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ABSTRACT

The correspondence between galaxy major mergers and starburst activity is well-established observationally and in simulations
of low redshift galaxies. However, the evolution of the properties of interactions and of the galaxies involved suggests that the
starburst response of galaxies to merger events could vary across cosmic time. Using the VINTERGATAN cosmological zoom-in
simulation of a Milky Way-like galaxy, we show here that starbursts, i.e. episodes of fast star formation, are connected with the
onset of tidal compression, itself induced by mergers. However, this compression becomes strong enough to trigger starbursts
only after the formation of the galactic disc. As a consequence, starburst episodes are only found during a precise phase of galaxy
evolution, after the formation of the disc and until the last major merger. As the depletion time quantifies the instantaneous star
formation activity, while the specific star formation rate involves the integrated result of the past activity (via the stellar mass),
starburst episodes do not necessarily coincide with elevated specific star formation rate. This suggests that not all starburst

galaxies are outliers above the main sequence of galaxy formation.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Enhancements of star formation and starbursts are often associated
with interactions and mergers, including at early stages of interac-
tions and at high galactic separations (e.g. Armus et al. 1987; Ken-
nicutt et al. 1987; Xu & Sulentic 1991; Sanders & Mirabel 1996;
Ellison et al. 2008; Scudder et al. 2012; Ellison et al. 2013; Knapen
et al. 2015; Xu et al. 2021; Silva et al. 2021; Horstman et al. 2021).
The effects of individual mergers on the star formation activity have
been studied in depth with dedicated simulations of pairs of galaxies
in isolation (e.g. Hernquist & Katz 1989; Barnes & Hernquist 1991;
Springel & Hernquist 2005; Di Matteo et al. 2008; Saitoh et al. 2009;
Teyssier et al. 2010; Karl et al. 2010; Moreno et al. 2015; Renaud
et al. 2014, 2015, 2016, 2018; Moreno et al. 2019; Linden & Mi-
hos 2022; Petersson et al. 2022). During interactions, torque-driven
nuclear inflows, shocks, and tidal compression increase the amount
of star forming gas, which in turns boosts the star formation rate
(SFR) over timescales of ~ 10—100 Myr (Keel et al. 1985; Barnes
& Hernquist 1991; Jog & Solomon 1992; Renaud et al. 2014). This,
in addition to fueling and quenching mechanisms, demonstrates that
the environment of a galaxy is of paramount importance to drive its
star formation history.

Most of the pioneer works on mergers and the associated enhance-
ment of star formation studied low redshift galaxies. However, in the
last decade, surveys have targeted the question of the efficiency of
high redshift mergers (z 2 0.5-1) at triggering starbursts. Let us
focus here on two main results. (i) The fraction of outliers above the
galaxy main sequence’ increases much slower with redshift than the
merger rate (up to at least z ~ 4, Schreiber et al. 2015; Pearson
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1 i.e. galaxies with a higher specific SFR (sSFR, that is the SFR normalised
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et al. 2019). (ii) The depletion time (i.e. the gas mass divided by the
SFR) is significantly shorter at z 2 0.5 than at lower redshift (as
shown for instance in the PHIBSS survey, Tacconi et al. 2018)?. The
first point suggests that if outliers above the main sequence are star-
bursts, high redshift mergers are statistically inefficient at triggering
starbursts (Jogee et al. 2009; Kaviraj et al. 2013). The second im-
plies that if mergers are the main (or even unique) source of short
depletion times, frequent mergers induce a large number of starburst
episodes at high redshift. This contradiction can be resolved in two
ways. The first option is that there is no direct correspondence be-
tween starbursts and outliers above the main sequence (at high red-
shift). In other words, the definitions of starburst as a galaxy with
a short depletion time (as commonly used in the literature, see e.g.
Daddi et al. 2010a; Genzel et al. 2010; Kennicutt & De Los Reyes
2021) and an outlier above the main sequence (e.g. Elbaz et al. 2007,
Sargent et al. 2014; Ellison et al. 2020; Wang et al. 2022) are not
equivalent. The other possibility is that starbursts can be caused by
other mechanisms than mergers.

To date, simulations have still not reached a consensus in identi-
fying under which conditions mergers induce starbursts or not, spe-
cially at high redshift. For instance, Perret et al. (2014) found that
major mergers of gas-rich galaxies (mimicking discs at z ~ 1-2,

by the stellar mass) than most galaxies at the same redshift (Elbaz et al. 2007;
Noeske et al. 2007; Rodighiero et al. 2011).

