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ABSTRACT

We explore the evolution of cold streams from the cosmic web that feed galaxies through their shock-heated

circumgalactic medium (CGM) at cosmic noon, z ≃ 1−5. In addition to the hydrodynamical instabilities and radiative

cooling that we have incorporated in earlier works, we embed the stream and the hot CGM in the gravitational

potential of the host dark-matter halo, deriving equilibrium profiles for both. Self-gravity within the stream is

tentatively ignored. We find that the cold streams gradually entrain a large mass of initially hot CGM gas that

cools in the mixing layer and condenses onto the stream. This entrainment, combined with the acceleration down

the gravitational potential well, typically triples the inward cold inflow rate into the central galaxy, compared to the

original rate at the virial radius, which makes the entrained gas the dominant source of gas supply to the galaxy.

The potential sources for the hot gas to be entrained are recycled enriched gas that has been previously ejected from

the galaxy, and fresh virial-shock-heated gas that has accumulated in the CGM. This can naturally elevate the star

formation rate in the galaxy by a factor of ∼ 3 compared to the gas accretion rate onto the halo, thus explaining

the otherwise puzzling observed excess of star formation at cosmic noon. When accounting for self-shielding of dense

gas from the UV background, we find that the energy radiated from the streams, originating predominantly from the

cooling of the entrained gas, is consistent with observed Lyman-α blobs around galaxies.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The large-scale structure of the Universe is dominated
by filamentary structures that span several Mpc
(Zel’dovich 1970; Bond et al. 1996; Springel et al. 2005).
Intergalactic gas cools and condenses toward the centres
of these dark matter filaments, forming a network of
baryon-dominated intergalactic gas streams (Dekel &
Birnboim 2006; Birnboim et al. 2016; Lu et al. 2024).
These become sites of active galaxy formation, evident in
the observed distributions of galaxies that closely mimic
the predicted “cosmic web”. (e.g., Tegmark et al. 2004;
Huchra et al. 2005; Burchett et al. 2020).

At the nodes of the cosmic web, the most massive
haloes reside at the intersection of several filaments and
are penetrated by gas streams flowing along them. These
streams constitute the primary mode of gas accretion
onto massive galaxies with baryonic mass ≳ 1011M⊙
(Kereš et al. 2005; Dekel et al. 2009a; Danovich et al.

⋆ E-mail: han.aung@mail.huji.ac.il

2012; Zinger et al. 2016). At redshifts z ≳ 2, simulations
suggest that streams feeding galactic haloes remain
dense and cold, with temperatures of ∼ 104 K, as they
travel through the hot circumgalactic medium (CGM,
the gas outside galaxies but within dark matter haloes)
towards the central galaxy (Kereš et al. 2005; Dekel &
Birnboim 2006; Ocvirk et al. 2008; Dekel et al. 2009a;
Ceverino et al. 2010; Faucher-Giguère et al. 2011; van
de Voort et al. 2011, though see also Nelson et al.
2013, 2016). The filamentary structure in such systems
can thus be maintained down to scales of tens of kpc
around galaxies (though see below), where it has been
suggested that they may fragment due to gravitational
instability (hereafter GI; Dekel et al. 2009b; Genel
et al. 2012; Mandelker et al. 2018; Aung et al. 2019).
Although these cold circumgalactic streams are difficult
to detect directly, recent observations have revealed
massive extended cold components in the CGM of high
redshift galaxies, whose spatial and kinematic properties
are consistent with predictions for cold streams (Bouché
et al. 2013, 2016; Prochaska et al. 2014; Cantalupo et al.
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2014; Martin et al. 2014a,b, 2019; Borisova et al. 2016;
Fumagalli et al. 2017; Leclercq et al. 2017; Arrigoni
Battaia et al. 2018; Daddi et al. 2021; Emonts et al.
2023; Zhang et al. 2023).

As the cold streams flow through the hot CGM, they
are subject to Kelvin-Helmholtz Instability (KHI) due
to the strong shear between the inflowing streams and
the hot CGM. Correctly modelling KHI in cosmological
simulations of galaxies requires exquisite resolution
in the streams, particularly in the mixing layer that
forms between the stream and the CGM. However,
current state-of-the-art simulations typically adopt a
(quasi-)Lagrangian refinement strategy, where the mass
of each resolution element is roughly constant. This
leads to poor spatial resolution in low-density regions,
such as streams in the outer CGM. Thus, different
simulation methods lead to different conclusions for cold
streams, some simulations predicting that streams are
disrupted at >∼ 0.5Rv, with Rv the halo virial radius
(Nelson et al. 2013), and others predicting that streams
remain cold and dense down to <∼ 0.25Rv (Kereš et al.
2005; Faucher-Giguère et al. 2010; Ceverino et al. 2010;
Danovich et al. 2015).

KHI in cold accretion streams has been extensively
studied using idealised simulations of cylindrical
streams, with over 100 resolution elements across the
stream, sufficient to resolve the linear and non-linear
evolution of KHI in the stream. In a series of papers,
Mandelker et al. (2016, 2019) and Padnos et al. (2018)
(hereafter M16; M19; P18, respectively) presented a
detailed study of KHI in a dense supersonic cylinder
flowing through a hot, diffuse background, representing
cold streams flowing through the shock-heated CGM
surrounding massive high-z galaxies. They found that
KHI at low Mach numbers manifests itself as turbulent
eddies at the interface between the two fluids (surface
modes), while at high Mach numbers KHI manifests
itself as overstable waves reflected internally off the
interface (body modes). In both cases, significant
turbulent mixing occurs between the cold and hot fluids
during the non-linear phase of the instability. This
mixing drains momentum and energy from the cold
component and can cause a total disruption of the stream
in the CGM if Rs/Rv ≲ 0.05, with Rs the stream radius
and Rv the halo virial radius (M19). We elaborate on
these studies in section 2.1.

Aung et al. (2019) showed that self-gravity can
counteract KHI but leads to gravitational instability
at large values of the stream mass per unit length
(hereafter line-mass), forming giant gas clumps. These
clumps can potentially be sites for star-formation within
streams outside the central galaxy (Mandelker et al.
2018; Bennett & Sijacki 2020), and can also be important
drivers of turbulence in the central galaxy (Dekel et al.
2009b; Genel et al. 2012; Ginzburg et al. 2022) if they
survive their transport to the centre of the host halo.

Radiative cooling also qualitatively affects the
dynamic, morphological, and kinematic evolution of
cold streams, which in turn profoundly impact the
mass, structure, and kinematics of high-z disc galaxies.
Mandelker et al. (2020a) (hereafter M20a) showed that

when the cooling in the turbulent mixing layer that forms
at the interface between the stream and the CGM is
more efficient than hydrodynamic mixing through KHI,
the hot background gas cools and condenses onto the
stream and becomes entrained in the flow. This causes
the cold gas mass to increase, while its velocity and
kinetic energy decrease. However, if cooling in the mixing
layer is slower than hydrodynamic mixing, the stream
will disrupt similarly to the no-cooling case. Similar
conclusions have been reached for spherical clouds (e.g.
Gronke & Oh 2018, 2020; Li et al. 2020; Sparre et al.
2020) and planar shear layers (e.g. Ji et al. 2019; Fielding
et al. 2020; Tan et al. 2021).

