. T his observation suggests that the stel-

lar disk is distrbuted vertically in a sech?z pro l with
= (2G h)=.

W hile the stellar com ponent of galactic disks can be
approxin ated w ith a constant scale height, the gas com —
ponent is better descrbed by a constant velociy dis—
persion, g, which is observed In faceon galaxies (eg.

Shostak &_van derK ruit 1984;P_jg<_ey_e;c al.1990) and the

M iky W ay (urton 1971; M ahotra 1995). The M iky
W ay observations show that the gas scale height de-
creases as the stellar surface m ass density Increases in
a m anner consistent the gas rem aining isothem al ({:/l_aklf
hotrzi 1993). T his ensem ble of observations suggests that

g = 8km s ! characterizes the H I velocity dispersion
in the stellar dom inated regions of galactic disks.

By assum ption,

N H2)=N #H I) = £ Pext) 3)

o
Thus, since (vg= h ) is approxim ately constant w ithin
galaxies, then

N Hz)N HID=f Pexe( g;i )] @)

The m ass surface density of atom ic gas, 1, is rea—

W hile some changes of 1 with ra—
diis are observed, the variation is an all com pared to
the changes observed in stellar surface m ass density
and m olecular surface m ass density. W e m ay therefore
adopt a singlke value for the surface density of atom ic
gas In a galaxy across the stellar disk. N #H I) satu-

rates at a value of about 1 1¢* am 2 { ong & B liz

2N H#z)+N # D hasavalieof 2 18' an 2. Equa-
tion ._22, therefore in plies that the radiisw here the atom ic
and m olecular surface densities are equal in spiralgalax—
jes depends only on ifvg/h is constant.

3. RESULTS

om etric m agihg survey of the CO in 44 nearby soirals,
to determ ine the distrdbution of the m olecular gas. To
determ inetheH , surface density, we use a conversion fac—
torofN #H,)/Ta CO) v=2 16°am ?® km s ') *.
Forthe H I, we adopted a single valuie that characterizes
the colum n density acrossthe galacticdisk. T hese values
were drawn from m aps of galaxies reported in the liter-
ature. A dopted values and the corresponding references
appear in Tab]e-r_]: along w ith the orientation param eters

and distances used In Helfer et al. 2003). Ifno H I ob—

servations have been reported for the galaxies, we used
avalle of 8 M pc 2, which corresponds to a surface

density of1 16! an ?, typical for the stellar disks of
galaxies.
TABLE 1
Adopted G alactic Parameters
Galaxy D istance Inc. P.A. M1 M1 1:5 R eference
Nam e Mpc) () () wm =pc?) M =pc®)37? | -

NGC 628 7.3 24 25 4.9 52
NGC 1068 14.4 33 13 13.5 161
I 342 3.9 31 37 4.0 59
NGC 2903 6.3 61 17 5.0 63
NGC 3184 8.7 21 135 8.0 81 fmm T
NGC 3351 10 40 13 5.0 56
NGC 3368 112 46 5 4.0 46
NGC 3521 7.2 58 164 8.0 75
NGC 3627 11.1 63 176 2.2 23
NGC 3726 17.0 46 10 7.0 62

NGC 3938 17.0 24 0 7.5 67 l’a: fe_tf :Jit: :Si_!?_st_ak_(_l9_8£lb
NGC 4051 17.0 41 135 4.0 36 E—(_)n;g-f_ﬁ_ht_ﬁ_ﬂ_ﬁ-o_iﬂ
NGC 4258 8.1 65 176 4.5 53 :V:r::t:l: gtﬁg)l
NGC 4303 15.2 27 0 8.6 96 Ea;ya_-ti_-efb_—af:(l:g%‘llb
NGC 4321 16.1 32 154 5.0 49 QNG & =B ditz w20 02y
NGC 4535 16.0 45 28 4.3 38 ;j;t;e;t:a;A:(l-ﬂ;Alb

NGC 4569 16.8 62 23 5.4 51
NGC 4579 16.8 37 95 3.2 27

NGC 4736 4.3 35 100 8.0 123

NGC 4826 4.1 54 111 10.0 118 Er:a\:n:er:a:l:(l:9§4:i-
NGC 5005 21.3 61 65 8.0 116 + ---------
NGC 5033 18.6 62 170 8.0 62
NGC 5055 7.2 55 105 6.3 72

NGC 5248 22.7 43 110 8.0 93 ‘ ---------
NGC 5247 22.2 29 20 8.0 73 + ---------
NGC 5457 7.4 27 40 6.3 81
NGC 6946 5.5 54 65 7.8 95
NGC 7331 15.1 62 172 8.0 87

e/ et w2 T ok ol 1) Sully)

