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ABSTRACT

W eexam inethehypothesisthathydrostaticpressurealonedeterm inestheratioofatom icto m olec-

ulargasaveraged overa particularradiusin disk galaxies.Thehypothesisim pliesthatthetransition

radius,the location where the ratio isunity,should alwaysoccuratthe sam e value ofstellarsurface

density in allgalaxies. W e exam ine data for28 galaxiesand � nd thatthe stellarsurface density at

the transition radius is indeed constant to 40% at a value of120 M � pc� 2. Ifthe hypothesis can

be con� rm ed at allradiiwithin a large range ofgalaxy types and m etallicities,com bining it with

the observed constancy ofthe star form ation rate with H 2 surface density m ay enable a physically

m otivated starform ation prescription with wideapplicability.

Subjectheadings:

1. IN TRO D U CTIO N

Current ideas about the form ation ofG M Cs present

a nagging puzzle. Som e authors have suggested that

G M Cs form by agglom eration ofpre-existing m olecular

clouds(e.g.Scoville& Hersh1979;K wan& Valdes1983).

O thers have argued that G M Cs form prim arily from

atom icgasthrough som esortofinstability orlarge-scale

shock (e.g. W oodward 1976;Blitz & Shu 1980;Engar-

giola,etal.2003).In principle,both m odesm ay occur:

in galaxiesthatarepredom inantly atom ic,G M Csm ight

form by one process,and in galaxiesthatare prim arily

m olecular,the G M Csm ightform by another.Ifso,two

di� erentG M C form ation m echanism scould be atwork

in thesam egalaxy becausem any galaxiesshow a transi-

tion from beingpredom inantly m olecularattheircenters

to being predom inantly atom icin theirouterparts(e.g.

W ong & Blitz 2002;Helferetal.2003).Forexam ple,in

the outerpartsofspiralgalaxiesthereisso little m olec-

ular gas (e.g. Dam e et al. 1987;Dam e 1993;Heyer et

al. 1998)thatm aking G M Csfrom atom ic gasseem sto

be the only available form ation pathway. O n the other

hand, the centers of m any galaxies are so overwhelm -

ingly m olecular (e.g. M auersbergeret al. 1989;Young

etal.1995;W ong & Blitz 2002,Helferetal.2003)that

it is im plausible for the inner galaxy m olecular clouds

to form from anything otherthan pre-existing m olecular

gas.Thestarsin thesegalaxiesform only from m olecular

gas,yet there is no obvious change in the star form ing

propertiesacrossthem olecular/atom ictransition region.

How could itbe thatm olecularcloudsthatform by two

independentprocesseswould show no obviousdi� erence

in theirstarform ation properties?

O nepossibility isthattheprocessofcloud form ation is

independentofwhetherthe preexisting gasisatom ic or

m olecular.Thatis,theratioofatom ic/m oleculargasde-

pendson som eotherfactor,such astheam bientpressure.

Because the rate ofstarform ation dependsonly on the

am ountofm oleculargas(W ong & Blitz2002),whatever

determ inesthem oleculargassurfacedensity,determ ines

the variation ofstarform ation within a galaxy.
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In this paper, we consider the hypothesis that the

m oleculargasfraction in a galaxy disk isdeterm ined by

them ean hydrostaticpressureataparticularradius.W e

show thatifthehydrostaticpressureistheonly param e-

terdeterm ining the m oleculargasfraction,one predicts

that the radius at which the atom ic and m olecular gas

surfacedensitiesarethe sam e,the transition radius,oc-

cursataconstantvalueofthestellarsurfacedensity,��.

Rem arkably,in a sam ple of28 galaxies,�� is found to

be constantto about40% atthe transition radius,even

though the observed variation of�� in these galaxiesis

atleast3 ordersofm agnitude.

2. BACK G RO U N D

Several authors have previously suggested that gas

pressuredeterm inesthem olecularfraction ata given ra-

diusin a galaxy.Spergel& Blitz(1992),forexam ple,ar-

gued thattheextraordinarilylargem oleculargasfraction

atthe centerofthe M ilky W ay isplausibly the resultof

thevery high hydrostaticpressurein theG alacticbulge.

Elm egreen (1993)suggested on theoreticalgroundsthat

the ratio of atom ic to m olecular gas in galactic disks

results from both the am bient hydrostatic pressure as

wellas the m ean radiation � eld. The dependence on

thepressureissteeperthan thatoftheradiation density

(fm ol/ P 2:2j� 1:1)and oughtto bethedom inantfactor.

O bservationally,W ong and Blitz(2002)showed thatthe

radialdependenceoftheatom ictom oleculargasratioin

seven m olecule rich galactic diskscan be understood to

be the resultofthe variation in interstellarhydrostatic

pressure(with fm ol/ P 0:8).

Letusassum e,therefore,thatN (H 2)/N (H I),the ra-

tio ofH 2 colum n density to H Icolum n density,isdeter-

m ined only by the m idplane hydrostatic pressure,Pext.

In an in� nite disk with isotherm alstellar and gas lay-

ers,and wherethegasscaleheightism uch lessthan the

stellarscaleheight,asistypicalin disk galaxies,to � rst

order:

Pext = (2G )0:5�gvgf��
0:5 + (

�

4
�g)

0:5g (1)

where�g isthetotalsurfacedensity ofthegas,vg isthe

velocity dispersion ofthegas,�� isthem idplanesurface
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density ofstars,and �g isthem idplanesurfacedensity of

gas.The� rstterm on therightisdueto thehydrostatic

pressure ofthe gas in the stellar potential;the second

term isdue to the self-gravity ofthe gas.

In m ostgalaxy disks,�� ism uch largerthan �g when

averaged over azim uth, except in the far outer parts

ofa galaxy where the stars becom e quite rare. In the

solar vicinity, for exam ple, �� = 0.1 M � pc� 3 (e.g.

Binney & M erri� eld 1998), but �g ’ 0.02 M � pc� 3

(e.g. Dam e 1993). For a self-gravitating stellar disk,

�� = 2
p
2��h�,where h� isthe stellarscale heightand

h� = (v�
2=4�G ��)

0:5. Thus,neglecting �g,Equation 1

becom es:

Pext = 0:84(G ��)
0:5�g

vg

(h�)
0:5

(2)

where�g isthetotalsurfacedensity ofthegas,vg isthe

velocity dispersion ofthegas,�� isthem idplanesurface

density ofstars,and �g isthem idplanesurfacedensity of

gas. Directsolution ofthe 
 uid equationsby num erical

integration showsthatthisapproxim ation isaccurateto

10% for�� > 20M � pc� 2 (where�� ! �g),whichcovers

the rangeofstellarsurfacedensitiesin thisstudy.

W echoosetoexpressthem idplanepressurein theform

ofEquation 2 since there isgood evidence thatboth h�
and vg are constant with radius in disk galaxies. Fur-

therm ore,because ofthe weak dependence ofPext on

h�,and thesm allvariation ofh� m easured am ong galac-

tic disks, we expect variations of h� to have little ef-

fect on Pext. The constancy ofthe stellar scale height

within galaxies was dem onstrated by van der K ruit &

Searle(1981a,b)and hasbeen con� rm ed in otheredge-on

galaxies(e.g.Fry etal.1999). W hile there issom e evi-

dencethatthestellarscaleheight
 aresatlargeradiusin

som e galaxies(Narayan & Jog 2002),thisisonly found

only at the edges ofstellar disks in regions where the

stellar,gaseousand dark m attercom ponentsofthedisk

m akecom parablecontributionsto thepotential.Adopt-

ingaconstantstellarscaleheightisfurthersupported by

theobservationsofBottem a (1993),who showsthatthe

stellar velocity dispersion follows an exponentialdistri-

bution with scalelength twice thatofthestellarsurface

density in disks.Thisobservation suggeststhatthestel-

lardisk isdistributed vertically in a sech2z pro� le with

�� = (
p
2�G ��h�)

1=2.

W hile the stellar com ponent ofgalactic disks can be

approxim ated with a constantscaleheight,thegascom -

ponent is better described by a constant velocity dis-

persion,�g,which is observed in face-on galaxies (e.g.

Shostak& van derK ruit1984;Dickeyetal.1990)and the

M ilky W ay (Burton 1971;M alhotra 1995). The M ilky

W ay observations show that the gas scale height de-

creases as the stellar surface m ass density increases in

a m annerconsistentthe gasrem aining isotherm al(M al-

hotra1995).Thisensem bleofobservationssuggeststhat

�g = 8 km s� 1 characterizesthe H Ivelocity dispersion

in the stellardom inated regionsofgalacticdisks.

By assum ption,

N (H 2)=N (H I)= f(Pext) (3)

Thus,since (vg=
p
h�) is approxim ately constantwithin

galaxies,then

N (H 2)=N (H I)= f[Pext(�g;��)] (4)

The m ass surface density ofatom ic gas,�H I,is rea-

sonably constant across the inner portions of galactic

disk (e.g.W eversetal.1986;Cayatte etal.1994;W ong

& Blitz 2002). W hile som e changes of �H I with ra-

dius are observed, the variation is sm allcom 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 single value for the surface density of atom ic

gas in a galaxy across the stellar disk. N (H I) satu-

rates at a value ofabout 1� 1021 cm � 2(W ong & Blitz

2002). Thus,N (H 2)/N (H I)hasa value ofunity when

2N (H 2)+ N (H I)hasa value of� 2� 1021 cm � 2.Equa-

tion 2,thereforeim pliesthattheradiuswheretheatom ic

and m olecularsurfacedensitiesareequalin spiralgalax-

iesdependsonly on �� ifvg/h� isconstant.

3. R ESU LTS

W e use BIM A SO NG (Helferetal.2003),an interfer-

om etric im aging survey ofthe CO in 44 nearby spirals,

to determ ine the distribution ofthe m olecular gas. To

determ inetheH 2 surfacedensity,weuseaconversionfac-

torofN (H 2)/T A (CO )� v = 2� 1020 cm � 2(K km s
� 1
)� 1.

FortheH I,weadopted a singlevaluethatcharacterizes

thecolum n density acrossthegalacticdisk.Thesevalues

were drawn from m apsofgalaxiesreported in the liter-

ature.Adopted valuesand the corresponding references

appearin Table1 along with theorientation param eters

and distancesused in Helferetal.(2003). Ifno H Iob-

servationshave been reported for the galaxies,we used

a value of8 M � pc� 2,which corresponds to a surface

density of1� 1021 cm � 2,typicalforthe stellardisksof

galaxies.

TA BLE 1
A dopted G alactic Parameters

G alaxy D istance Inc. P .A . � H I � H I�
1=2
�;t R eference

N am e (M pc) (� ) (� ) (M � =pc2 ) (M � =pc2)3=2

N G C 628 7.3 24 25 4.9 52 K am phuis & B riggs (1992)

N G C 1068 14.4 33 13 13.5 161 B rinks et al. (1997)

IC 342 3.9 31 37 4.0 59 C rosthw aite et al. (2001)

N G C 2903 6.3 61 17 5.0 63 W evers et al. (1986)

N G C 3184 8.7 21 135 8.0 81 |

N G C 3351 10.1 40 13 5.0 56 Schneider (1989)

N G C 3368 11.2 46 5 4.0 46 W arm els (1988)

N G C 3521 7.2 58 164 8.0 75 |

N G C 3627 11.1 63 176 2.2 23 Z hang et al. (1993)

N G C 3726 17.0 46 10 7.0 62 W evers et al. (1986)

N G C 3938 17.0 24 0 7.5 67 van der K ruit & Shostak (1982)

N G C 4051 17.0 41 135 4.0 36 W ong & B litz (2002)

N G C 4258 8.1 65 176 4.5 53 W evers et al. (1986)

N G C 4303 15.2 27 0 8.6 96 C ayatte et al. (1994)

N G C 4321 16.1 32 154 5.0 49 W ong & B litz (2002)

N G C 4535 16.0 45 28 4.3 38 C ayatte et al. (1994)

N G C 4569 16.8 62 23 5.4 51 C ayatte et al. (1994)

N G C 4579 16.8 37 95 3.2 27 C ayatte et al. (1994)

N G C 4736 4.3 35 100 8.0 123 W ong & B litz (2002)

N G C 4826 4.1 54 111 10.0 118 B raun et al. (1994)

N G C 5005 21.3 61 65 8.0 116 |

N G C 5033 18.6 62 170 8.0 62 W ong & B litz (2002)

N G C 5055 7.2 55 105 6.3 72 W ong & B litz (2002)

N G C 5248 22.7 43 110 8.0 93 |

N G C 5247 22.2 29 20 8.0 73 |

N G C 5457 7.4 27 40 6.3 81 W ong & B litz (2002)

N G C 6946 5.5 54 65 7.8 95 T acconi & Y oung (1986)

N G C 7331 15.1 62 172 8.0 87 |

The stellar surface densities are determ ined using re-

duced K -band im ages from the 2M ASS Large G alaxy

Atlas (Jarrett et al.2003). W e adopted a constant K -

band m ass-to-lightratio ofM L=LK = 0:5M � =L� (Bell

& deJong 2001).O ur� nalsam pleconsistsofonly those
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galaxieswith both 2M ASS data and CO detections. O f

these,22 galaxieshave H Isurfacedensitiesin the liter-

atureand 6 galaxiesdo not.The stellarand gassurface

densitiesarecorrected to face-on valuesusing the orien-

tation param eterslisted in Table1.

W e de� ne the transition stellar surface density (�� ;t)

whereN (H 2)= N (H I),asthem edian valueofthestellar

surface density at allpositions for which 0:9N (H I) �

N (H 2) � 1:1N (H I). W e associate this surface m ass

density with the transition radius R t in the galaxy by

� nding the radiuswhere the azim uthally averaged stel-

lar surface m ass density ��(R gal) equals the transition

surfacedensity,�� ;t.In Figure 1,we plotthe transition

radiusagainstthetransition stellarsurfacedensity,using

theadopted distancesin Table1.W ealso listthevalues

of�H I

p
��;tare listed in Table 1 asa check since Pext

dependsdirectly on thisquantity.

Fig. 1.| Plotofthe m edian stellarsurface m assdensity where
N (H 2)� N (H I)asa function ofwhere thissurface density occurs
in the galaxy. For galaxies with m easured H I densities (�lled
circles,22 galaxies),the range ofstellarsurface densitiesisplotted
as an error bar,running between the values ofthe 1st percentile
and the 99th percentile ofsurface density in the galaxy. G alaxies
withoutH Im easurem ents are plotted asopen circles(6 galaxies).
The transitions stellar surface density is rem arkably constant and
has a m ean value of120 � 10 M � pc� 2 for the 22 galaxies with
both CO and H Idata. Pointsforthe M ilky W ay (M W )and M 33
are also plotted.

Figure1showsarem arkableconstancyof�� ;texpected

if N (H 2)/N (H I) is determ ined by pressure only; the

m ean value is 120� 10 M � pc� 2. Also plotted in the

� gure is the range of�� m easured for each individual

galaxy. Form ally,the dispersion in the m ean value of

�� ;t,is only 40% ,yetthe the range of�� to which the

2M ASS survey issensitivein thesegalaxiesvariesby al-

m ost 3 orders ofm agnitude. The scatter in �H I

p

�� ;t

given in Table 1 isonly 60% . The range ofgalactocen-

tricdistancewherethetransition radiusoccursvariesby

m ore than an orderofm agnitude. Apparently,the con-

stancy of�� ;tisnotdueto a sm allrangein theobserved

propertiesofthe galaxies.Thesm allscatterin �� ;talso

suggeststhatvariousassum ptionssuch asthatofa con-

stant value ofh� both within and am ong galaxies are

justi� ed.

Asa check,one can calculate the value of�� ;tforthe

M ilky W ay,scaling the m easured �� atthe distance of

theSun (35 M � pc� 2;Binney & M erri� eld 1998),and a

radialscalelength forthestarsof3kpc(Spergel,M alho-

tra& Blitz1996;Dehnen & Binney1998).Thetransition

radiusforthe M ilky W ay occursata galactocentricdis-

tance ofabout 4 kpc (Dam e et al. 1993),or about 1.3

scalelengthsinward oftheSun.Thisconvertstoastellar

surfacedensity of132 M � pc� 2,in good agreem entwith

thedeterm inationsin othergalaxies.Thetrend can also

be checked in M 33 using the data forfm ol presented in

Heyer,Corbelli,Schneider,& Young (2004),which gives

�� ;t= 190M � pc� 2 where�H I = �H 2 (R gal= 300 pc).

There appears to be a sm allbut signi� cant decrease

in the transition surfacedensity with radius,which m ay

bedue to a breakdown oftheassum ptionsofa constant

m ass-to-lightratio,vg and h� with radius,orthatpres-

surealonedeterm inesN (H 2)/N (H I).A linear� tto the

data in Figure 1 gives log�� = (2:36� 0:05)� (0:06�

0:01)(R=1 kpc)M � pc� 2 with errorsgiven by thescatter

in the data around the trend.

4. D ISCU SSIO N

Figure 1 is consistent with the hypothesis that the

m ean hydrostaticpressuredeterm inestheratioofatom ic

to m oleculargasata given radiusin a disk galaxy.The

sm allscatterin them ean valueof�� suggeststhatglob-

ally,thepressurem aybetheonlyim portantfactorin de-

term ining the ratio ofatom ic to m oleculargas.Butthe

variation in the hydrostatic equilibrium ofa disk is ex-

pected to berathersm ooth.W hy then do galaxiesshow

som uch azim uthalvariation in them oleculargas,and by

im plication in the atom ic-to-m oleculargasratio (Helfer

et al. 2003)? Signi� cant variations in the interstellar

pressure can resultfrom a variety ofcausessuch asspi-

ralshocksand explosive events(e.g.supernovae).Thus

large pressure variations can occur on allscales locally

even ifthe m ean hydrostaticpressurevariesonly slowly.

Furtherm ore,even ifthe hydrostaticpressure drivesthe

ratio globally,locally the radiation � eld can be im por-

tantin determ ining how m uch ofa m olecularcloud can

rem ain neutral(Hollenbach & Tielens1999).Thus,sig-

ni� cantdeviationsfrom the m ean m olecularabundance

can be produced by both pressure and radiation varia-

tions.

Pressureordensity? Therateofform ation ofm olecu-

largasisthoughttobedependenton thelocalgasdensity

in the chem icalreactionsthatproduce H 2 and CO .Are

we then using pressure asa surrogate forthe m ean gas

density in determ ining N (H 2)/N (H I) as a function of

galactocentric distance? Pressure,as de� ned in Equa-

tions 1 and 2, is taken to be �g�
2
g where �g includes

both therm aland turbulentcontributions.Because�g is

m easured to be typically 7 { 8 km s� 1and the gastem -

peratureofthecold gaslayerwherem ostofthegasm ass

residesistypically. 100K ,thetherm alpressureisonlya

sm allfraction oftheturbulentpressure.O bservationally,

�g isconstantwith radius(seex2),thusPext / �g;vari-

ationsin pressure are e� ectively the sam e asvariations

in density. W e choose to describe the functionaldepen-

dence in term s ofpressure rather than density because

itis directly m easurable through Equation 2 (assum ing

h� isknown),whereasthedensity isinferred and notdi-
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rectly m easurable on galactic scales. But it should be

keptin m ind that given the m easured constancy of�g,

we cannotdistinguish the e� ectsofpressure from those

ofdensity.

W hatpressure isim plied by �� ;t? In the M ilky W ay,

the value of h� is about 300 pc (Binney & M erri� eld

1998),vg isabout7 km s� 1 (Dickey & Lockm an 1990),

�g is8.6M � pc� 2,and �� is132M � pc� 2.UsingEqua-

tion 2,Pext=k = 1.5 � 104 cm � 3 K after correcting for

helium . Thisvalue isstillan orderofm agnitude below

the m ean internalPint=k � 3 � 105 cm � 3 K for G M Cs

that have typicalsurface densities of� 100 M� pc� 2

(Blitz 1993). Because Pint � Pext,G M Cs thatsurvive

for m ore than a crossing tim e,� 107 y,m ust be self-

gravitating.Using Equation 2 to scale Pext to the inner

regionsofdiskssuggeststhatG M Csareself-gravitating

overnearly the entiredisk.

W hatare the im plicationsforunderstanding starfor-

m ation on galacticscales? Iftheglobalatom ic{m olecular

transition isgoverned by pressureacrossa widerangeof

galaxies,itwillbe possible to develop a perscription for

star form ation on globalscales that is physically well

m otivated. Non-therm alradio-continuum istightly cor-

related with the far IR em ission in galaxies (e.g.Con-

don 1992),im plying thatthe radio-continuum isa good

extinction-free indicator of the star form ation rate in

spiralgalaxies. M urgia et al.(2002) have shown that

for a sam ple of180 spiralgalaxies,the ratio ofradio-

continuum to CO em ission is constant to within a fac-

torof3,suggesting thatthe starform ation e� ciency of

m olecularcloudsaveraged overgalacticscalesisconstant

at about 3.5% . Therefore,ifthe relationship between

pressure and N (H 2)=N (H I) (i.e the function f in Eqs.

1 and 2) can be determ ined for allgalaxies,or if the

variation in f can be found for di� erent galaxy types,

then itwillbe possible to determ ine the starform ation

ratein galaxiesby m easuring thestellarand gassurface

densitiesonly.Furtherm ore,itwillbepossibleto obtain

reliably the star form ation rate from sim ulations,since

theturbulentgaspressurecan bedirectly calculated.In

addition,ifthevariation in f can bem easured forgalax-

iesoflow m etallicity,then determ iningthestarform ation

rate can be extended to high z. The m easurem entoff

willbe the subjectofa future paper.

W e suggest,then, that G M Cs can form from either

preexisting atom ic or m olecular gas depending on the

dom inant state ofthe di� use interstellar m edium at a

particularradiusin a galacticdisk.Thatdom inantstate

is determ ined by the hydrostatic pressure,m odi� ed by

localperturbationssuch asdensity waves,supernova re-

m anants,etc.
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