The gravitational potential of the host halo can
significantly alter the geometry and kinematics of the
stream, as it causes streams to develop a conic shape,
narrowing in size and increasing in density while
accelerating towards the central galaxy. Several studies
accounting for the halo potential in simulations (Wang
et al. 2014; Hong et al. 2024) and in analytic models
(Mandelker et al. 2020b, hereafter M20b) show that
the filaments feeding galaxies at cosmic noon are stable
against a variety of instabilities. By modelling the
properties of streams penetrating the virial shock as a
function of halo mass and redshift, M20b showed that
most cosmological streams are expected to be in the
fast cooling regime, where entrainment dominates. By
further assuming that the streams and the CGM are in
local pressure equilibrium at each halo-centric radius,
and that the entrainment rates derived by M20a could
be applied at each radius using the local conditions
in the streams and the CGM, we predicted that the
entrainment only gets stronger deeper in the halo
potential, and can lead to a net increase of up to a factor
of 2 in the cold gas mass reaching the central galaxy
compared to the cold gas mass entering the halo virial
radius. Furthermore, the stream velocity increases due
to the gravitational acceleration by the host-halo, albeit
less than free-fall because of the deceleration induced
by entrainment. Taken together, these results suggest
that cold streams can supply the central galaxy directly
with cold gas to fuel ongoing star-formation without
being disrupted, potentially at even higher rates than
the cold gas accretion rate onto the halo. In M20b, we
also showed that entrainment results in enough Lyα
emission outside ∼ 0.1Rv to power observed Lyα blobs
(Steidel et al. 2000, 2004, 2010; Matsuda et al. 2006,
2011; Cantalupo et al. 2014; Martin et al. 2014a,b, 2019;
Borisova et al. 2016; Arrigoni Battaia et al. 2018; Daddi
et al. 2021), with predicted luminosities of LLyα ∼
(1042−1044) erg s−1 for halo masses of ∼ (1012−1013)M⊙
at z ∼ (2− 4).

While M20b predicted that streams continue to
accelerate down the potential well until they reach
the central galaxy, cold clouds flowing through a hot
medium under an external gravitational potential have
been shown to reach a terminal velocity due to strong
braking caused by a hydrodynamic drag force along
with entrainment (Tan et al. 2023). However, it is
unlikely that the stream experiences a drag force, since
unless it is plowing through the virial shock for the
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first time (a highly unlikely scenario), there is no hot
gas in front of it. Furthermore, any deceleration of
the leading edge of the stream will cause a pile-up
of stream material, and thus momentum transfer in
the stream’s forward direction, an effect that is absent
with clouds. Furthermore, for spherical cold clouds, the
braking due to momentum conservation only occurs after
a free-fall time, following an initial phase where the
cloud is free-falling. This timescale is expected to be
comparable to the halo-crossing time of the stream,
suggesting that the streams should be close to free
fall and far from the terminal velocity. However, the
differences in the expected evolution of streams versus
clouds in an external potential are not yet understood.

In this paper, we use numerical simulations to study
the evolution of cold streams in the hot CGM subject
to hydrodynamics, radiative cooling, and the external
gravitational potential of the host halo. We aim to
test and refine the analytic models of M20b for the
evolution of cold streams flowing into the dark matter
halo potential well. We improve the existing analytic
model by relaxing assumptions on the density profile
and the resulting shape of the stream and the density
profile of the CGM. For the latter, we assume a hot CGM
in hydrostatic equilibrium in a Navarro-Frenk-White
(NFW) profile (Navarro et al. 1997) rather than a simple
power law as assumed in M20b. We also explore the
effects of the self-shielding of dense gas from the UV
background on the emitted radiation, in relation to
the matching observed Lyα blobs. Finally, we wish to
understand potential similarities and differences between
the evolution of cylindrical streams and spherical clouds.

As a specific application, we relate the issue of stream
evolution to the following long-standing puzzle. Massive
galaxies of ≳ 1011M⊙ in baryons at z ∼ 2 reside in halos
with virial masses Mvir ≳ 1012M⊙. The CGM of these
galaxies is expected to contain a hot gas with T ≳ 106 K
in approximate hydrostatic equilibrium. However, the
star formation rates (SFRs) observed in these galaxies
of ≳ 100M⊙ yr−1 are significantly larger than expected
based on the cosmological accretion rate onto the halo,
assuming a maximum efficiency of 1 for transferring gas
from the virial radius to the galaxy. Their high star
formation rates cannot be explained by mergers (Dekel
et al. 2009a), and are usually much higher than what
is predicted from various hydrodynamic simulations
(Mitchell et al. 2014; Leja et al. 2015; Davé et al. 2019)
as well as analytic bathtub or regulator-type models
(Davé et al. 2012; Lilly et al. 2013; Dekel & Mandelker
2014), where this manifests as the specific SFR (sSFR)
being larger than the specific accretion rate (sAR) onto
the halo. While new measurements of the SFR at these
redshifts yield a lower sSFR, more in line with the
predictions of some models and simulations, an offset
of a factor ∼(2-3) remains (Leja et al. 2022). We wish to
quantitatively examine whether the entrainment of hot
CGM gas onto the cold streams as they travel from the
virial radius to the central galaxy can boost the accretion
rate of cold gas onto galaxies enough to explain this
discrepancy.

The rest of this paper is organised as follows.

In section 2, we review the current theoretical
understanding of KHI in the presence of radiative cooling
and the halo potential. In section 3, we describe a
suite of numerical simulations designed to study stream
evolution in the halo potential. In section 4, we present
the results of our numerical analysis and compare them
with our analytical predictions. In section 5, we discuss
the implications of our results for the cold gas accretion
rate and star formation rate of galaxies across halo
masses and redshifts. In section 6, we discuss potential
caveats to our analysis and outline future work. Finally,
we summarise our main conclusions in section 7.

2 THEORETICAL OVERVIEW

2.1 KH Instability

KHI arises from shearing motion at the interface between
two fluids, leading to the formation of a turbulent
mixing layer between the two (sometimes referred to as
a shearing layer). This efficiently mixes the two fluids
and smooths out the initial contact discontinuity. We
focus here on the recent results of M20a, who analysed
the non-linear evolution of KHI in the presence of
radiative cooling in a cool, dense cylinder streaming
through a hot static background, in three dimensions.
The system is characterised by three dimensionless
parameters: the Mach number of the stream velocity
with respect to the background sound speed, Mb ≡
Vs/cb; the density contrast between the stream and the
background, δ ≡ ρs/ρb; and the ratio of the cooling
timescale in the mixing layer to the stream disruption
time τ ≡ tcool,mix/tdis (these timescales are defined
below). Below, we briefly outline the model of M20a and
describe our improvements to that model.

The nature of the instability depends primarily on the
ratio of the stream velocity to the sum of the two sound
speeds (M16; P18; M19),

Mtot =
Vs

cs + cb
. (1)

For planar slabs, the instability is dominated by surface

modes for Mtot < 1 and body modes for Mtot > 1.
However, for cylinders, azimuthal surface modes are still
unstable at Mtot > 1 and dominate the instability for
all relevant values of the Mach number (M19; M20a).
These are concentrated at the fluid interface and lead to
the growth of a shear layer that expands into both fluids
self-similarly through vortex mergers. Thus, a highly
turbulent medium develops within the expanding shear
layer, efficiently mixing the two fluids. Independent of
the initial perturbation spectrum, the width of the shear
layer, h, evolves in the absense of cooling as

h = αVst, (2)

where α is a dimensionless growth rate that depends
primarily on Mtot, and is typically in the range α ∼
0.05 − 0.25 (P18; M19). While the width of the shear
layer differs in the presence of strong cooling, the stream
disruption timescale can be defined as the time when the

MNRAS 000, 000–000 (0000)



4 Aung et al.

non-radiative shear layer width grows to the size of the
stream radius, h = Rs, (M20a)

tdis =
Rs

αVs
. (3)

As the shear layer expands into the background, it
mixes the hot CGM gas and the cold dense stream gas.
The mean density and temperature in the mixing layer
are given by

ρmix =
√
ρsρb, (4)

Tmix =
√
TsTb, (5)

which can be shown by considering the flux of hot and
cold gas into the mixing layer (Begelman & Fabian 1990;
Gronke & Oh 2018) or alternatively by conservation of
mass and energy (Hillier & Arregui 2019). The mixed
gas in the mixing layer is out of thermal equilibrium,
and the relevant cooling time scale is given by

tcool,mix =
kBTmix

(γ − 1)nmixΛ(Tmix)
, (6)

where nmix is the number density in the mixing region,
and Λmix is the cooling function at the mean temperature
and metallicity in the mixing layer.

2.1.1 Slow Cooling: Stream Disruption

When τ ≡ tcool,mix/tdis > 1, cooling in the mixing
layer is slower than the hydrodynamic disruption of
the stream. In this case, the stream will fully mix into
the background. The mixing layer expands into the
background following eq. (2), and the density within the
stream decreases, as does the cold gas mass fraction, as
the stream mixes into the CGM. Furthermore, material
initially in the stream begins pushing on CGM material
in the mixing layer, distributing the initial stream
momentum over more and more mass as the mixing layer
expands. This causes the stream to decelerate over time,
with the stream velocity given by (M19)

Vs(t) =
Vs,0

1 + t/tdec
, (7)

where Vs,0 is the initial velocity of the stream, and the
deceleration time scale is given by

tdec =

(
1 +

√
δ
) (√

1 + δ − 1
)

α
√
δ

Rs

Vs,0
. (8)

This is the time when the background mass entrained in
the shear layer equals the initial stream mass, such that
momentum conservation implies that the velocity is half
its initial value.

2.1.2 Fast Cooling: Stream Survival and Growth

When τ < 1, the cooling time is faster than the stream
disruption time. In this case, the gas in the mixing layer
cools and condenses onto the cold gas stream efficiently,
resulting in net entrainment of hot gas onto the cold
stream. Similar to the entrainment of hot gas onto cold

clouds (Gronke & Oh 2020; Ji et al. 2019), the mass
entrainment rate onto the stream can be written as

ṁ = ρb
A

L
vmix, (9)

where ṁ is the rate of change of cold stream mass
per unit length (hereafter line-mass), A is the effective
surface area of the mixing layer, L is the length of the
stream, vmix is the characteristic velocity of the flow
through the mixing layer onto the stream. Note that
the length of the stream is measured arbitrarily and will
cancel out as we measure the line-mass of the stream.
The velocity in the mixing layer scales as

vmix ∝ cs(tcool,s/tsc)
−1/4, (10)

where tcool,s is the cooling time of the cold stream. In
practise, M20a found that the minimal cooling time
occurs at T ∼ 1.5Ts, and the entrainment rate is
well described using tcool,1.5Ts as the cooling time in
Equation (10).
Combining these expressions, the line-mass of the cold

stream can be approximated as

m(t) = m0

(
1 +

t

tent

)
, (11)

where m0 is the initial line-mass, and tent is the
entrainment timescale given by

tent =
δ

2

(
tcool,1.5Ts

tsc

)1/4

tsc. (12)

As hot gas is entrained onto the stream, the stream
decelerates due to momentum conservation. The mean
velocity of the stream is given by

Vs(t) =
Vs,0

1 + t/tent
, (13)

where the deceleration timescale is the same as the
mass entrainment timescale. M20a have shown eqs. (11)
and (13) accurately describe the mass and velocity
evolution of cold streams in numerical simulations.

2.2 Analytic Model in Idealised Halos

An analytic model for the evolution of cold streams
as they interact with hot CGM in a halo gravitational
potential was presented in M20b. The model begins by
deriving the expected properties of cold streams in the
outer CGM as a function of halo mass and redshift,
assuming that they are in thermal equilibrium with
the UV background, in pressure equilibrium with a hot
CGM at the virial temperature, and that they carry a
large fraction of the total baryonic accretion rate onto
the halo. For a halo of Mv ∼ 1012M⊙ at z ∼ 2, we
expect the density of the streams in the outer CGM
to be nH,0 ∼ (10−3 − 0.1) cm−3, the density contrast
between the stream and the CGM to be δ0 ∼ (30 −
300), the stream radius to be Rs,0 ∼ (0.03 − 0.3)Rv,
and the stream velocity to be Vs,0 ∼ (0.5 − 1.5)Vv,

with Vv = (GMv/Rv)
1/2 the halo virial velocity. For

a Mv ∼ 1012M⊙ halo at z ∼ 2, Rv ∼ 100 kpc and
Vv ∼ 200 km s−1 (e.g. Dekel et al. 2013).
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The model then addresses the properties of streams
and the potential entrainment of CGM gas onto them
as a function of halocentric radius, as the streams
flow towards the halo centre. M20b assume a simple
power-law profile for the CGM density with ρ ∝ r−β ,
where r is the radius with respect to the centre of the
dark matter halo. The model also assumes an isothermal
equation of state for both the CGM and the stream, and
assumes that the two are in local pressure equilibrium at
each r. Therefore, the density contrast, δ, between the
stream and the CGM remains constant throughout the
halo, and the hydrogen number density in the stream is

nH,s(r) = nH,0

(
r

Rv

)−β

. (14)

The radial density profile leads to a radial profile in the
stream cross-section, with the stream growing narrower
as it flows towards the halo centre. The profile of stream
radius as a function of halocentric radius depends as well
on the line-mass profile of the stream, which varies due
to mixing and entrainment,

Rs(r) = Rs,0

(
r

Rv

)β/2 (
m(r)

m0

)1/2

, (15)

where Rs,0 is the stream radius at Rv and m0 is the
line-mass as the stream enters Rv.
The profiles of stream density and radius result in

an entrainment timescale that varies with r, becoming
shorter as the stream penetrates further into the halo.
The entrainment time depends on the cooling and sound
crossing times via Equation (12). The sound crossing
time, tsc(r) ≡ Rs(r)/cs, is

tsc(r) = tsc(Rv)

(
r

Rv

)β/2 (
m(r)

m0

)1/2

. (16)

By combining Equations (6) and (14) while assuming
constant temperatures and density contrast, the cooling
time becomes

tcool(r) = tcool(Rv)

(
r

Rv

)β

. (17)

Combining Equations (12), (16) and (17) yields the
dependence of the entrainment time on the halo-centric
radius is then

tent(r) = tent(Rv)

(
r

Rv

)5β/8 (
m(r)

m0

)3/8

. (18)

Finally, the model derives equations of motion for the
stream within the halo, assuming a radial orbit from Rv

towards the halo centre. The model accounts for inward
acceleration due to the gravitational potential of the halo
and an effective drag force decelerating the stream due
to entrainment. The key assumption is that entrainment
and subsequent deceleration occur at each halocentric
radius on the local entrainment timescale (eq. 18),
following the models derived by M20a and described in
Section 2.1, which ignored the halo potential. The two
key equations that govern evolution are (see Section 4.3
in M20b)

1

tent(r)

m0

m(r)
V (r) +

1

2

dV 2

dr
= −dΦ

dr
, (19)

V (r)
dm

dr
=

m0

tent(r)
, (20)

where m(r) and V (r) are the stream line-mass and
velocity at radius r, m0 is the initial line mass at Rv,
and Φ(r) is the halo gravitational potential at r.
Using this model, M20b were able to predict the

stream line-mass and velocity as a function of the
halocentric radius, as well as the total Lyα luminosity
emitted outside each radius r as a result of the
entrainment induced by the stream-CGM interaction.
In Section 4, we compare the predictions of this model,
updated to account for more realistic equilibrium profiles
of the stream and the CGM (see Section 2.3), with
numerical simulations.

2.3 Equilibrium Profiles for Streams in the CGM

As evident from Section 2.2, our predictions for stream
evolution and entrainment of hot CGM gas depend
sensitively on the density and radius of the stream as
a function of the halocentric radius. M20b assumed a
constant value of β throughout the halo. Their fiducial
value of β = 2 corresponds to an isothermal CGM and a
conic stream, though they also considered values of β = 1
and 3, motivated by CGM density profiles estimated
from simulations and observations (e.g. Fielding et al.
2017; Singh et al. 2018).
However, here we seek a more realistic equilibrium

model for both the streams and the CGM, beginning
with a hot CGM in hydrostatic equilibrium within the
dark matter halo potential. In other words, we assume
that the CGM pressure obeys

∂Ph(r)

∂r
= −ρh(r)

∂Φ

∂r
= −ρh(r)

GM(r)

r2
, (21)

where M(r) is the enclosed mass as a function of radius
that sets the gravitational potential, Ph is the pressure
of hot gas in CGM of the halo, and ρh is the hot CGM
density. Following Komatsu & Seljak (2001), we solve
eq. (21) assuming that the enclosed mass follows the

NFW profile, that the CGM gas is a polytrope Ph ∝ ργ
′

h ,
and that the gas density at large distances follows the
dark matter density of the NFW halo. For our chosen
halo concentration of c = 10, the solution corresponds
to a polytropic index of γ′ = 1.185 and has a ratio
of the halo virial velocity to the CGM sound speed at
Rv of Vv/cb ∼ 1.45 (Komatsu & Seljak 2001). Here,
V 2
v = GMv/Rv with Mv the halo virial mass and Rv

the virial radius, while c2b = γPb/ρb with γ = 5/3 the
adiabatic index of the gas, and Pb and ρb the pressure
and density in the hot CGM at Rv, respectively. Given
the CGM density at Rv, which is a parameter that we
vary (see Section 3.1 and Table 1 below), eq. (21) can
now be solved for the hot CGM density and pressure
profiles. We present the solution in Appendix A, and
show the resulting equilibrium profiles in the bottom
panel of Fig. 1, where the red and cyan lines show the
CGM density and temeprature profiles, normalised by
their values at 1.1Rv, as a function of the halocentric
radius normalised by the halo virial radius, r/Rv. The
sold lines correspond to our current model, while the
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Figure 1. Equilibrium profiles of gas properties in the CGM. The

top panel shows the stream properties as a function of distance
from the halo centre along the stream normalised by the halo

virial radius: the stream density (red) and radius (green) on the

left axis, the inflow velocity (blue), and the temperature (cyan)
on the right axis. The bottom panel shows the density (red) and

temperature (cyan) profiles of the background CGM in which the

stream is embedded. Solid lines show our equilibrium profiles based
on eqs. (22)-(25) for the stream and those based on Komatsu &

Seljak (2001) for the CGM, while dashed lines show the simpler
model from M20b. Our new model predicts streams that are
denser, narrower, and colder, especially in the inner halo. The

velocity profiles in both models are similar and slightly slower than

the free-fall velocity, shown by a thick dot-dashed line. The dotted
lines show results from simulations without perturbations, after

relaxation to an equilibrium state that matches our predictions
(the solid lines).

dashed lines show the M20b model with β = 2. In our
current model, the CGM is both denser and hotter in
the inner halo.
The inflowing cold stream is assumed to be in pressure

equilibrium with the hot CGM at each radius r. We
ignore potential sources of non-thermal pressure, such
as magnetic fields or cosmic rays. Therefore, the thermal
pressure in the stream and the CGM must be equal at
each halo-centric radius,

Ps(r) = Ph(r). (22)

The gas density in the stream, ρs, is given by

ρs(r) =
µmpPs(r)

kBTs(r)
, (23)

with Ts
>∼ 104 K the temperature at which the stream is

in thermal equilibrium with the assumed UV background
(Haardt & Madau 1996, see Section 3 below). Neglecting
self-shielding effects, Ts is roughly constant, and the
stream can be thought of as roughly isothermal. To
obtain a more accurate result, we solve for the stream
density and temperature profiles as a function of r
iteratively. Given the outer stream density (Table 1), we
compute the equilibrium temperature at that radius and
the density profile assuming a constant temperature. We
then computed the equilibrium temperature profile for
the resulting density profile and repeated the process.
The convergence of both profiles to within < 10% is
achieved within 3 iterations or less.
The momentum equation for cold gas inside the stream

is given by

ρs(r)

(
∂vr
∂t

+ vr
∂vr
∂r

)
=
∂Ps(r)

∂r
− GM(r)ρs(r)

r2
. (24)

vr is the radial velocity with respect to the halo as a
function of r, and in equilibrium the term ∂vr/∂t =
0. Given the equilibrium pressure and density profiles
obtained above, we solve for the stream velocity profile.
Neglecting the entrainment of CGM gas onto the stream,
which is valid in an equilibrium configuration with
no perturbations, mass conservation along the stream
implies

ρsvrπR
2
s = const, (25)

which we can use to obtain the stream radius as a
function of the halocentric radius.
We note that in our current model, we ignore the

self-gravity of the stream. Thus, all thermodynamic
properties are modelled as a function only of halo-centric
radius r, with no dependence on the (cylindrical) radial
distance from the stream axis or on the polar or
azimuthal angles with respect to the halo centre, except
for the contact discontinuity at the stream boundary.
The resulting equilibrium profiles for the stream are

presented in Figure 1. We show profiles for the stream
density, radius, velocity, and temperature normalised
by their values at 1.1Rv (red, green, blue, and cyan
solid lines respectively) as a function of the halocentric
radius normalised by the halo virial radius, r/Rv, for
our fiducial parameters (first row of Table 1, Vs,1.1Rv =
Vv, nH,1.1Rv = 0.01 cm−3, δ1.1Rv = 100). We compare
these to the corresponding profiles from the M20b model
(dashed lines). Our new equilibrium model predicts
streams which are denser, narrower, and colder than
in M20b, though with similar velocity profiles. Unlike
the isothermal stream assumed in M20b, we find that
the stream becomes colder at smaller radii, reaching
∼ 0.7Ts,1.1Rv

at r ∼ 0.1Rv, because the higher density
corresponds to a lower equilibrium temperature with UV
background. The velocity profile is close to the free-fall
velocity, but slightly slower due to pressure gradients
inside the stream. The logarithmic slope of the density

MNRAS 000, 000–000 (0000)



Entrainment of the Hot CGM onto Cold Streams 7

profile transitions from β ∼ 3.4 at 1.1Rv to β ∼ 1.7
at 0.1Rv. These span the range of constant β values
assumed in M20b of β = (1 − 3), though their fiducial
value of β = 2 is not representative of the stream in the
outer halo.
Using the M20b formalism with our new equilibrium

model, we evaluate the effects of entrainment on stream
evolution. These predictions are compared with the
results of the simulations in Section 4.2. We note here
that the new equilibrium model results in stronger
entrainment and, therefore, larger Lyα luminosity than
predicted by the original M20b model. This is primarily
due to higher densities and faster cooling rates.

3 NUMERICAL METHODS

In this section, we describe the details of our simulation
code and setup and our analysis method. We use
the Eulerian Adaptive Mesh Refinement code Ramses
(Teyssier 2002), with a piecewise-linear reconstruction
using the MonCen slope limiter (van Leer 1977),
a Harten-Lax-van Leer-Contact (HLLC) approximate
Riemann solver (Toro et al. 1994), and a multi-grid
Poisson solver, to solve the Euler equations for
conservation of mass, momentum, and energy in an
inviscid fluid:

∂ρ

∂t
+∇ · (ρv⃗) = 0, (26)

∂ (ρv⃗)

∂t
+∇ · (ρv⃗ ⊗ v⃗) +∇p = −ρ∇Φ, (27)

∂ (ρe)

∂t
+∇ ·

[
ρv⃗

(
e+

p

ρ

)]
= −ρv⃗ · ∇Φ+H− C, (28)

where p is the thermal pressure and e is the specific total
energy with

e =
p

(γ − 1)ρ
+

1

2
v2. (29)

The potential Φ is given analytically by the NFW
dark matter profile in eqs. (21) and (A1). We used
the standard Ramses cooling module to calculate
the cooling term C, which accounts for atomic and
fine-structure cooling for our assumed metallicity values.
The heating term H is given by photoheating and
photoionisation from a z = 2 UV background given by
Haardt &Madau (1996). For the cases where we included
self-shielding of dense gas from the UV background
(see Table 1 below), we use the Rahmati et al. (2013)
approximation for the photoionisation rate as a function
of the gas density, assuming a redshift of z = 2. We
assumed a metallicity of Zs = 0.03Z⊙ for the stream
and Zb = 0.1Z⊙ for the CGM gas.

3.1 Initial & Boundary Conditions

We set the zero-point of the coordinates at the centre
of the dark matter halo. The simulation domain is a
cube of side L = Rv. The box sides span the ranges
of z = [0.1Rv, 1.1Rv], and x, y = [−0.5Rv, 0.5Rv], such
that the centre of the dark matter halo sits outside the

simulation box. Placing the inner 0.1Rv outside of the
domain allows us to avoid complications associated with
this region, which is affected by galactic outflows and
gravitational torques from the central galaxy. We assume
the stream to be on a radial orbit towards the halo centre
with zero angular momentum and place the stream axis
along the z-axis. We define the radial coordinate with
respect to the halo as the spherical radial coordinate,

i.e., r =
√
x2 + y2 + z2, and the radial coordinate with

respect to the stream as the cylindrical radial coordinate,

i.e., R =
√
x2 + y2.

The stream fluid initially occupies the region R < Rs,0,
where Rs,0 is the radius of the stream at 1.1Rv, while
the background (CGM) fluid occupies the rest of the
domain. We added an analytic potential corresponding
to an NFW dark matter halo with a mass of 1012M⊙
and a concentration of c = 10. The virial radius
of such a halo at z = 2 is Rv ∼ 100 kpc (e.g.
Dekel et al. 2013). The CGM is initially static with
v⃗b = 0, and its density and temperature are given
by hydrostatic equilibrium within this potential, as
described in Section 2.3 and Appendix A. However,
we did not initialise the stream properties — density,
temperature, velocity, and radius — according to the
equilibrium profiles shown in Figure 1. Rather, the
stream is initialised with a constant radius, which we
set to Rs(r) = Rs,0 = 3kpc in all of our simulations,
and a constant velocity v⃗s(r) = −Vs,0ẑ towards the
halo centre, which we vary between (1.0− 1.5)Vv in our
simulations (see Table 1). The initial temperature of the
stream is constant and fixed at the thermal equilibrium
temperature associated with the density at 1.1Rv, nH,0,
which is another parameter of our simulations (Table 1).
In other words, Ts(r) = Ts,0 where H(Ts,0, nH,0) =
C(Ts,0, nH,0). The third parameter of our simulations is
the density contrast between the stream and the CGM at
1.1Rv, δ0 (Table 1), which sets the normalisation for the
CGM density profile. The stream density profile is then
set such that the stream is in local pressure equilibrium
with the CGM at each radius r, Ps(r) = Ph(r).

As we show in Figure 1 and describe in Section 4.1
below, the profiles of the stream properties converge to
the equilibrium solution within one box-crossing time.
Note that we did not calibrate the total gas mass within
our simulation domain based on the universal baryon
fraction, though we note that our assumed hydrostatic
profiles for the hot component (eq. 21) approach the
Universal baryon fraction at large r (Komatsu & Seljak
2001). The equation of state (EoS) of both fluids is that
of an ideal monoatomic gas with an adiabatic index
γ = 5/3.
To prevent the cooling of the hot CGM for long

periods of time, we turn off the cooling of the gas with
temperatures T > 0.8Tb, with Tb the CGM temperature
at 1.1Rv. Similar methods were employed in M20a as
well as Gronke & Oh (2018), though we note that in our
case, this makes little difference over one box-crossing
time of the stream.
The stream enters the domain through the z = 1.1Rv

boundary and flows along the z-axis toward the halo
centre at z = 0. The boundary conditions on this surface
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8 Aung et al.

Figure 2. Snapshots of the cold stream embedded within hot CGM from the fiducial simulation (with parameters from first row of

Table 1, Vs,1.1Rv = Vv, nH,1.1Rv = 0.01 cm−3, δ1.1Rv = 100). Shown are the 2D maps of the xz plane, the edge-on view of the stream
at y = 0, spanning from x = [−0.06, 0.06]Rv and z = [0.1, 1.1]Rv. The left panels show the equilibrium conditions achieved without any

perturbations, and the right panels show the stream evolution after running the simulation for 1 box crossing time. The top panels show

the density of the gas, and the bottom panels show the temperature of the gas. The stream flows in from the boundary of the simulation
domain at 1.1Rv, with an increasing gas density and a decreasing radius of the stream as it approaches the halo centre.

are identical to the initial conditions in the stream (as
described above) for R < Rs,0, and identical to the initial
conditions in the hot CGM for R > Rs,0. However, to
these we add perturbations to the radial velocity, with
respect to the stream axis, as described in section 3.1.1.
On the other five boundaries of the simulation domain,
we use outflow boundary conditions — also known as
zero force boundary conditions. The velocity gradients
are set to 0, while the pressure and density gradients,
as well as the potential, are taken from the hydrostatic
profile computed following section 2.3.

3.1.1 Perturbations

The initial conditions of the simulation are unperturbed.
Rather, we induce perturbations at each timestep on
the inflow boundary condition at z = 1.1Rv from where
the stream flows into the domain. As stated above, the
stream flows into the simulation box from this boundary
with velocity v⃗s = −Vs,0ẑ at R < Rs,0, while the
background is static, v⃗b = 0 at R > Rs,0. We then
perturb the radial component of the stream velocity,
vR = vxcos(φ) + vysin(φ), with a random realisation of
periodic perturbations as in M19; M20a. In practice, we
perturb the Cartesian components of the velocity,

vpertx (r, φ, vst) =
∑Npert

j=1 v0,j cos (kjvst+mjφ+ ϕj)

×exp

[
− (R−Rs,0)

2

2σ2
pert

]
cos (φ)

,

(30)

vperty (r, φ, vst) =
∑Npert

j=1 v0,j cos (kjvst+mjφ+ ϕj)

×exp

[
− (R−Rs,0)

2

2σ2
pert

]
sin (φ)

.

(31)

The velocity perturbations are localised on the
stream-background interface, with a penetration depth

set by the parameter σpert. We set σpert = Rs/16 in
all of our simulations, as in M19; M20a. To comply
with periodic boundary conditions, all wavelengths were
harmonics of the box length, kj = 2πnj , where nj is
an integer corresponding to a wavelength λj = 1/nj . In
each simulation, we include all wavenumbers in the range
nj = 2 − 64, corresponding to all available wavelengths
in the range Rs,0/2 − 16Rs,0. Each perturbation mode
is also assigned a symmetry mode, represented by the
index mj in Equations (30) and (31), and corresponding
to the azimuthal modes mentioned in section 2.1. As in
M19 and M20a, we only consider m = 0, 1. For each
wavenumber kj , we include both a m = 0 mode and a
m = 1 mode, resulting in Npert = 2 × 63 = 126 modes
per simulation. Finally, each mode is given a random
phase, ϕj ∈ [0, 2π). The result is weakly sensitive to
changes in random phases, as shown in P18 and M19.
The amplitude of each mode, v0,j , was identical, with
the root-mean-square (RMS) amplitude normalised to
0.2cs.

3.1.2 Resolution and Refinement Scheme

We used a statically refined grid with resolution
decreasing away from the stream axis and increasing
along the stream as it enters the dark matter halo
potential. Near the boundary at z = 1.1Rv. The region
max(|x|, |y|) < 1.5Rs,0 has a cell size of 2−11 times the
size of the box. The resolution then decreases by a factor
of 2 every 1.5Rs,0 away from the stream axis in the
±x and ±y directions, until it reaches the minimum
resolution of 2−7 times the box size. This is identical
to the refinement method employed by M19 and M20a.
However, to account for the fact that the stream becomes
narrower as it nears the halo centre, we add additional
levels of refinement at z < 0.6Rv and max(|x|, |y|) <
0.75Rs,0 (cell size 2−12 times the box size) and at
z < 0.35Rv and max(|x|, |y|) < 0.375Rs,0 (cell size
2−13 times the box size). The initial stream radius is
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Vs,0/Vv δ0 nH,0 τ1.1Rv τ0.6Rv LR HR s.s.

1.0 100 0.01 0.108 0.082 Y Y N

1.0 30 0.01 0.017 0.009 N N N
1.0 300 0.01 0.650 0.553 N N N

1.5 100 0.01 0.158 0.123 N N N

1.5 30 0.01 0.024 0.013 N N N
1.5 300 0.01 0.961 0.823 N N N

1.0 100 0.1 0.006 0.005 N N N
1.0 100 0.001 2.709 1.295 N N N

1.5 100 0.001 3.976 1.942 N N N

1.0 100 0.01 0.108 0.082 N N Y

1.0 300 0.01 0.650 0.553 N N Y

1.0 100 0.1 0.006 0.005 N N Y
1.0 100 0.001 2.709 1.295 N N Y

Table 1. Stream parameters in the different simulations at 1.1Rv:
stream velocity normalized by halo virial velocity (Vs,0/Vvir,

roughly 0.69 times the Mach number with respect to the CGM

sound speed, Section 2.3), density contrast between the stream and
the CGM (δ0), and the hydrogen number density in the stream

(nH,0). τ is the ratio of cooling time to stream disruption time

computed based on local stream properties at 1.1Rv and 0.6Rv.
The final three columns list whether we have a low-resolution (LR)

version of the simulation, a high-resolution (HR) version of the

simulation, or a version with self-shielding (s.s.) of dense gas from
the UV background.

Rs,0 = Rv/32 ∼ 3 kpc, and the best resolution achieved
inside the stream is ∼ 46 pc at 0.6Rv < r < 1.1Rv and
∼ 11 pc at 0.1Rv < r < 0.35Rv. We find that the results
are converged at these resolutions (see Appendix C).

3.2 Tracing the Two Fluids

Following M19 and M20a, we use a passive scalar field,
ψ(r, φ, z, t), to track the growth of the shear layer and
the mixing of the two fluids. Initially, ψ = 1 and 0 in the
stream and CGM, respectively. During the simulation, ψ
is passively advected with the flow such that the density
of the stream fluid in each cell is ρs = ψρ, where ρ is the
total density in the cell.

4 SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we present the results of our simulations.
We examine the evolution of cold streams within a
hot CGM in hydrostatic equilibrium within an NFW
potential, and compare the simulation results with our
theoretical predictions.

4.1 Simulations without Perturbations -
Convergence to the Equilibrium Model

To test both our numerical setup and the analytic model,
we first run simulations without any perturbations. The
profiles of stream density, temperature, velocity, and
radius after one box-crossing time of the stream for our
fiducial parameters (first row of Table 1) are shown in
the top panel of Figure 1 as a function of the halocentric
radius. The density, temperature, and velocity of the
stream at halocentric radius r are the ψ-weighed average

quantity of all gas cells at the same radial bin1, while the
corresponding CGM quantities are weighted by 1 − ψ.
The stream radius is defined as the distance from the
stream axis where the azimuthally averaged value of
ψ(R|r) = 0.5.

Despite the artificial initial conditions described in
Section 3.1, the stream profiles have all converged to
our analytic equilibrium model described in section 2.3
after one box-crossing time. This highlights both the
robustness of our numerical method, as well as the
fidelity of our analytical model. We note that when
analysing the simulations with perturbations, described
in the following sections, we limit our analysis to times
after the first box-crossing time, thus avoiding any effects
of the artificial initial conditions.

In the left-hand column of Figure 2, we show maps
of the density (top) and temperature (bottom) for our
fiducial simulation with no perturbations after the first
box crossing time. The maps represent a thin slice
through the mid-plane of the stream. The increase in
stream density as it becomes narrower towards the
halo centre is apparent, helping the stream to maintain
pressure equilibrium with the CGM and a constant mass
flow rate. Similarly, the stream temperature decreases
slightly towards the halo centre since the higher density
corresponds to a lower equilibrium temperature with the
UV background. We also see small perturbations in the
stream radius which are due to numerical noise. The
secondary conic structure inside the stream apparent
in the density map is due to the fact that it takes a
stream sound crossing time, ts ∼ Rs/cs, for the stream
density and pressure to react to the change in CGM
density and pressure, while the stream velocity is highly
supersonic. Therefore, the stream travels a distance of
l ∼ V t ∼ (V/cb) δ

1/2Rs before the central density
increases. For our fiducial values at 1.1Rv, ignoring the
acceleration of the stream, this corresponds to a distance
of l ∼ 0.45Rv, consistent with Figure 2.

4.2 Entrainment of Hot CGM onto Cold Streams

The right panel of Figure 2 shows the snapshot of
same simulation but with perturbation. We can see the
significant changes in the boundary of the stream due
to the development of mixing layer, which can rapidly
cool onto the stream. Figure 3 explores the consequences
of entrainment and mixing of hot CGM gas onto the
cold stream as it flows towards the halo centre. We show
radial profiles of the cold gas line-mass (left), the mean
inflow velocity of the cold gas (centre), and the cold gas
mass accretion rate (right) as a function of halocentric
radius. Here and elsewhere, we refer to “cold” gas as gas
with a temperature less than 3 times the temperature
of the stream at 1.1Rv, T < 3Ts. In each panel, the
stream properties are normalised by their values at
1.1Rv, where the stream enters the simulation domain,
and the halocentric radius is normalised by Rv. Different
coloured lines represent the different simulations listed

1 The profiles of volume-weighed quantities of cold gas (T <

T1.5Ts ) are extremely similar
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/Ṁ

1.
1R

v

stream gas

Vs/Vv, δ, nH

1, 100, 0.1

1, 100, 0.001

1.5, 100, 0.001

Figure 3. Entrainment of CGM gas onto the cold streams. Shown for the cold gas along the stream are the line-mass (left), the inflow
velocity (middle), and mass inflow rate (right), normalised by the value at r = 1.1Rv. Shown in colours are different cases of stream

properties (Table 1), with the fiducial case for a halo of mass 1012M⊙ at z = 2 in blue. Total cold gas, including the entrained gas

(coloured lines), is compared to the original stream gas (black). The simulations (solid) are compared with the analytic predictions
(dashed), showing good agreement. In most cases, as the stream propagates to smaller halo radii, the cold gas is accelerated and the mass

inflow rate increases by a factor of 2.5 to 4 due to the entrainment of hot CGM onto the cold streams. In the case where the stream is

very dilute and close to disruption by the KH instability (cyan), the entrainment is weaker.

in table 1. Solid lines show results from simulations with
perturbations (Section 3.1.1), and dashed lines show the
predictions of our analytic model described in Section 2.
Note that for the line-mass and velocity profiles, we
only present analytic predictions for the cases where
the stream is in fast cooling regime initially τ1.1Rv < 1,
so the stream line mass is predicted to increase due to
entrainment. In all cases, the simulation results match
the analytic predictions.

We begin by examining the line-mass profiles in the
left panel. For most of our simulations with streams in
initially fast cooling regime τ1.1Rv

< 1 (see Table 1),
the line-mass increases towards smaller radii due to
cooling and entrainment of hot CGM gas through
the mixing layer onto the cold stream as the latter
flows towards the central galaxy. The entrainment rate
increases with decreasing τ1.1Rv . Since we keep both
the initial stream radius and the gas metallicity fixed,
smaller τ1.1Rv values, and thus higher entrainment rates
correspond to higher stream density (higher nH), higher
CGM density (lower δ), or slower streams (lower Vs/Vv).
Overall, for the cases with τ1.1Rv

< 1, the cold gas
mass increases by a few tens of percent as the stream
flows from 1.1Rv to 0.1Rv, up to ∼ 80% for the
range of parameters studied. The three simulations
where the cold gas mass decreases between Rv and
0.1Rv, (Vs/Vv, δ, nH) = (1.5, 300, 0.01), (1.0, 100, 0.001)
and (1.5, 100, 0.001), correspond to the cases where
τ1.1Rv ≳ 1. Thus, they are initially in the slow-cooling
or disruption regime, where cooling in the mixing layer
is slow compared to the hydrodynamic disruption time
of the stream (M20a). In this regime, the cold gas mass
decreases as the stream mixes into the hot CGM rather
than the hot CGM being entrained onto the cold stream.
However, since the value of τ decreases towards smaller
radii as the stream becomes denser, the decrease in the
cold gas mass is not as large as expected from the values

at 1.1Rv alone, and the cold gas mass never decreases by
more than ∼ 20%. Thus, even in these cases, the streams
survive down to 0.1Rv.

The velocity profiles in the middle panel show that
the cold streams attain net positive acceleration in all
of our simulations, though always less than free-fall
(shown by the thick dotted black line) due to the
entrainment-induced drag force operating on the stream.
Among the simulations with τ1.1Rv

< 1, the inflow
velocity is slower with decreasing τ , namely with faster
entrainment. However, the slowest streams are those for
which τ1.1Rv > 1 such that the cold streams mix into
the hot CGM. However, we note that for these cases,
whatever unmixed core of the initial stream remains
tends to flow in faster (M19). Overall, for the range
of parameters studied, the stream velocity at 0.1Rv is
∼ (1.6 − 2.4) the velocity at 1, 1Rv, or ∼ (60 − 90)% of
the free-fall velocity.