2 The observational measurements of the depletion time suffer from un-
certainties on the CO luminosity to molecular gas mass conversion factor
aco. While observations of local ultra-luminous infrared galaxies (Downes
& Solomon 1998) and simulations of major mergers (Renaud et al. 2019a)
both advocate for a lower aco in local mergers than the Galactic value,
varying aco might be less important at high redshift (see Genzel et al. 2015;
Scoville et al. 2016 for a comparison between CO- and dust-based estimates).
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but run without cosmological context) do not trigger strong enhance-
ments of the SFR (see also Scudder et al. 2015; Fensch et al. 2017).
The high gas fractions of these galaxies have been proposed as the
cause of this inefficiency, possibly because of an intrinsically high
level of turbulence and its saturation during interactions (Fensch
et al. 2017). Yet, the gas-rich mergers of Moreno et al. (2021) do
boost the SFR by factors of several 10s, thus questioning the role of
the gas fraction on the triggering of starbursts.

In the last years, the influence of mergers on the star formation
history of galaxies has started to be studied using cosmological sim-
ulations (e.g. Patton et al. 2020; Blumenthal et al. 2020; Renaud
et al. 2021a; Quai et al. 2021; Li et al. 2022; Sparre et al. 2022).
Several potentially key aspects of this topic are indeed only acces-
sible in cosmological context, like the cosmic evolution of the or-
bital properties of the interactions (e.g. shorter timescales at high
z), the effect of repeated mergers, the accretion of intergalactic gas,
and the intrinsic evolution of the galaxies. However, star formation
is notoriously sensitive to numerical resolution, in particular during
starburst episodes (Teyssier et al. 2010; Renaud et al. 2014), which
could hamper results from resolution-limited large-scale cosmolog-
ical volumes. When examining the star forming galaxies in the Il-
lustris simulation, Sparre et al. (2015) noted a significantly lower
number of outliers above the main sequence than observed, and in-
terpreted it as a deficit of starbursts in the simulation. Conversely,
the VINTERGATAN cosmological zoom-in simulation does retrieve
the short depletion times observed at z 2 1 (see Segovia Otero et al.
2022, and the rest of the present paper). Differences in resolution
and in the implementation of sub-grid physics still hinder the field
and have prevented reaching definite conclusions.

In this paper, we address the question of the cosmic evolution of
the interaction-driven trigger of starbursts, and of the response of
a Milky Way-like galaxy. We use a cosmological zoom-in simula-
tion with a resolution (20 pc) of the same order as that commonly
reached in non-cosmological runs (~ 1-50 pc). With this setup,
we capture jointly the intrinsic evolution of a Milky Way-like disc
galaxy, and that of its environment. We particularly focus on the con-
nection between the merger activity, tidal effects, and accelerated
star formation, across several phases of the star formation history.

2 BACKGROUND AND SIMULATION

In this section, we summarize the key concepts and earlier results
needed before presenting the conclusions of this paper.

2.1 Tidal field and compression-induced starbursts

In interactions and mergers, tides play a central role in the morpho-
logical transformation of the progenitors, but also in the structure
and properties of the interstellar medium. Any tidal field can be de-
scribed mathematically as minus the Hessian matrix of the gravita-
tional potential, the so-called tidal tensor. Following the formalism
introduced in Renaud et al. (2011), at any position in space, the com-
ponents of the tidal tensor read

R
OxidxI’
where ¢ is the potential at this position, and z* is the spatial coordi-
nate along the ¢-th dimension. This 3 x 3 tensor is real and symmet-
ric, and thus can be written in diagonal form. After this transforma-

tion, the three eigenvalues { A1, A2, A3} represent the strength of the
tidal force along the corresponding eigenvectors. By convention, we

TV =

6]
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order the eigenvalues: A1 > A2 > As. In the case of all three eigen-
values being negative (i.e. A1 < 0), the tidal field is compressive,
meaning that the tidal forces points inward along all directions®. One
can show that, in classical potentials yielding tidal compression, the
ratio of the eigenvalues is typically of the order of unity (Renaud
et al. 2017). Therefore, and for simplicity, we limit the analysis in
this paper to that of the main eigenvalue A;.

Analytical models and simulations show that, in any galaxy inter-
action, the superposition of two galactic potentials induces the for-
mation of cores in the gravitational potential, possibly over scales
of several kpc (Renaud et al. 2008, 2009). The inflection of the po-
tential in cores marks the boundary of tidal compression. This tidal
compression is maximal during pericenter passages, when the over-
lap of the potentials encompasses the largest amounts of galactic
matter. Renaud et al. (2014) found that the onset of tidal compression
is shortly followed by an increase of the velocity dispersion of the
gas in these regions. This enhanced dispersion is of different nature
from the classical turbulence: its compressive mode dominates over
the solenoidal (mixing) one, contrarily to what is found in classical
interstellar turbulence where the two modes are in energy equipar-
tition (e.g. Kritsuk et al. 2007; Federrath et al. 2010). The tidal and
turbulent compression of the gas from the large galactic scales down
to the small cloud scales induces an excess of dense gas (but not nec-
essarily an increase of the maximum density), which in turn triggers
a starburst event in the form of a drop of the depletion time. Tidal
compression and direct shocks of the gas reservoirs (Jog & Solomon
1992) explain off-centered starbursts in interacting galaxies, but only
tidal compression can explain them during non-penetrating encoun-
ters (i.e. during the pre-coalescence phases), and in regions where
the gas reservoirs of the two galaxies do not overlap.

The triggering of starbursts by tidal and turbulent compression has
been found in simulations of several distinct merger configurations
(e.g. Renaud et al. 2014, 2016, 2018; Fensch et al. 2017), and using
different numerical methods (e.g. Sparre et al. 2022; Li et al. 2022).
However, the short dynamical timescales in such systems make it
difficult to spatially associate a given compression volume with a
starburst event occurring a few 10 Myr later, when the initial trigger
has long left the area (Renaud et al. 2019b).

2.2 The VINTERGATAN simulation

In this paper, we follow the cosmological evolution of a Milky Way-
like galaxy using the VINTERGATAN simulation (Agertz et al. 2021;
Renaud et al. 2021a,b, hereafter Paper I, Paper II, Paper III, respec-
tively). VINTERGATAN is a cosmological zoom-in simulation of a
Milky Way-mass galaxy”, down to a resolution of 20 pc. The time
sampling of the snapshots used in the post-process analysis is of
the order of 100—150 Myr. The simulation is run with the adap-
tive mesh refinement code RAMSES (Teyssier 2002) and includes
treatments of heating, cooling, star formation, and stellar feedback
(Agertz et al. 2013; Agertz & Kravtsov 2015), as detailed in Paper 1.

In this paper, the tidal field is computed using the first-order
finite differences of the gravitational acceleration over a scale of
~ 200 pc. We have performed the same calculations at scales 4 and
8 times higher and lower. This change quantitatively affects the in-

3 contrarily to e.g. the textbook case of the Earth under the tidal influence of

the Moon, where the tidal forces along the Earth-Moon axis point outward.
4 Simulation movies are available here:
https://www.astro.lu.se/~florent/vintergatan.php
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tensity of the tidal accelerations by factors of a few, but not qualita-
tively the trends and conclusions presented below.

The analysis of the evolution of the star formation activity of VIN-
TERGATAN reveals 3 distinct phases (see Segovia Otero et al. 2022,
hereafter Paper IV, for details):

e Early phase (z > 4.8): before the disc is in place, the numerous
mergers do not trigger starburst episodes, and the depletion time is
long (~ 1 Gyr).

o Starburst phase (1.0 < z < 4.8): repeated starbursts induce
drops of the depletion time (~ 100 Myr).

e Secular phase (z < 1.0): after the last major merger, the galaxy
returns to long depletion times (~ 1 Gyr).

The events associated with each phase and the transitions between
them are generic features in the evolution of a disc galaxy (disc for-
mation, major mergers, end of the merger phase). Therefore, we sug-
gest that these phases can be transposed to the evolution of any disc
galaxy (with a possible adjustment of the timing).

3 RESULTS
3.1 Intensity of tidal compression

To assess the importance of tidal compression on the star formation
activity, one needs to consider two aspects: the intensity of the com-
pression, and the amount of gas in compressive volumes. Figure 1
illustrates the former. We compare the evolution of the strength of
the tidal field to that of the SFR and the depletion time (as already
introduced in Paper I, Paper II and Paper 1V), and highlight the syn-
chronism of these 3 quantities. The intensity of compression is eval-
uated as the mass-weighted average of the main eigenvalue (A1) of
the tidal tensor, only where it takes negative values (i.e. in compres-
sive tides) and within 3 times the stellar half-mass radius of VIN-
TERGATAN.

The early (z > 4.8) and secular (z < 1.0) phases have low SFRs
(< 10 Mg yr™ ') and long depletion times (~ 1 Gyr), indicating
respectively a weak and slow star formation activity. While this is
expected in the secular phase of evolution for a galaxy on the main
sequence (Speagle et al. 2014), it seems counter-intuitive during the
galactic bombardment by numerous mergers in the early phase (as
expected from the observed and simulated increase of the merger
rate with redshift, see Fakhouri et al. 2010; Schreiber et al. 2015
among many others). In Paper IV, we showed that the lack of star-
burst response of the galaxy to the merger stimuli at high redshift
(z 2 4.8) is linked with the absence of ordered, rotation-supported
dynamics, before the formation of the disc. Then, the velocity dis-
persion of the gas remains at high levels but is not dominated by the
compressive mode of turbulence. This turbulent support prevents the
rapid formation and collapse of clouds, and thus the star formation
activity is not bursty.

In terms of tides, the early and secular phases yield relatively
weak compression, with limited variations in amplitude. The dips
seen in the secular phase are associated with the few minor mergers
pacing the late evolution (Paper II). They do not have counterparts
in the early phase, but this absence could be due to the low time
sampling of the simulation, compared to the short dynamical time at
this epoch.

Conversely, during the starburst phase (1.0 < z < 4.8), every
major interaction (i.e. pericenter passages and coalescences) lead to
rapid enhancements of the SFR, and drops of the depletion time.
Reduced depletion times at intermediate redshifts (z ~ 0.6 —4) are
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Figure 1. The average strength of the compressive tidal field (bottom panel,
represented here by the mass-weighted average of the main eigenvalue of
the tidal tensor) increases, i.e. becomes more negative, near the peaks of the
star formation rate (top panel) and the drops of the depletion times (middle
panel). Only regions in compressive tides (A\; < 0) are considered. The
logarithmic scaling of the abscissa axis is chosen for readability. The raw data
(grey) is smoothed (black) using the Savitzky-Golay algorithm to mitigate
the effect of time discreteness. Vertical lines mark the first pericenter passage
(dotted) and the start of the final coalescence (dashed) for each major mergers
(mass ratio > 1:10, see Paper II). The three shaded areas indicate the phases
identified in Paper IV (recall Section 2.2).
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Figure 2. Evolution of the gas mass fraction in compressive tides. Only the
gas within three stellar half-mass radii is considered. As in Figure 1, the
raw data (grey) is smoothed using the Savitzky-Golay algorithm (black line).
Although major mergers seem to punctually increase (or slow down the de-
crease) of this fraction, except in the early phase, the overall evolution is a
decrease during the starburst phase, between z ~ 3 and z ~ 1.

also been reported statistically from observational surveys of star
forming galaxies (e.g. PHIBSS, Tacconi et al. 2018). In Paper IV,
we showed that the onset of the starburst phase corresponds to the
epoch when rotational motions overtake dispersion, i.e. when the
galactic disc starts to form. Then, the galactic matter yields an or-
ganized, well-ordered, and collective response to tidal interactions.
Here, we link this response with the apparition of volumes of strong
tidal compression (i.e. very negative < A >) associated with drops
of the depletion time.

Overall, during all the phases of star formation, we note an excel-
lent agreement between the depletion time and the intensity of tidal
compression, even at high redshift.

3.2 Masses and locations in compressive tides

In Figure 2, we quantify the fraction of gas in compressive tides
(A1 < 0), within 3 times the stellar half-mass radius of VINTER-
GATAN. Tidal compression concerns about one third of the gas mass
at high redshift (z 2 3), but this fraction decreases during the star-
burst phase to 15 —20%. Major mergers only have a mild and short-
lived influence on this trend: pericenter passages and coalescences
either slightly increase or slow down the decrease of this fraction.
We note however that the time resolution of the snapshots of this
simulation (= 150 Myr) is significantly longer that the timescale for
tidal compression (~ 10—50 Myr, Renaud et al. 2009). Therefore,
it is possible that the full extent of compressive events (rise, peak,
decline) is not always properly captured by our time sampling.

In the early phase, the moderate increase of the mass fraction in
compressive tides caused by the only major merger is mitigated by
the low intensity of the compression at this epoch (Figure 1). This
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further shows that mergers events are not efficient stimuli for com-
pression in young galaxies before the formation of their disc. How-
ever, the overall mass fraction in compressive tides is at its highest
level in this phase. This is caused by the presence of a large number
of galaxies in a small volume due to the compactness of the Uni-
verse at high z. The multitude of overlapping potentials creates a
large volume of tidal compression in and around the young galaxies.
This is illustrated in Figure 3 by the contours marking the positions
of compressive tides on gas density maps.

As young galaxies begin their assembly, their potential is still
shallow. This allows for marginally compressive regions (A close
to 0) over large volumes. The strongest compression is found in-
between the galaxies (caused by the overlap of their potential, and
probably also by the density profiles of cosmological filaments,
Zhu et al. 2021). However, in the low densities of the intergalac-
tic medium, this concerns only a small fraction of the gas mass. It
is possible that such an intergalactic compression could favor the
formation of new gas structures, and even lead to the formation of
stars and star clusters. The small scales involved and the technical
challenges of properly capturing the thermodynamics of low density
circumgalactic and intergalactic media (McCourt et al. 2012; Tum-
linson et al. 2017) prevent us from drawing firm conclusions on this
particular point.

During the starburst phase, the potential of the galaxy allows
for stronger compression (recall Figure 1), but mostly in the outer
galaxy and the intergalactic medium, while the inner, dense galaxy
develops stronger resistance to external tidal influence. The outer
regions are then the most prone to host a starburst activity trig-
gered by the interaction-driven compression, as shown in non-
cosmological simulations at higher resolution. This corresponds
to the off-center starbursts observed in many interacting systems
(Whitmore & Schweizer 1995; Smith et al. 2008; Hancock et al.
2009; Peterson et al. 2009; Elmegreen et al. 2016). The middle panel
of Figure 3 shows VINTERGATAN and the progenitor of the last ma-
jor merger (seen edge-on at the position (12 kpc, —17 kpc)) after
the first pericenter passage and about 200 Myr before their coales-
cence. In between the two galaxies, large volumes of intergalactic
gas lie in the tidal compression created by the overlap of the ex-
tended galactic potentials. As noted before, this type of local com-
pression is short-lived, but can be significant enough to ignite star
formation (see Paper III on the onset of star formation in the outer,
tilting disc).

Finally, in the secular phase, the situation becomes similar to that
in the inner galaxy of the starburst phase, but now across the entire
galaxy. The absence of major mergers implies the lack of large-scale
interaction-triggered tidal compression. The compression is limited
to punctual and localized events linked with the accretion of satel-
lites, and the intrinsic shape of the galactic potential. Only a small
fraction of the gas mass is concerned, and the compression remains
marginally weak (Figure 1).

Figure 4 summarizes the evolution of the intensity and spatial dis-
tribution of compression. It shows the radial profile of the mass-
weighted average A1 (in compressive regions only). To compensate
for the inside-out growth of the galaxy, the profiles are normalized
to the stellar half-mass radius. The profiles of each snapshot of the
three phases are stacked to illustrate general trends, but at the ex-
pense of smoothing out punctual and localized events. The results
discussed above can be transposed in this figure: a weak compres-
sion in the early and secular phases, and a stronger effect during the
starburst epoch. The effects of nearby galaxies inducing compres-
sion in the outer galaxy is also visible as radial extents of compres-
sion in the early and starburst phases. This figure illustrates again
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Figure 3. Maps of the gas density centered on the main galaxy, from three
snapshots illustrative of the three evolutionary phases. For these selected
snapshots, 3 times the stellar half-mass radius (which we use here as a proxy
for the size of the galaxy) corresponds to 1.3, 4.6, and 9.6 kpc and is shown
by the white circles. The contours indicates the regions of tidal compression
(A1 < 0) at the point along the projected dimension where the gas density is
the highest.
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Figure 4. Mass-weighted average strength of the compressive tidal field
(showed as the log of —A1) in radial bins normalized to the stellar half-mass
radius, and stacked from each snapshot of the 3 epochs.

that off-centered tidal compression appears only in the presence of
interactions (early and starburst), but that it becomes strong enough
to trigger off-centered starbursts only once the disc is in place (star-
burst).

3.3 Excess of dense gas

An increase of the SFR can originate from three types of alter-
ations of the distribution of gas densities (and their combination):
(i) a global increase of the density, i.e. a shift of the entire density
probability distribution function (PDF) towards the high density end.
This is not possible at galactic scale, as it would mean the absence
of low densities and thus the deconnection of the galaxy from its
diffuse environment. (if) An overall increase of the gas mass, keep-
ing the density PDF unchanged. (iii) The formation of an excess of
dense gas, thus distorting the PDF. (One can take the convenient but
approximative shortcut of saying that the molecular fraction is in-
creased in the latter case only.) The second case can be seen as a
scaling transformation, as it happens during the adiabatic evolution
of a galaxy: the amount of star forming gas changes self-similarly. In
this case, the unchanged PDF indicates that the physical processes
setting the density contrasts in the interstellar medium (e.g. turbu-
lence, shocks, compression) are unchanged. This usually leads to
a log-normal shape® of the density PDF (Vazquez-Semadeni 1994;
Nordlund & Padoan 1999). Analytical models show that increasing
the gas mass in such a way moves the galaxy along the Kennicutt-
Schmidt relation (Renaud et al. 2012). In the latter case however,
the excess of dense gas reflects a modification of the mechanisms
driving the density contrasts: the PDF is no longer log-normal. Be-
cause of the non-linearity of star forming laws®, an excess of dense

5 For simplicity, we ignore here the power-law tail at high density observed
and simulated in PDFs at cloud scales (e.g. Klessen 2000; Elmegreen 2011).
6 For instance, a widely accepted star formation law connects the local den-
sity of SFR pgpr with the local density of gas p, normalized by the free-fall
time tg, i.e. psFR X p/tg o< p'® (Elmegreen et al. 2002).

MNRAS 000, 000-000 (0000)



6  Renaud et al.

lookback time [Gyr]

3.1 55 80 10.0 11.5 12.5 13.2
T T T T T T T
redshift
0.30.50.7 1.0 1.5 2.0 3.0 5.0 9.0
200 T T T T T T T
secular starburst early
phase

—
W
o

100

[
o

(=]

relative excess of star forming gas

|
W
=)

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
log (1+2)

Figure 5. Evolution of the excess of star forming gas, relative to the density
distribution on the last snapshot (see text). As above, the raw data (grey) is
smoothed using the Savitzky-Golay algorithm (black line), the shaded areas
marks the three phases of stars formation, and the vertical lines indicate the
pericenter passages and coalescences of major mergers. Strong excesses of
dense gas are associated with major mergers, but only during the starburst
phase.

gas implies that the galaxy deviates from the classical Kennicutt-
Schmidt relation. With a toy model to describe such an excess, Re-
naud et al. (2012) showed that such a galaxy can reach the starburst
regime in the Kennicutt-Schmidt plane (Daddi et al. 2010b). This has
later been confirmed with simulations of mergers (e.g. Renaud et al.
2014, 2019b). The excess of dense gas is thus essential to reach an
accelerated star formation (short depletion time), instead of a mere
scaling up of the SFR as in the first case. This nuance tells apart
starbursting galaxies from galaxies with a high SFR.

In the figure 4 of Paper IV, we show that the average gas den-
sity PDFs of the starburst phase (stacked from all the snapshots of
this phase) exhibits an excess of the star forming gas with respect
to the other two phases. This indicates a change in the physical pro-
cess(es) setting the gas density distribution during this phase. Fig-
ure 5 complements this analysis by highlighting that the excesses
coincide with epoch of interactions, and thus of tidal compression.
To compute the relative excess of dense gas shown in this figure, we
first measure the PDF for each snapshot as the histogram of mass-
weighted densities, and normalized by the total gas mass (as in Paper
IV). Then, this histogram is normalized to its value at 100 cm ™3,
corresponding to the density threshold for star formation adopted
in VINTERGATAN. We compute the relative difference between this
distribution and that of the final snapshot, only considering the star
forming gas (> 100 cm™?). Finally, we compute the sum of the his-
togram bins. In other words, the dimensionless quantity shown in
Figure 5 can be interpreted as the amount of star forming gas in ex-
cess relative to what would be found in a secularily-evolving galaxy
of the same gas mass. (Following the approximative shortcut pro-
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posed earlier, this would be the molecular fraction, relative to that of
a non-starbursting disc galaxy.)

Figure 5 shows strong excesses of dense gas at the epochs of tidal
compression and short depletion times. It also shows a deficit of
dense gas (with respect to a “normal” galaxy portraited by the last
snapshot) during the early phase, due to the shallow galactic poten-
tial and the inefficiency of interactions in triggering strong compres-
sion. This result expands the conclusion found in non-cosmological
simulations of mergers where interaction-induced tidal compression
(and subsequently turbulent compression) induce similar excess of
dense gas (Renaud et al. 2014). The picture holds in cosmological
context, i.e. with the addition of gas accretion and repeated mergers.

4 DISCUSSION
4.1 Merger-induced starbursts in gas-rich disc galaxies

The typical morphology of star forming disc galaxies at high red-
shift (z ~ 1-3) is dominated by a handful of massive gas clumps
(Cowie et al. 1995; Elmegreen et al. 2007; Forster Schreiber et al.
2009; Wuyts et al. 2012; Zanella et al. 2015; Guo et al. 2018). Vio-
lent disc instabilities due to high gas fractions drive these differences
with respect to contemporary discs, in terms of morphology, density
distribution, and velocity dispersion (Elmegreen 2008; Dekel et al.
2009; Agertz et al. 2009; Inoue et al. 2016; Renaud et al. 2021c¢; van
Donkelaar et al. 2022; Ejdetjédrn et al. 2022). In galaxy simulations
run in isolation, the instability regime leading to massive clump for-
mation, instead of e.g. spiral structures, is found for gas fractions
2 20% (Renaud et al. 2021c).

Perret et al. (2014) and Fensch et al. (2017) presented a series of
non-cosmological runs of mergers of clumpy galaxies, and reported
very mild enhancements of their SFRs at the times of interactions,
much weaker than for a merger of galaxies with lower gas fraction on
the same orbit. After having ruled out feedback as a possible cause of
stabilisation of the dense clumps, Fensch et al. (2017) proposed that
the intrinsically strong turbulence of gas-rich discs saturates during
interactions, thus not allowing the boost of density contrast needed
to accelerate star formation, in particular in off-center regions. How-
ever, the physical origin of such a saturation and what would set its
level remain unknown.

The non-cosmological mergers of Moreno et al. (2021) involve
galaxies of comparable stellar mass as VINTERGATAN at z = 1 (a
few 10'° M), but with extremely high gas fractions: ~ 70% and
85% (compared to &~ 20% in VINTERGATAN at z = 1, which is
in line with observations, see e.g. Zanella et al. 2018 and references
therein). Despite their high gas fraction, the discs of Moreno et al.
(2021) do not have a clumpy morphology, and yield merger-induced
enhancements of the SFR. The reason for the absence of massive
clumps in such gas-rich galaxies is unclear, but is likely related to
different implementations of feedback between Moreno et al. (2021,
which uses the FIRE-2 implementation of Hopkins et al. 2018) and
the runs showing clumpy morphologies (see e.g. Bournaud et al.
2015; Fensch et al. 2017; Renaud et al. 2021c, and their respective
feedback recipes based on Renaud et al. 2013 and Agertz et al. 2013;
Agertz & Kravtsov 2015). Exploring this question is out of the scope
of the present paper.

Although VINTERGATAN shows some clumps at z ~ 1-3, the
galaxy does not harbor a morphology dominated by an handful of
massive clumps, as expected from simulations of comparable sys-
tems and resolution, with the same sub-grid recipes, but run without
cosmological context (Renaud et al. 2021c). The reason for the ab-
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Figure 6. Evolution of VINTERGATAN in the depletion time - sSFR plane.
Points mark snapshots in the simulation. The three phases defined above cor-
respond to clearly distinct regimes in this plane. The absence of correlation
across the phases indicates that the outliers above the main sequence cannot
correspond to starbursting galaxies (i.e. short 74cp,) at all redshifts.

sence of clumpy morphology is thus likely the intense merger bom-
bardment VINTERGATAN undergoes at z 2> 1, which repeatedly de-
stroys most substructures in the disc.

Therefore, the merger-driven starburst activity in gas-rich discs
noted in Moreno et al. (2021) and in VINTERGATAN, in contrast with
its absence in Perret et al. (2014) and Fensch et al. (2017), suggests
that the inefficiency of mergers in triggering starbursts is rather con-
nected with the morphology of the galaxy than with its gas fraction.
Cosmological zoom-in simulations with different gas-consumption
histories, different merger histories, and different regulations of star
formation are required to check this hypothesis. If proven valid, this
conclusion could then be extended to very high redshifts when the
absence of a disc morphology also prevents the onset of merger-
triggered starbursts (in our early phase).

4.2 Starbursts cannot be identified from their sSSFR

Using the simulation, we can directly compare the diagnostics from
the two definitions of starburst presented in the introduction: short
depletion time, and offset of sSSFR with respect to the main sequence.
First, Figure 6 shows the evolution of VINTERGATAN in the Tqep-
SSFR plane. The transitions between our three phases mark remark-
ably clear changes in the relation between the sSFR and the deple-
tion time. While correlations between the two quantities could be
found within each individual phase (although with highly different
scatters), none exist across the entire evolution of the galaxy.

These variations originate from the definitions of the two quanti-
ties. The sSFR involves the stellar mass of the galaxy, i.e. the out-
come of its past star formation activity, while the depletion time can
be seen instead as an instantaneous indicator. Therefore, depending
on how fast a galaxy has acquired its stellar component along its
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Figure 7. Comparison of the depletion time with the offset of sSSFR above
the main sequence. The main sequence is defined using the relation from
Tacconi et al. (2018) (top), and by smoothing the sSSFR of VINTERGATAN
over time (bottom).

past evolution, it could reach a high sSFR (possibly even enough to
become an outlier above the main sequence) independently of how
fast it currently converts its gas into stars. (Appendix A discusses
the position of VINTERGATAN with respect to the main sequence.)
In VINTERGATAN, the high sSFR of the early phase merely reflects
the very high gas fraction of the young galaxy, i.e. the small im-
portance of its stellar component. Then, in the starburst phase, the
increase of the stellar mass decouples from that of the gas, due to the
rapid consumption of the gas reservoir and the launch of outflows by
the starburst events (see Paper II). It is thus not surprising that star-
burst events yield very different signatures in sSFR between the two
phases.

Finally, Figure 7 compares the two quantities commonly used in
the literature to qualify starbursts: the depletion time and the offset
with respect to the main sequence. In the top panel, we use the main
sequence definition of Tacconi et al. (2018), as in Figure A1l. In the
bottom panel, the offset is computed by normalizing the sSFR to its
evolution smoothed using a Savitzky-Golay algorithm to eliminate
the rapid variations. In both cases, the depletion time does not cor-
relate with the offset above the main sequence. We note in particular
a large scatter in the offset at short depletion times. This shows that,
independently of the exact definition and normalization of the main
sequence, outliers above the main sequence do not necessarily cor-
respond to starbursts.

The degeneracy of the distributions in Figures 6 and 7 demon-
strates that even a redshift-dependent re-normalization of the main
sequence (as commonly advocated, see Pearson et al. 2018 and ref-
erences therein) would not reconcile the definition of starburst based
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on a higher-than-average sSFR at a given stellar mass and redshift,
with the starburst definition of fast star formation (i.e. short Tgep).
Hence, independently of how the main sequence evolves, the clas-
sification of a galaxy within or above the main sequence does not
necessarily corresponds to its “normal” or starburst nature. This con-
firms the observational results of Gomez-Guijarro et al. (2022) and
Zavala et al. (2022) stating that starburst galaxies could lie within
the scatter of the main sequence. Furthermore, it suggests that the
bimodality in the distribution of sSFRs of star forming galaxies (e.g.
Sargent et al. 2014; Rinaldi et al. 2022) is not, or at least not solely,
explained by starburst events as rapid transitions above the main se-
quence. The divergence between the merger rate and the number
of outliers above the main sequence (Schreiber et al. 2015; Pearson
et al. 2019) could thus be explained by a complex relation between
outliers and starbursts, which depends on the phase of star forma-
tion.

5 CONCLUSION

Using the VINTERGATAN cosmological zoom-in simulation of a
Milky Way-like galaxy, we present a strong correspondence between
the starburst activity and the tidal compression. Our main results are:

e Once the galactic disc is in place and the dynamics are well-
ordered, galaxy interactions induce strong tidal compression.

e This compression leads to an excess of dense gas, and a drop
of the depletion time during the corresponding boosts of the SFR.

e Strong compression can be found at large galacto-centric radii.

e This mechanism is not active at high redshift before the galactic
disc is in place, and neither after the last major merger because of
the absence of external stimuli.

e The correspondence between starbursts episodes (short deple-
tion times) and high sSFR does not exist at all redshifts. This sug-
gests that the distinction between galaxies on the main sequence and
outliers above it does not necessarily correspond to the difference
between normal star forming galaxies and starbursts.

One could question whether compression is the cause or the con-
sequence of starbursts. For instance, supernova feedback locally in-
creases the compressive mode of turbulence (Grisdale et al. 2017).
Thus, turbulent compression increases after an episode of intense
star formation. However, the properties of the tidal field result from
the density distribution of all mass constituents of the galaxy, includ-
ing stars and dark matter which are (directly) insensitive to feedback.
Therefore, feedback is unlikely responsible for large-scale changes
in the tidal field and large-scale compression’. Furthermore, sim-
ulations with a higher time sampling have shown that, during an
interaction, tidal compression occurs a few 10 Myr before the en-
hancement of star formation, and thus even longer before the asso-
ciated feedback (Renaud et al. 2014; Li et al. 2022). This causality
argument demonstrates that starbursts are a consequence and not a
cause of the elevation of the velocity dispersion induced by tidal and
turbulent compression.

7 We note however that the repeated and localized injection of energy and
momentum by stellar feedback is invoked in the cusp-to-core transformation
of dwarf galaxies (see Read et al. 2016, and references therein). Interestingly,
by creating a core, this transformation induces the onset of compressive tides
at the center of these dwarfs. It is then likely that this favors further star
formation, and thus sustains the source of feedback necessary to maintain
the core profile.

MNRAS 000, 000-000 (0000)

Compressive tides provide special physical conditions for the in-
terstellar medium and star formation: mainly, the accumulation of
dense gas over large volumes and a fast and enhanced star forma-
tion activity. Their importance in mergers suggests that they play a
role in the formation and/or hierarchical assembly of young massive
star clusters (> 10* M) commonly observed in interacting systems
(e.g. Whitmore & Schweizer 1995; Zepf et al. 1999; Forbes & Hau
2000; Reines et al. 2008; Whitmore et al. 2014; Miah et al. 2015;
Adamo et al. 2020). While limited by resolution and missing colli-
sional dynamics, several simulations of galaxy mergers have shown
indeed that the initial cluster mass function could be significantly
skewed toward high masses in starbursting mergers (Renaud et al.
2015; Maji et al. 2017; Lahén et al. 2019; Moreno et al. 2019; Li
et al. 2022). Tidal compression participates in this process, in par-
ticular in the off-center regions where other triggers of starburst like
nuclear inflows are absent (see Renaud et al. 2019b). A parallel be-
tween young massive clusters in local mergers and globular clusters
at the epoch of their formation is often made in the literature. How-
ever, if compression is indeed a formation channel of massive clus-
ters, our results indicate that it could be too weak to play this role in
the early Universe, when the potential of galactic discs is not yet in
place. Therefore, the physical conditions of local mergers cannot be
found at the epoch of globular cluster formation. This illustrates the
vital need for star (cluster) formation models based on first princi-
ples, and not solely constrained by observations limited to the local
Universe.
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Figure A1l. Top: evolution of the sSFR of VINTERGATAN, compared to
the expected value for the main sequence at same stellar mass (equation 1
of Tacconi et al. 2018, see also Speagle et al. 2014). Bottom: offset of VIN-
TERGATAN with respect to this main sequence relation.
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APPENDIX A: OUTLIERS ABOVE THE MAIN SEQUENCE

Figure A1 shows the evolution of VINTERGATAN with respect to the
main sequence computed from the relation of Tacconi et al. (2018,
their equation 1, see also Speagle et al. 2014), and using the actual
stellar mass from the simulation. While VINTERGATAN matches the
observational relation at low and very high redshift, it significantly
diverges from it between z ~ 0.6 and 3. This divergence does not
match the epochs of peaks in the SFR, and even lasts for about 2
Gyr after the last major merger. It originates from the fact that VIN-
TERGATAN acquires its stellar mass faster than the average galaxies
observed on the main sequence, as also seen in other cosmological
simulations (e.g. Vogelsberger et al. 2014; Sparre et al. 2015; Dubois
etal. 2021). This formation history implies that most of the starburst

MNRAS 000, 000-000 (0000)

episodes of VINTERGATAN do not qualify as outliers above the ob-
served main sequence.

The limited volume of our zoom-in simulation does not allow us
to define a simulated main sequence based on a population of galax-
ies. However, we can invoke the ergodic principle to replace the av-
erage over a population with the average over time. We then define
a proxy for the main sequence either by computing the moving time
average of the sSFR, or by smoothing its time evolution to elimi-
nate the peaks. Doing so makes to the peaks of sSFR correspond to
offsets above this simulated main sequence by factors of ~ 1.5-2.
(This is largely insensitive to the details of the time averaging and
smoothing procedures.)
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