£ ay e metmak, =15 54

E=——Z-- -+ v
ﬂ-c-ng- G B kit (20602

T he stellar surface densities are determ ined using re—
duced K -band in ages from the 2M ASS Large G alaxy

Atlas {Jarrett et al 2003). W e adopted a constant K_—

band m asstolight ratic ofM =Ly = 05M =L @ell



galaxies w ith both 2M A SS data and CO detections. O £
these, 22 galaxies have H I surface densities in the liter—
ature and 6 galaxies do not. T he stellar and gas surface
densities are corrected to face-on ya]ues using the orien—
tation param eters listed in TabJeEI:.

W e de ne the transition stellar surface density ( ;0
whereN H,)=N #H I), asthem edian value ofthe stellar
surface densiy at all positions for which 09N H I)
N Hz) 1IN #H I). W e associate this surface m ass
density with the transition radiis Ry In the galaxy by

nding the radius where the azin uthally averaged stel-
lar surface m ass density R 4a1) equals the transition
surface densiy, ;4 In Figure :_]:, we plot the transition
radius against the transition ste']gar surface density, using
the adgpted distances in Table . W e also list the values
of 1 ;tare]jstedjnTab]eQ:asachedc since Pext
depends directly on this quantity.
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Fig. 1.| P ot of the m edian stellar surface m ass density where
N H2) N H I asa function ofwhere this surface density occurs

in the galaxy. For galaxies with measured H I densities ( lled
circles, 22 galaxies), the range of stellar surface densities is plotted
as an error bar, running between the values of the lst percentile
and the 99th percentile of surface density in the galaxy. G alaxies
w ithout H Im easurem ents are plotted as open circles (6 galaxies).
T he transitions stellar surface density is rem arkably constant and
has a mean valuie of 120 10 M pc ? for the 22 galaxies w ith
both CO and H Idata. Points fortheM ikyWay MW ) and M 33
are also plotted.

F jgure:g: show sa ram arkable constancy of  ;cexpected
ifN H,)/N @ I) is detem ined by pressure only; the
mean value is 120 10 M pc . Also pbtted in the

gure is the range of measured for each individual
galaxy. Fom ally, the dispersion in the mean value of

;v s only 40% , yet the the range of to which the
2M A SS survey is sensitive in these galaxies van'esipﬁil—
most 3 orders of m agniude. The scatter in g1 it
given In Tab]e:_]: isonly 60% . The range of galactocen—
tric distance w here the transition radiis occurs varies by
m ore than an order ofm agnitude. A pparently, the con-—
stancy of  ;isnot due to a sm allrange In the cbserved
properties of the galaxies. T he an all scatter In ;calso
suggests that various assum ptions such as that ofa con—
stant value of h both wihin and am ong galaxies are

jasti ed.

A s a chedk, one can calculate the value of ; for the
M iky W ay, scaling the m easured at the distance of
theSun 35M pc ?;Binney & Merri eld 1998), and a
radialscale length for the stars of 3 kpc (Spergel, M aTho-
tra & B1litz 1996;D ehnen & B inney 1998). T he transition
radius for the M iky W ay occurs at a galactocentric dis—
tance of about 4 kpc Dame et al. 1993), or about 1.3
scale lengths Inward ofthe Sun. T hisconvertsto a stellar
surface density of132M  pc ?, in good agreem ent w ith
the determ inations in other galaxies. T he trend can also

H eyer; C orbelli; Schneider, &Y oung ' (2004), which gives
+= 190M pc “where wr= u2 Rga1= 300 p0).
T here appears to be a anall but signi cant decrease
In the transition surface density w ith radius, which m ay
be due to a breakdown of the assum ptions of a constant
m ass-to-light ratio, vy and h w ith radius, or that pres-
sure alone determ nesN H,)/N #H I).A lnear tto the
data In Figure 1 gives log = 236 005 (0:06
0:01) R=1kpc)M pc ? with errors given by the scatter
in the data around the trend.

4. DISCUSSION

Figure 1 is consistent with the hypothesis that the
m ean hydrostatic pressure determ ines the ratio ofatom ic
to m olecular gas at a given radiis in a disk galaxy. T he
an all scatter in the m ean value of suggests that glob-
ally, the pressurem ay be the only in portant factor in de—
termm ining the ratio of atom ic to m olecular gas. But the
variation in the hydrostatic equilbrium of a disk is ex—
pected to be rather an ooth. W hy then do galaxies show
som uch azin uthalvariation in them olculargas, and by
iIn plication in the atom icto-m olecular gas ratio Helfer
et al. 2003)? Signi cant variations in the interstellar
pressure can result from a variety of causes such as spi-
ral shocks and explosive events (eg. supemovae). T hus
large pressure variations can occur on all scales locally
even if the m ean hydrostatic pressure varies only slow k.
Furthem ore, even if the hydrostatic pressure drives the
ratio globally, locally the radiation eld can be In por-

ni cant deviations from the m ean m olecular abundance
can be produced by both pressure and radiation varia-—
tions.

P ressure or densiy? T he rate of form ation ofm olecu—
largas isthought to be dependent on the localgasdensity
in the chem ical reactions that produce H, and CO .Are
we then using pressure as a surrogate for the m ean gas
density in determ ining N H,)/N H I) as a function of
galactocentric distance? P ressure, as de ned in Equa-
tions 1 and 2, is taken to be 4 2 where 4 includes
both them aland turbulent contributions. Because 4 is
m easured to be typically 7 { 8 km s 'and the gas tem —
perature ofthe cold gas layer wherem ost ofthe gasm ass
resides istypically . 100K ,thethem alpressure isonly a
an all fraction ofthe turbulent pressure. O bservationally,

g Is constant w ith radius (see x2), thusPexe / 4 vars
ations In pressure are e ectively the sam e as variations
in density. W e choose to descrbe the functional depen—
dence In temm s of pressure rather than density because
it is directly m easurable through Equation 2 (assum ing
h isknown), whereas the density is inferred and not di-
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rectly m easurable on galactic scales. But it should be
kept In m ind that given the m easured constancy of g,
we cannot distinguish the e ects of pressure from those
of density.

W hat pressure is in plied by 42 In theM iky W ay,
the valie of h is about 300 pc Binney & Merri eld
1998), vg isabout 7 km s 1 D ickey & Lockman 1990),

g is86M pc ?,and is132M pc *.UsihgEqua-
tion :gi, Put=k = 15 10 am 3 K after correcting for
helium . This value is still an order of m agnitude below
themean ntemalPy=k 3 10 an * K ®rGMCs
100 M pc ?
Pexts GM C s that survive
for m ore than a crossing tin e, 10 y, must be self-
gravitating. U sing Equation 2 to scale Poyt to the inner
regions of disks suggests that GM C s are selfgraviating
over nearly the entire disk.

W hat are the in plications for understanding star for-
m ation on galactic scales? Ifthe globalatom ic{m olecular
transition is govemed by pressure across a w idde range of
galaxies, i w illbe possible to develop a perscription for
star form ation on global scales that is physically well
m otivated. N on-them al radio-continuum is tightly_cor-
related wih the far IR an ission in galaxies (eg.Con*+
don }_9_9_2), In plying that the radio-continuum is a good
extinction—free indicator of the star form ation rate in

for a sam ple of 180 spiral galaxies, the ratio of radio—
continuum to CO em ission is constant to within a fac-
tor of 3, suggesting that the star form ation e ciency of

m olecular clouds averaged over galactic scales is constant
at about 3.5% . Therefore, if the relationship between

pressure and N H,)=N #H I) (ie the function £ n Egs.
1 and 2) can be detem ined for all galaxies, or if the
variation n £ can be found for di erent galaxy types,
then it willbe possble to determ ine the star form ation

rate In galaxies by m easuring the stellar and gas surface
densities only. Furthem ore, it w illbe possible to obtain

reliably the star form ation rate from simulations, since
the turbulent gas pressure can be directly calculated. In

addition, ifthe variation in £ can bem easured for galax—
lesoflow m etallicity, then determ ining the star form ation

rate can be extended to high z. The m easurem ent of £

w illbe the sub fct of a future paper.

W e suggest, then, that GM Cs can form from either
preexisting atom ic or m olecular gas depending on the
dom Inant state of the di use Interstellar medium at a
particular radiis in a galacticdisk. T hat dom inant state
is determ ined by the hydrostatic pressure, m odi ed by
localperturbations such as density waves, supemova re—
m anants, etc.

W e thank an anonym ous referee and Tony W ong for
com m entswhich im proved the clarity ofthe paper. ER’s
work was supported, in part, by a NASA G raduate Stu—
dent Research Program Fellowship. This work is par—
tially supported by N SF grant 0228963 to the Radio A s—
tronom y Laboratory at UC Berkeley.
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