We note that this is unlike the result found in Tan
et al. (2023), who explored the evolution of cold spherical
clouds falling through the CGM. They found that
clouds exhibited much larger decelerations, eventually
reaching a constant ‘terminal’ velocity in some cases. We
elaborate on this comparison in section 6.

The right-hand panel shows profiles of the radial mass
accretion rate, Ṁ . The black solid line and shaded
region show the mean and 1 − σ scatter among all our
simulations of the mass accretion rate of gas initially
in the stream at 1.1Rv, traced based on the value of
the passive scalar Ψ (section 3.2). This remains roughly
unity at all radii, showing that the stream gas inflow
rate is constant. Only a very small fraction stalls in
the CGM due to mixing, leading to an inflow rate
of the original gas at 0.1Rv slightly lower than the
initial inflow rate. The coloured lines show the mass
inflow rate of the cold gas. This is the product of the
line-mass and velocity, Ṁ = ρAVr = mVr, where A
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Figure 4. Lyman-α luminosity profile. Solid lines show the net

radiative cooling computed in the simulations, integrated from

r to 1.1Rv, after subtracting the radiative heating due to the
UV background. Dashed lines show our analytic model for the

dissipation of mechanical energy and thermal enthalpy due to the

entrainment of hot CGM gas onto the cold stream. The two match
each other remarkably well. Colours differentiate the different

simulations, following the same legend as Figure 3. In several

simulated cases, the stream-CGM interaction leads to luminosities
of ∼ 1042erg s−1, consistent with typical observed Lyα blobs.

is the effective cross-section of the cold gas. The cold
gas mass accretion rate increases towards smaller radii
in all simulations, even those with τ1.1Rv

> 1 where
the cold gas line-mass decreases towards smaller radii.
In most cases, including our fiducial parameters (blue
line, (Vs/Vv, δ, nH) = (1.0, 100, 0.01)), the cold mass
inflow rate increases by a factor of ∼ (2.5 − 3.5) from
1.1Rv to 0.1Rv. This increase is entirely a consequence
of the entrainment of initially hot CGM gas onto the
stream, as indicated by the fact that the mass inflow
rate of gas initially in the stream remains constant. The
enhancement of the cold gas inflow rate increases with
decreasing τ , similar to the line mass, although opposite
to the stream velocity. Our analytic model reproduces
these results very well. For the two cases with τ1.1Rv > 1,
we note that τ decreases towards the halo centre, as both
the stream and the CGM become denser (see Table 1).
Thus, while the initial condition at 1.1Rv does not allow
the entrainment of hot CGM, the stream may be able to
entrain in the inner region. Empirically, we can match
the simulation result of Ṁ by assuming that entrainment
begins at the radius where τ ≤ 1.2, and applying our
model from this point. This occurs at ∼ 0.5Rv for and
(Vs/Vv, δ, nH) = (1.0, 100, 0.001) and ∼ 0.35Rv for and
(Vs/Vv, δ, nH) = (1.5, 100, 0.001). These predictions are
shown in the right-hand panel of Figure 3.
Figure 4 examines the energy dissipation and cooling

emission resulting from the stream-CGM interaction.

The dashed lines show our model predictions, based on
M20b, which estimate the total mechanical energy and
thermal enthalpy dissipated from 1.1Rv to r, for each
radius r. The solid lines show the cumulative energy
radiated from 1.1Rv to r, accounting for net cooling
minus heating, i.e., excluding the energy input from the
UV background, which is subsequently radiated away
(so-called UV fluorescence). This is evaluated for a given
density, temperature, and metallicity in each simulation
cell based on the cooling tables and then integrated
over all the gas cells outside r. The model predictions
match the simulation results extremely well, suggesting
that all the mechanical and thermal energy dissipated
by the stream-CGM interaction is subsequently radiated
away. As described in M20a and M20b, this is a good
proxy for the total Lyα emission from all streams in
the halo, because for a given stream, ∼ (30 − 50)% of
the emission is expected to be emitted in Lyα, while
a given halo is expected to have ∼ (2 − 3) prominent
streams. Note that while the difference is very small, the
predicted dissipated energy is slightly greater than the
measured net cooling emission, because a small fraction
of the energy goes to driving turbulence and heating
within the stream (M20a).

The total luminosity outside of 0.1Rv for streams
initially in the fast cooling regime (τ1.1Rv

< 1) is ∼
(0.2−3)×1042erg s−1, for halos of massMv ∼ 1012M⊙ at
z ∼ 2. Based on M20b, we expect this luminosity to scale

roughly as L ∝ M
7/6
v (1 + z)2.5, yielding a luminosity of

L ∼ (1.5−22)×1042erg s−1 for halos of massMv ∼ 1012.5

at z ∼ 3. This is close to the observed luminosity of
typical Lyα blobs, LLyα ∼ (1042 − 1043)ergs−1 (Steidel
et al. 2000, 2004, 2010; Matsuda et al. 2006, 2011;
Cantalupo et al. 2014; Borisova et al. 2016; Leclercq
et al. 2017; Arrigoni Battaia et al. 2018). Several of
these observed blobs have a filamentary morphology, and
it had long been speculated that cold streams may be
powering them, provided that they could convert some
fraction of the gravitational energy gained by flowing
down the potential well of the dark matter halo into
Lyα emission (Dijkstra & Loeb 2009; Goerdt et al.
2010; Ceverino et al. 2016). However, these previous
works did not specify how the gravitational energy would
be converted into radiation. Based on M20b, we here
confirm that the interaction of cold streams with the hot
CGM, and in particular the entrainment of the CGM
gas through a turbulent mixing layer, can power the
emission. We note that due to the overall higher stream
densities in our model compared to M20b (Figure 1),
we predict emission values that are generally a factor of
∼ (2− 3) larger.

4.3 Effect of Self-shielding

The cooling radiation evaluated above and plotted in
Figure 4 (solid lines) is the net cooling minus UV
heating, obtained by subtracting the photoheating due
to the UV background from the total cooling rate in
each gas cell. As such, it gives a sense of the emission
directly produced by the stream-CGM interaction. This
is what was modelled analytically by M20b. However,
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Figure 5. Effect of self-shielding on the stream-CGM interaction. In panel (a) we show the mass inflow rate in simulations with
self-shielding (solid lines) and our analytic model, which matches simulations without self-shielding (dashed lines). The two agree, showing

that self-shielding has not affected the dynamics of entrainment. In panel (b) we show the net cooling minus UV heating integrated

from r to 1.1Rv in simulations with self-shielding (solid), and our analytic model for the dissipation of mechanical energy and thermal
enthalpy induced by the stream-CGM interaction, which is a good match to the net cooling rates in simulations without self-shielding

(Figure 4). When self-shielding is included, net cooling rates are a factor of ