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ABSTRACT

We study the effects of a metallicity variation on the thertmalance and [ClI] fine-structure line strengths in intellstr photon dominated
regions (PDRs). We find that a reduction in the dust-to-géie end the abundance of heavy elements in the gas phaseesh#rg heat
balance of the gas in PDRs. The surface temperature of PDiRsades as the metallicity decreases except for high gensit 16f cnm3)
clouds exposed to wealy (< 100) FUV fields where vibrational Hdeexcitation heating dominates over photoelectric hgatif the gas.
We incorporate the metallicity dependence in our KOSMRDR model to study the metallicity dependence of [Cll]/C@elratios in low
metallicity galaxies. We find that the main trend in the vidoia of the observed CII/CO ratio with metallicity is wellpeduced by a single
spherical clump, and does not necessarily require an etsahtlumps as in the semi-analytical model presented bwptBwkt al. (1999).
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1. Introduction vicinity of hot young stars, or weak average FUV fields in
the Galaxy. The gas cools through the spectral line radatio
. _ " of atomic and molecular species (Hollenbach & Tielens 1999,
(PDRs) is one of the_key tracers_ of .the star formation agmV"“Sternberg 2004). The gas-phase chemistry together with a
throughout the evolution of galaxies in the course of themams depth dependent FUV intensity lead to the formation of atomi

logical evolution. Hence, proper modeling of PDR emissin ind molecular species at different depths through the cloud

.Of central |mpor_tance for the-|nterpretat|on of the obstores, .This typical stratification of PDRs is for example reflectsd b
in order to derive the physical parameters and the chemi

state of the ISM in external galaxies. The extensive Iitemté ----------------

The bright line emission from photon-dominated regio

on PDR emission, both observationally and from the mod
ing side, has largely concentrated on bright Galactic sesur
and starburst galaxies. The effect of different metaificar

the resulting PDR emission has, up to now, drawn little atte

as is cooled by emission of atomic fine-structure linespigai

Cll] 158um and [OI] 63:m. At larger depths, millimeter, sub-
millimeter and far-infrared molecular rotational-line atimg
) . ) ) [bo, OH, HO) becomes important together with the inter-
tion. It is, however, very important in order to cover thel fu'action of dust and gas. Physical conditions such as tempera-

course of galactic _evolut!o_n, stariing with low met_ally:ma- ture and density can be derived, by comparing the observed
terial of cosmological origin. Many nearby galaxies, sush a . . . L i = emEsoe = oo

dwarf galaxies, irregular galaxies and the Magellanic @touyieire &f a7 " 1985] Siorzef et al., 1996, Warii & i, 1996

pave a Jow metalicity (Lisenlele s rerrara, LI98 Kunh &caifman et ., 1999, Zielinsky ef al., 2000; Storzer ef al.
Pustinik et a1, 2002, Lee et a1, 2003). With 5000, Cot ¢ Hollenbach, 2002).

decrease in the metallicity of molecular clouds and assetia fom[]zltl.]oimg-zf-en - '-Z Eaé\l’-\”-dieg%:lq_s-s%rqr'?%?gls-tl(}"gngdé??;(;;;;ftar

Hil regions {Zariso etal, 1994 Arimoto, Sofue & Tujmetolo ™800 (UECCY €13 J068, EIETIL €8l A0 Mot

1996;Giveon et al., 2002; Bresolin et al., 2004). Theseesyst _ " LEsITC il el 2o

provide the opportunity to study star formation and photorfill" 2004). Observations suggest that low metallicity eyt

dominated regions (PDRs) for a variety of metallicities, have higher [CII] to CO rotational line ratios compared te th

In PDRs the molecular gas is heated by the far-ultraviolggla?:g:n\{ilui')g(]) ﬁsriﬁslia:hgelvllri]l}(en\s/sg ra:\@”% éfcic;sn?g
(FUV) radiation field, either the strong FUV radiation in the y . y vvay, up to- 21 )
extremely low metallicity systems (eg. Madden et al., 1997;

Send offprint requests to: M.Rollig, Mochizuki et al., 1998; Bolatto et al., iéét_a‘;‘maaae?ﬁ,‘ipoo;
e-mail:roellig@phl.uni-koeln.de Hunter et al., 2001). Several studies have suggested thakea |
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abundance of heavy elements affects the chemical structpheto electric heating rate, and the Fbrmation rate. These
of PDRs and the cooling line emission, and that estimatesabfanges affect the temperature and chemistry in the suefgce
molecular gas masses from the observed CO(J=1-0) line-inters where C is most abundant.

fsrael’etal,, 2003; Rubio et al;, 2G04). N ~ dominant cooling processes depend predominantly on thk tot

-B:0|a-tt0 etalh"(qubg) modelled the metaIIICIty Varlat-lorhydrogen gas densi];y_ [OI]63um, [C||]158/1m emission, and
of the line ratio [CII/CO(1-0), for an ensemble of spheticayas-grain collisions are important cooling processesK8ar
“clumps”, assuming an inverse relation between the size®f tHpllenbach, 1983;: """"""

C* region and the metallicity. However the sizes of thie C  tance in the different regimes is discussed in Sect.’2.hg&. T

and CO regions also depend on the chemistry in PDRs and gfggninant heating process depends on the far-ultraviolaV(F
chemical network is modified at low metallicities (Lequetix €-13.6 eV) field and the density. Grain photo-electric efoiss

(Wolfire ef al., 1995). N metallicity dependence of each of these cooling and heating
We study the effects of metallicity changes on the tempgjrocesses and identifying the dominant processes in thes-dif
ature and chemical structure of PDRS}dg we consider the ent parameter regimes we will show how the energy balance

dependence of the PDR gas temperature on the metallicity gSPDRs depends of for a quantitative understanding of the
ing a simplified semi-analytic model and compare it with nyspR surface temperature.

merical results from full PDR model calculations. Our com-
putations were carried out using an updated version of our

originally adapted from the plane-parallel model presee

Sternberg & Dalgarno (1995). ka3 we examine the predictedIn our study we use an updated version of the spherical PDR

size of the C zones as a function of metallicity. We then modeqOOle described in detail Hy_Storzer et al. (1996). Briefijs t

the strength of the [CII] emission and investigate the the d odel solves the coupled equations of energy balance (heat-

pendence of the [CII]/CO(J=1-0) line ratio on the metatyici |ng_and coqling), chemical equilibrium, and radiative Eran
Finally we compare the results with observational datadn fer in spherical geometry. The PDR-clumps are characirize
- by a) the incident FUV field intensity, given in units of the

. mean interstellar radiation field of Draine (1978), b) thench
2. Metallicity dependence of the surface mass, and c) the average density of the clump, for a radial
temperature power-law density distribution with index. We incorporate

The basic cooling and heating processes in PDRs, are affe ¢ effects of varying metallicity by varying the assumedrab

by the abundances of elements as well as the content and face of dust gra_in_s and heavy e'e’_“?“ts- The following pa-
s (Wolfire et al.. 1095: Kaufmariet grameters are multiplied by the metallicity factér (a) the to-

T o A Th : - tal effective FUV dust absorption cross section per hydnoge
1999). The dust-to- ti®(G) and th tical t f . .
). The dust-to-gas ratid{G) and the optical properties o nucleuso; (b) the photo-electric heating rate; (c) the fbr-

the dust may depend on the metallicity, Z. Fits to obsermatio ™. ;
y cep v ation rate; (d) the metal abundance. We consider a range of

suggest that the ratio depends almost linearly on the ricetall”
99 G210 LOPENTS amos. el yon & from 0.2 to 1. ForZ = 1 we uses = 1.9 x 10°* cn?,

""""""""""" C/H=14 x 104, and O/H=3x 10* as standard values for

suggested that the mixture of PAHs in the metal-poor SMC a9ty _lower than recent solar values of #2log(O/H) ~

fers from the Milky Way. There are a few observations indica?']. by LA,SPlu,ng,l\% t"ar:'.'('ZkQ 9 %)'C.)bzorv?/ d(;atailed disqgssion Zee
ing that PAHS could have been destroyed by intense UV fielfBETARRS! & MUSROIZI0 (2009). We donot consider gas de-

but the detailed composition of dust in low metallicity envi

ronments and the influence on its optical properties is nbt yg o Semi-analytic approximations

understood. Because of the insufficient knowledge we assume

in our model that the composition of the grains does not ceanbhe results of the full numerical computations can be under-

with metallicity and that the dust-to-gas ratio and the ghase stood and anticipated using some simplifying semi-anzdyti

abundance of heavy elements scale linearly With approximations. Here, we focus on the surface temperafure o
Changes irZ affect the abundances of major coolants dhe PDR atdy=0, as we are notinterested in the shielding prop-

well as the electron densities in PDRs. Additionally, a eeduerties of low-metal PDRs but in the thermal behavior of the

tion in the dust abundance diminishes the UV opacity, thew-extinction region dominating the Cll emission. We stud
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how the thermal properties respond to altered elementail-abu
dance. We assume the molecular cloud is sufficiently thickh su
that it absorbs all radiation coming from the backside, ilegd
to an emission line escape probabiltfr = 0) = 1/2 at the
surface.

2.2.1. Cooling

In the simplified model we include the three main cooling pro-
cesses: [Cll] and [OI] line cooling and gas-grain collisabn

cooling is generally dominated by fine structure emission of 35F 5
[CII] and [Ol]. Gas-grain cooling starts to contribute siin
cantly for high densities. At & 10° cm™ the coupling be- 30, y ) 3 n 5 6
tween gas and dust is strong enough so that the efficientepoli
of the dust by infrared radiation also provides a major cobla
to the gas. The total cooling rate per unit volume by these ra-
diative processes is the sum Fig. 2. The solid and dashed line represent the poinis-ny-
parameter space wheFa;net = I'pe for metallicities ofZ = 1
andZ = 0.2 respectively.

With the abundance of carbon, oxygen, and dust scaling with
the metallicity, the total cooling rate is also lineazn 2.2.2. Heating
Analytic expressions for the three cooling processes are d

rived in Appendix A. In Figurei(1) we show the relation be:r%e dominant heating process depends on the FUV field in-

tween the fine-structure line cooling contributions as afiom thenstl_ty adnd c_zlentSIty.Tior h|tghf|nt?hn_3|t|es grain phOtOk;m%C K
of n andy for two different values of. The region in parame- ealing dominates. the rate lor Inis process, given by bakes

: : _ 10-24 1 a3
ter space where [ClI] cooling dominates over [Ol] is shaded i&.TleIens (1994), 'QTPE N 1.0 eG.O.”H Z erg S cm whgre
gray. For densities above 40cm3 [CII] cooling is quenched € 'S the photoelectric heating efficiency agd is the UV in-

and [Ol] cooling dominates. At all lower densities [ClI] dom tegzi‘tly It?w unirt1$ tOf tlhe rat;:ngtfield.flf:_o_llowing Bakesf Tieten
dominates. Every point in Figuié 1 corresponds to a diffEreﬂ ) the photoelectric heating efficiency is given by

Log(x)

Atot = Aci + Aol + Agg 1)

equilibrium temperature and resulting rati@¢;; /Aos. The de- 3x 1072

pendence oy in Figurei1 results from the implicit temperaturé = 7 2 104GoTY2/n,) )
dependence of the fine-structure cooling rates. Grain mgoli ] o

dominates only for densities greater thaff £613. with n, being the electron density in cthandT the dust tem-

perature in K. We safip = 1.71x 0.5y to account for the rel-
ative factor of 1.71 between the Habing and Draine fields, and
the fact that at the surface of optically thick clouds radiais
incident from a solid angle of 2 rather than 4 steradians. In
evaluating the efficiency we use the analytic expression for
the electron density derived in Appenq'ix B:

[ > T0.75
50f Aon > Areny . ne~0.84x10%nZ (1 +4/1+144 —7 ] cm3 (3)
| n

It is common to express the:r PE heating rate aBy! =
I'pe — Arec; WhereA ¢ is the cooling rate due to electron re-
combination. We adopt the analytical fit from Bakes & Tielens

Ay SA (1994):
[on [cij -
30 0,944 [ Go T2\ 709
3,0 i 1 s f A 1 * 1 ’ 1 i Arec = 349)( 10 T Yot nenZ (4)
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 L
Log(x) In dense PDRs a second important heating source is the

collisional deexcitation of vibrationally excited’tH The rate

Fig. 1. The solid and dashed line represent the points-y- for this process can be expressed as

parameter space whefe, = Acy for metallicities ofZ = 1 1, =y Pny, AEf ergstcm?, (5)
2

andZ = 0.2 respectively.
P Y with ny, is the density of molecular hydrogerP, = 2.9 x

1010 st is the pumping rate for a unit FUV field\E ~
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23500 K is the characteristic vibrational transition eryeemnd

an efficiency factoy accounting for all processes that may re- VP

duce the number of de-exciting collisions (see Appendix B]THE = npy —————
The balance equation for the formation and destructionof H 1+ (%)
is 9.4x 1072
= ny, XX (10)
NNy R :XDnHz (6) 1+ (l.9><l(r J;4r.l7><l(r )()
whereD = 2.6 x 10 571 is the total dissociation rate in aAn, = nnu, AEy expAE/kT)
x = 1 FUV field, andR = Ry Z is the grain surface Hforma- y A+D
tion rate coefficient (ckhs™). Here, it is implicitly assumed yn+A+D
that dust grains_are_ always_covereq b_y enokllatoms, so = nnp, 9.1x 1073y exp(6592 K/T)
that the recombination rate is only limited by the number of 8.6x 107 + 2.6x 101
H-dust collisions, We use the standard recombinationfate x>~ = =2 r T X (11)
by Hollenbach & Salpeter (1971); Hollenbach ef af. (1971): yn+86x 107+ 26X 10y
Ro=3x108f s 1Y% cmPs™t. (7)  with a collisional rate coefficient = 5.4x 10713 VT s cm 3.

where the accommodation coefficiefitand the sticking prob- As the molecular constants do not depend on the metallicity,
---------------- gpt only the Z-dependence ofy, changes the plde-excitation

------------------------------------ r|1_?ating.
fpmp Al Bt g i . The relative reduction of the Hheating at high radiation
3
becomes important faZ < 107, well below the minimum o . =40 o ated in Figuré 2 comparing the PE heating

value ofZ we consider here. o . .
The density of atomic and molecular hydrogen is detea}-nd the H de-excitation heating for the different parameter

. p . regimes. We see that at any given denBji§ exceedd;’ be-
mined by Eq.() and can be written as yond a certairy value, but that this limit increases with the gas

=n 1 and ny, = n— (8) density.

1+2a 2 1+2a AlthoughTI'pg andl"Hg are the two main heating terms it is
respectively, withw = nR/(y D) being the ratio between for- Necessary to account for a third process in order to achieve a
mation and destruction rate coefficients. For example, ferl  reasonable approximation of the full energy balance. For UV
andn = 10° cm3 more than 99% of the gas at the surface fields y < 10°, and densities: < 10* cm®, H, formation
atomic. ForZ = 1 and a unit Draine fieldy = 1 andny = ny,, heating may contribute significantly. Assuming that eaah fo
for densities: ~ 10° cmr3. As only R depends of, it follows ~Mmation process releaseg3lof its binding energy to heat the

ny

are equal at the cloud surface scales & 1 rate is:
From equations 5, 6, and 7 it follows that

Ttorm = 24x 10 Rnny ergem3s™ 12)
P 1.3
Iy = (5) RoZnny AE f ergs-cm™. (9 summing over all three processes we obtain the total heating
rate

We see thal“HE is maximized whemy = n and all of the

hydrogen is atomic. The efficiency factgrin Equation: 5 is Tiot = T2 + T7¢" + Trorm (13)
largest in the limit of high gas density and low FUV intensity ?

where radiative processes become negligible in depopglati .

the excited vibrational levels compared to collisionalxdge 2-2.3. Metallicity dependence

tation. For a temperature Gf = 100 K,Z = 1,y = 1, and Ap inspection of the heating and cooling functions desctibe
n=10°cm> we obtainl i ~ 1.8 x 10 ergem®s ™ with  apove reveals their metallicity dependence. Table 1 suimesar
f=28x1073, the scaling relations. The radiative cooling functionslamear
This is in good agreement with the results from the numeiit Z. The photoelectric heating depends on the metallicity via
cal PDR model shown in Fig- G.1 in Appendiix C. The assump(Z) x Z. The influence ok(Z) can be neglected as long as
tion of a constant formation ratgy is valid fory . 10%. A n/y & 100. Thus, for low UV fieldS'pz ~ Z. For higher val-
higher UV field the dust temperature increases leading tauas ofy the efficiency accounts for an additional influence due
rapid reduction of the accommodation coefficigit Hence to the electron density which is proportionalZdor high den-
in our calculations the maximum j+heating rate drops for sities, and independent @ffor very low densities. The metal-
x & 10° as shown in the bottom plot in Fig. €.1 in Appenditicity dependence for densities betweer?.100° cm is not
c. trivial. Eq.(3) shows that the electron density is lineaZifor
H, not only contributes to the heating, but cools the gas atry highn. In the intermediate range this dependence roughly

for the cooling we define the net heating rm;g =Ty — n andI'pg ~ Z for very low densities.
An,. Using the analytic approximations to the molecular level The recombination cooling depends on the metallicity
structure of H derived in Appendi*_'IC we obtain through the electron density, resulting &y,. ~ Z and Z%°
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T
x=10°

low UV field
x <100

high UV field
x > 100

high
B density
(ns 10°)

1000

Toure [K]

Ipe~Z
Z
Iy ~ 1%
l—‘Hg—form ~Z
Arec ~ Zl,5
Aot ~Z

I'pe~ Z?
FHZ ~Z
er—form ~7Z
Arec ~ ze
Aot ~Z

low
density
10%)

100 |-

| | 1 1 1 (n.

I'ee~Z
FHE ~Z7Z
l—‘Hg—form ~Z
Arec ~Z
Aot ~Z

rpE ~ Z...Z]"5
FHE ~7Z
er—form ~7Z
Avec ~ Z..Z%5
Aot~ Z

Table 1. Metallicity dependence of the individual heating pro-
cesses.

1000 - -

Toure (K]

obvious that the metallicity dependence varies stronglgr ov
the parameter space. We obtain a good agreement for low and
high UV fields. Even in the intermediate UV and density range,
where the quantitative accord is weaker, the qualitatiyede

_ _ dence ofT,,s on Z is well reproduced by the semi-analytical

z model.

TheZ-dependence of the temperature can be understood by
comparing the dominant net rates of heatig and cooling
A/Z. At high UV fields, where the PE heating dominates, the
heating is proportional t&Z? at high densities. For a density of
n = 10° the PE heating is- Z VZ2 + 1. Due to the high UV
e field n/y < 100 for all given densities thus the electron density
influences the heating also for small values:off the density
increases the term M7%75/5 vanishes and@ipz ~ Z2. This is
reflected in the slopes of the surface temperature iri_Figxpa.(t
For intermediate FUV fields we find a similar behavior with the
addition that:/y is < 100 for high densities ang 100 for low
densities, thus the metallicity dependence shifts frafrto Z
z ' ' with increasing density. This shift can be seen in the middle
plot in Fig.i3.

When H vibrational de-excitation heating dominates
?compare Fig:_:2), the corresponding rate varieg/4s + 2 72),

100 1 1 1 1 1

1000 | ] - i

Tour (K]

n=10" cm®

n=10° cm™®

Fig.3. Comparison of the KOSMA-=results (open symbols)
and the semi-analytic values (filled symbols) for the swafa

temperature against the metallicity. The_ top panel a) isafor hence the surface temperature drops 44 + 27). This is
UV field of y = 106,_the bottom plot b) is foy = 16° and  ¢hown forn = 10F o3 in Fig. 3 (middle) and forn >
the bottom panel ¢) is for an UV field strengthpf= 1. The 1 o0 013y the hottom panel of Fig, 3 which gives the temper-
different symbols indicate different surface densities. atures for a FUV field strength af = 1. For low FUV fields
and low densities the temperature is proportionaf tdue to
the PE heating as seen in F-'jb. 3 (bottom).
for low and high densities respectively. T@edependence in  The offset between the semi-analytical approximation and
the hydrogen heating (E{].110 ahd 11) comes from the hydrsmerical result fo = 10% is due to a small contribution of
gen density which depends on the metallicityZal + 2Z) for  additional cooling processes in that parameter range. ifihis
high densities and low values gf and asZ otherwise. creases the total cooling efficiency and hence the tempestu
As a result we show in Fig:: 3 the surface temperature iof the full numerical calculations are smaller. This alsddso
model clouds for a variety of different UV field strengths antbr n = 10° cm™2 andy = 1. In that case the cooling is domi-
densities computed from the analytic approximation anthfronated by CO line cooling which is stronger than [Ol 83 and
the full KOSMA-r PDR model. We covered a parameter spaetso by HO cooling which is comparable to [Ol] @&. Here
ranging fromn = 10°...10° cm™3 andy = 10°...1CP. Itis our initial assumptions are clearly underestimating therov
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Assuming, that these are the only reactions which influemee t
C* abundance, the balance equation for the abundanceé of C
can be written as,

Q\\@ x I nc = acnc+ n, + ke nc np, (14)

1k AN 4

g 0 g\ where I is the photoionization rategc and kc are the re-

% “‘O‘\‘Q\Q combination and radiative association rate coefficients 2g#

g Qx sume that the photoionization rate is attenuated expaabnti

s 8§ as exptp Ay) where the factop = 3.02 accounts for the dif-

§ 01} S . ference in the opacity between visual and FUV wavelengths.
(=]

—0O— PDR model, a.=0

—O—PDR model, a=15

---m-- analytical approximation, o.=0

--—-e-- analytical approximation, o= 1.5
1

As Ay is determined by dust extinction it scales linearly with
Z. In the KOSMA+< model we account for an isotropic FUV
field, and integrate overmray angles. The ionization rate is

01 7 1 then given by,

. . _ 1=3x1010y f wdﬂ (15)
Fig. 4. The width of the C layer is plotted against the metal- 1 H

licity. The open circles represent spherical clump of mdss The integral is the second order exponential integral
10° Mo, densityng = 10 cm™3, FUV field y = 100, and the E»(3.02A4,) whereu = cos® and® is the angle between the
power-law index of the density profilg, = 1.5, whereas the ray and the normal direction.

open squares represent a spherical clump of mass®RmML0 We have defined the radial poirg- as the location where
with y = 0. The filled circles and squares represent our analfite abundances of'Cand C are equahc+ = nc. If we ne-
ical estimates as explained in Se_a':t. 3. glect the contribution of CO aftc- thennc: = Xcn/2 there.

Results from the PDR model suggest, that the electron gensit
all cooling. Even so this does not change the behavior Z/ithnf’(z) iy 2nc:(2), thus;;e(Z) = ”C(.Z = 1)Z. For the sake of
which is well reproduced. simplicity we chose this expression fey rather than the one

As there is some debate @G we tested as an extremeintmduced in Eq:_:3 which would introduce an additional tem-
erature dependence. Wikt = 1.4 x 1074Z and molecular

exampleD/G « Z? instead of linearity. This mainly change drogen dominating the gas density, = n/2, we can re-
the behavior of the heating rates. The dominant surface co 9 inating 9 W = 11/ W

ing processes do not depend BpG, but only on the elemen- solve Eq; 14 for the density a¢:

tal abundances, while the heating processes are affectad by 3x 1070y E5(3.02Ay(rc+))
alteredD/G. This leads to a decreased heating efficiency ffre:) = acZ1.4x 104+ 05k
Z < 1, hence the surface temperature is significantly lower if
we assumed/G o« Z2. In the extreme example of = 10°,
n =10 cm3, andZ = 0.2 we find Tsys = 240 K, a factor . ; 7
of 4 smaller than fo/G « Z. The cooling inside the cloud ingly the width of the C layerDc: = R—rc:. In Fig.4 we com-

. ... pare the results from this equation with detailed PDR model
also depends somewhat @1/ G, since the escape probabilit ; : 3
S . calculations using the KOSMA-model forng = 10* cm=3 and
of cooling lines depends on the dust attenuation.

x = 100. Here two types of density structures are used: (a)
n(r) = no(r/R)™ for 0.2R < r < R, n(r) = 0 forr > R, and
3. Variation of the C* layer size with metallicity = » = 170.27 for r < 0.2R, with the total cloud radiu®; (b) a

At the surface of the PDR the FUV radiation ionizes almo§"Stant density(r) = no, or equivalentlyy =0.
The squares representing the constant density model show

all of the carbon atoms. At larger depths the FUV intensity dﬁmt the C layer width depends approximately Zs't on the

creases and carbon recombines and is eventually incoegorat etallicity which closely matches with the assumption of an
into CO molecules. Thus, a PDR clump can be subdivided into y y Matehes with e P

a CO core surrounded by an atomic carbon shell and an oﬁé/rerse proportionality by Bolatto et al. (1399). The cein

. : 10.4 represent the model by the= 1.5. They can be numeri-
C* envelope. We examine here, the thickness of thee@e- - . . i 147 -
lope as a function of metallicity. We define the C envelope cally fitted with function Dc. = (1.195+5.7582)*#7pc. Fig.#

) . shows that our results usin 1 16 agrees well with the model
thickness as the distance from the cloud surface to the de lfln . 9 E—q- gr . .
alculations. However the estimated widths are slighttjhlbr
where the abundances of C and &e equal. . .
. . . than the model calculations, which reflects the fact thatethe
The dominant reaction channels for the formation and de- . . o . .
struction of C are are more reactions which quantitatively influence the clsami

(16)

For a given radial density distributiorfr) and FUV fieldy,
Eq.:_1§5 can be numerically solved to obtain, or correspond-

of C*.
C+v —» Cr+e,
Ct+e — C+v 4. [ClI] emission as a function of Z
and The [CII] emission as well as the [CII[/CO(1-0) line ratio

C'+H, — CHj+v. is typically considered to be a good tracer of star formation
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74 76 78 80 82 84 86 88 90 92 94 96
12+log(O/H)

Fig.7. The intensity ratid/cijiss.m/Ico@-o) is plotted against the metallicityZ(= 1 is equivalent to 12+log(O/H)=8.48). The
lines denote the KOSMA-results for two different clump massa$ = 1 andM = 10 M. The density at the surface of the
clumps and the UV field strength in units of the standard D éigld are given in the plot. The observed ratios of nearbgpges
are plotted as squares.

served in many nearby low metal galaxies, is higher than fiive area-filling factor of the emissive region has to be dbns
sources with solar and super-solar metallicities (Maddeh.e ered. Particularly lines, which are formed in central regiof

assuming that the size of the Cegion scales inversely with ness. For species which are mainly emitting at the surface of
metallicity, and assuming a constant temperature for tlse ga the cloud this filling effect is negligible.

For our spherical PDR model we compute the surface |n the prior sections we derived approximate expressions
brightness as function of clump mass/radius and metallicitor the surface temperature of a PDR as well as for the exgecte
The surface brightness is the projected average intensity  depth of the C envelope. We can use these approximations to

R estimate the total [ClI] surface brightness of the PDR. Tioal
2z [, lp)pdp emissivity Aciy () from Eq.fA.2) can be used to calculate the
TR2

= (17) line integrated intensity of the PDR in the optically thirsea

of the spherical clump, wherg(p) is the specific intensity
along a ray with impact parameter (Stérzer et al., 1996). » A (1)

R
_____________ o |
The line intensities depend on the thermal and chemicat-stré’"’ J, anr An dr ergs-sr (18)

ct
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Table 2. Metallicities and observed [CII[/CO(1-0) line ratios ofarby galaxies and Galactic star forming regions. The ddrive
values for gas density and FUV strength are also given ifiaviz.

Object 12+log(O/H) [CH]/CO(1-0) References

NGC 1068 9.07 6000 14,2,12
NGC 1156 8.39 10000 4
NGC 1313 8.25 11740 14,7
NGC 1569 8.08 37000 13,4,6
NGC 4449 8.3 14000 8,6
NGC 4736 9 2500 14,2,12,10
NGC 6946 9 900 14,12
IC 10 8.19 14000 14,8,6
1Zw 36 7.93 < 3000 8
M83 9.16 8000 14,25
M51 9.23 3500 14,9,5
IC 4622 8.09 34000 3,4
Orion 8.75 6000 2,11
LMC 8.35 5600 1
30 Doradus 8.43 69000 1
SMC 8.03 13000 1

References.— (1) Bolatto et al. 1999; (2) Crawford et al 5198) Heydari-Malayeri et al. 1990; (4) Hunter et al. 20(); Kramer et al. 2005
(6) Lord et al. 1995; (7) Luhmann et al. 2003; (8) Mochizukakt1998; (9) Nikola et al. 2001; (10) Petitpas&Wilson 20QBt) Simon et
al. 1997 (12) Stacey et al. 1991; (13) Talent 1980; (14) gkryiet al. 1994.
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Fig.5. The surface brightnesses of the [CII] 188 (dashed-

dotted) emission lines from the KOSMAresults (open sym- Fig.6. The surface brightnesses of the [CII] 158 (dashed-
bols) and the approximation from EG.(19) (filled symbolsjpl dotted) and?’CO(1-0) 2.6 mm (solid) emission lines plotted
ted against the metallicity for different densities. Theud adainst the metallicity for two different densities. Theud
mass is M=10 M, the UV field strength isy = 100, the as- Mass is¥ = 10 M, and the UV field strength ig = 100.
sumed central temperaturelis = 35 K, anda = 4.

choseT, = 35 K andA = 4 to estimate the surface bright-
with the total radius R. From Ed; (18) follows the mean siefadesses for multiple PDRs simultaneously. In Fig. 5 we compar

brightness of the cloud these approximations with the detailed KOSMAesults for
I licip. The metallicity dependent behavior is reproduced very
1_[C,,] = % ergstem?srt (19) well and the quantitative agreement is within a factor of 2 as
/4

suming the same temperature profile for all 4 models! If we
To calculatel|cjywe assume an exponential temperature prdrop this assumption and use individual temperature psofile
file T(r) = T, + TsurtE2(21 Ay) with the the second order ex-for each model the agreement is 10-30%.
ponential integraF,, and an arbitrary fitting parametér The Importantly, the total surface brightness does not scafe li
central temperatur@, and the parametet are different for early with the surface density of the clouds. Rather it pdaks
each set of PDR parameters. For demonstration purposesimtermediate values of, depending orZ. This is mainly a ge-
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ometrical effect, which can be understood by some qualéati From a practical point of view it is obvious that a clumpy
arguments. If we assume that [ClI] is optically thin, we skke @nsemble of different clouds should be closer to the true lo-
C* atoms. In the low density case, where ionized carbon filk&l conditions than a single spherical clump, but we find that
the whole cloud, the surface brightness is then proportimna a clumpy approach is not necessary to explain the obsemverve
n (V/A), with the volume of the cloud and the projected areatrend withZ. To model the [CII]/CO line ratio of a particular
A, henceljcyy « nR. ButR o« n~'3, since we kept the cloud source in detail it may of course be necessary to apply a glump
mass constant, and thus we fifiglj o n%3. For higher densi- approach. But to understand the general behavior for éiffter
ties the width of the Clayer decreases faster than it is compemetallicities it is sufficient to consider a single, typicdimp.
sated by the growing. The relative thickness of the*Gayer
becomes very small for higher densities (i.eDif: << R). The
surface brightness then is proportionabitd = R? Dc: /(n R?),

henceljcyj o n Dc+. We observe a reduced surface brightnegge study the effects of metallicity variations on the gaspgem
caused by the geometry of the cloud. This is inverse to the COffure and [C”] emission line properties of Spherica| PDRS.
mon area filling effect for optically thick lines, like e.g0X1- find that the surface temperature of PDRs at high UV fields
0), where the projected area of the CO core decreases with gigjes linearly with metallicity. For low UV fields and high
creasing density as demonstrated in Fig. 5. This was alse mgensities this metallicity behavior of the surface tempeea
tioned by, Storzer et al. (1996). This means, that even thoug converse, showing an inverse dependence with metgllicit
the local emissivityAiciy scales linearly witth (see EqLA:2), due to the dominant Hheating. We introduce a new two level
this is not true for the total surface brightness. As a seasnd Fyv H, heating and cooling function that properly accounts
der effect we also notice a temperature dependence of thk 1361 energy losses via vibrational collisional excitations
emissivity. The differences between our analytical moael a  \\e examine the dependence of the éwelope on metal-
the detailed temperature structures from the PDR Ca.lcmia“ ||C|ty and f|nd that |ts geometrica' depth Scales inverseﬂmW
are responsible for most of the deviations shown in #ig. 5. 7 This produces a higher [CII]/CO(J=1-0) line ratio at lower
We use our PDR model calculations to study the metallicitjetallicities. We used the numerical results from the KOSMA
dependence of the [CII]/CO(1-0) line ratio. We adopt a dgnsir model to study the dependence of PDR emission lines with
of 10* cm™®, ay = 1.5, and a UV fieldy = 107 similar to the metallicity. The observed variation of [CII/CO(J=1-0) thi
values assumed By Bolatto et al. (1999). Their predicti@nis metallicity can be explained well by a single-clump moded an
average over a clump ensemble as a model for the large s¢gl§ not necessary to refere to an average over a clump en-
emission from the ISM. In contrast, we start here by invesiemple. We conclude that the [CII}/CO(J=1-0) line ratios fo
gating the metallicity dependence for a single, typicahgu  sources with differing metallicities do not provide a sg@on-

The discussion below shows that this is already sufficient §@aint on the clumpy morphology of a molecular clouds.
reproduce the observed trends versus metallicity. Theledta

investigation of the effects of averaging over a clump enseminowledgements. This work is supported by the Deutsche

ble are left to a subsequent paper. Eig. 6 summarizes thigsestorschungs Gemeinschaft (DFG) via Grant SFB 494. AS thamks t

for this typical clump. The dominance of the geometricateff Israel Science Foundation for support. We thank the anoogmef-

is reflected in the almost constant [ClI] surface brighteess eree for her/his helpful comments.

Fig. :6 Hence the line ratio [CIl]/CO decreases for incregsi

metallicities and tends to be constant for very high valdées o
Figurei7 shows that the trend in the observed ratios in n

mal galaxies can be represented by a single-clump model withimoto, N., Sofue, Y., & Tsujimoto, T. 1996, PASJ, 48, 275

M = 1...10" Mo, shown as solid and dotted lines in Fi§. 7Asplund, M., Grevesse, N., Sauval, A. J., Allende Prietg, C.

We also plotted model results for different cloud paransstter  Kiselman, D., 2004, A&A, 417, 751

demonstrate how different observations may be explained Bgkes, E. L. O. & Tielens, A. G. G. M. 1994, ApJ, 427, 822

different local physical conditions, e.g. the higher obsdrra- Baumgartner, W. H., Mushotzky, R. F., 2005, submitted to ApJ

tio for the 30 Doradus region can be explained by a simil&oger, G.I. & Sternberg, A., 2005, ApJ, 632, 302

model, but exposed to an UV field gf= 10* (or alternatively Boissé P. 1990, A&A, 228, 483

by a clump of less mass). This is consistent with derived FUBblatto, A. D., Jackson, J. M., Wilson, C. D., & Moriarty-

5. Summary
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Appendix A: Cooling functions

The cooling of the gas is dominated by fine structure line simisof [ClI] and [OI]. The line cooling rate can always be tten
asAy = nyAu EqB(ty) erg st cm 2 whereg is the escape probability,,; is the transition probability and, the number of

for the [OI] emissiom, = 8.5 x 107°(100K/T)%° cm™3, the main cooling is provided by the 158n [ClI] line. The general
cooling rate of a two-level system S can be expressed as:
AM EM — —
. nsAu Eu ergcnds (A.1)
1+ £ expE.a/kT)(1+ "£)

The critical density for collisional de-excitatiag, = A,;/y,; for the [CIl] 158um transition is 26 x 10° cm™3. The densities
we are interested in are in the range of.1@0° cm™3. Inserting the numerical values for [CII] and assuming atre¢ carbon
abundance of & x 10~* x Z we obtain the cooling rate for the [CII] 158n transition:

24
12.02>< 10° nleoo ergemis (A2)
1+5exp(92T)(1+ ==)

Acy =

The general cooling rate of the [OI]6 CP; —° P,) and [Ol]146:m Py —3 P,) transitions, only accounting for transi-
tions between neighboring levels, are:

noi expEo1/T) g1n (n + Bne01) ) 31
A1 = Ao E1pBZ : ergcm®s A.3
12 = AizFizf (gon2 eXPEor/T) (1 + Breron) (811 + XPELIT) 82(n + Bred)) <10 (A3)
2
noigon 3 -1
Aoy = AorEo1BZ ergcm?®s A.4
o = Ao Fouf (gon2 exPEor/ T) (1 + Bricro) (817 +eXP(Elz/T)gz(n+ﬁncr,12))) 9 (A4)

Inserting the numerical values for [Ol] and a relative oxygéundance of & 10~ x Z in the above equation leads to:

1
Aegm = 3.15x10748.46x 107° 5Zx

3x 10%n exp(98K/T) 3n (n + § L6640~ )

2 1_ 166x10° 1_ 846x10° erg Cms Sﬁl (A5)
A14gm = 135x10°41.66x 107 % Zx
3x 10*nn?
X nn ergcm3st (A.6)

n? + exp(98K/T) (n + 588407 ) (3n + exp(228 KIT)5 (n + §22040" )

This leads to the total [Ol] cooling rat®o; = Aszm + A146m. IN the high density case gas-grain collisional coolingls®a
contributing to the total cooling of the cloud:

Ag_g = 3.5 X 1034ﬁ (T - Tgrain) I’ZZZ . (A.?)

Atwot = Acii + Aoi + Agg (A.8)

Appendix B: The electron density at PDR surfaces

At the surface of a PDR atomic carbon and sulfur are ionizethbympinging, unshielded FUV radiation and atomic hydroge
is ionized by cosmic rays (FUV ionization of H is preventedtbg Lyman limit). Electrons from dust are negligible duetie t
small number density of dust grains. The relative contriutrom these electron donors to the total electron demsity shown

in Fig.:_B'_.'; for the low (left) and high FUV (right) case. Thewes are computed with the KOSMAPDR model. The histogram
shows the increasing importance of atomic carbon as maitrefesource with increasing density. Nevertheless thdétiadél
contributions of atomic hydrogen and sulfur are not negligiEven at very high UV fieldg, ~ 10, a relevant fraction of the
electrons is generated in the additional ionization preesesAt gas densities 10>° cm™3 still 16-20% of the electrons stem
from the ionization of atomic hydrogen and sulfur. This fiaw increases rapidly with decreasing density, with treailigthat at

a number density of 1000 cnT3 only < 40% of the electrons are due to ionization of atomic carbos présent an analytic
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Fig. B.1. The relative contribution of the various electron donorghe total electron density, at the cloud surface as computed in the
KOSMA-r model. The percentages are given for different values daserdensity: (columns) at FUV fieldg = 1 (left) andy = 10° (right)

and a fixed metallicity of = 0.2.

approximation to the electron density at PDR surfaces whitshhe actual behavior quite accurately and which allowsasy

interpretation of the metallicity dependence.

ne = (XC + Xs)nZ+ ny+

We assume

(B.1)

Xc andXs are the relative elemental abundances of carbon and sutfgie(1.4 x 1074, X5 = 2.8 x 107>, Hollenbach & Tielens

nyd =aynp+ne (B.2)
where{ = 2.3 x 10717 57! is the ionization rate due to cosmic rays_(Sternberg & Daigadd95), anday = 3.5 x
101%(T/300K)~%7> st is the recombination rate, we get the following expressaritie electron density:
075 4
o= Xnzlne fre Do (805X10Y | s (B.3)
2 nZz? X

with X = Xc + Xs. This is in reasonable agreement with the numerical resudta the detailed PDR calculations but deviates
by 5- 10%. The deviations are due to the different net recomhinatites when considering all ionized species. To account fo
this changed rate we have fitted the parameierEq. G_B_.?) to match the electron density from the full PDRdab Assuming
ny+ =~ Cny ¢ /n. ay and fitting the constant to the numerical values we obtain

1+ \/1+

X
nezgnZ

TO075 (752%x 104
nZz? X

cm

(B.4)

The agreement with the KOSMA-esults is shown in Fig.B.2. Please note that in the highatii case all C and S at the
surface are ionized so that the ratio of electrons congibby them directly reflects their abundance ratio.

Appendix C: H, vibrational heating

An important heating processes in dense PDRs is colliseatcitation of FUV-pumped Hnolecules (Sternberg & Dalgarno,
1995). Here we present a two level approximation for theviirational heating and cooling valid in the parameter eanere

the process plays a major role (see S'_e(_:t_. P.2.2). The appatinin reproduces the net heating rate computed by SD9fassu
transitions among all 15 vibrational levels in the grourgt#bonic state, but neglecting the rotational structure.

Vibrational cooling reduces the net heating at large gapégatures (see Fi{_;.'_f;:.l, bottom). The vibrational coolingnost
effective at lowy for which a large H density is maintained. With PDR temperatures of typicadlysl than 2000 K (see Sect.
g) and the energy gap between the two lowest vibrationaldevEy; = 5988 K, we can assume that most of thgislalways
in the ground = 0) level in this regime. Vibrational cooling is thus basigaiven by collisional excitation te = 1 followed
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Electron Density , y=10°, Z=0.2
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Fig. B.2. A comparison of numerically obtained electron densitigmsols) with the analytical expression (lines) in I:fg-.: BiAa=0,y = 1C°,
Z = 1 for different surface densities.

by either radiative decay or photodissociation. Using tlodetular constants for the lowest vibrational transitica ebtain the
collisional cooling rate

—AE]_,O Al,O + Dl
An, = —AE10710 exp( ) X

— (C.1)

nnHy
Zyron+ Ao+ x D1

the fit can be improved iAEq ; is increased by 10%.

In contrast vibrational heating is important when the FUliaéion field provides a significant pumping to higher viwagl
states. Thus we define a separate equivalent two-levelsyetahe heating. It is characterized by the effective coaffitsAEq,
Aeft, Ve, aNdDeg providing the same heating rate as the full 15 level system

)(P,‘ AEI
Iy = E E C.2
H; nH, £ 1+ [A] +XD]]/[7] n] ( )

e X Prot AEes

*1+ [Aenr + xDe] /[ e 1]
The quantityP; denotes the formation rate of vibrationally exciteg fdr the different levelspPi,: represents the sum rate over
all levels. The effective coefficients can be easily obtdihg considering different asymptotic values of the densignd the
radiation fieldy. This yieldsPi - AEeg = 9.4 x 10722 erg s, yer = y1.0, Der = 4.7 x 10°19% 71, andAer = 1.9x 10571 A
comparison of the heating rates using our effective twellseystem with the results using the 15-level molecule inklnEMA-
7 model is shown in Figur'@’_@.l. Here, we scan the parameteesanbere the Hvibrational heating and cooling gives a major

(C.3)
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Fig. C.1. The net H heating rate is plotted for different values of surface dgnsat ay = 1 FUV field (top) and for different UV field
strengths for a fixed density af= 10° cm™3 (bottom) over the temperature. The symbols are the numeesalts from the 15-level system in
the KOSMA- model, the curves show the results using our effective evellapproximation. Foy = 1 we also plot a lowZ case (solidZ = 1,
and dashed] = 0.2). The deviations at the highest temperatures and radifiilnls are due to cooling transitions from higher vibragidevels
in this regime which are ignored in our approximation.
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contribution to the overall energy balance (see l_'—:ig. 2hénupper plot representing low radiation fields and varyigiggities we
find an almost perfect agreement of the two level approxmnmatiith the full numeric treatment. At high densities andyvag
radiation fields shown in the lower plot, we find a good matckeaiperatures below about 3000 K. The deviation at higher
temperatures is due to the neglect of cooling contributfomr® higher vibrational levels. It has no impact on the olld?®R
model, because photoelectric heating clearly supershdeagtirational contribution at these conditions.

With the simple analytic two-level approximation, we casigaunderstand the quantitative behavior of thewbrational
energy balance from basic principles thus providing a haody/for estimates of temperature structures. Burton, éidihch,
& Tielens (1990) also introduced a two-level approximafionthe H, heating. However, they considered only a single pseudo
excited level with an energy correspondingite 6 and hence did not properly account for cooling via rapidtekxion tov = 1,
or heating via pumping and collisional deexcitation frotl&l levels.



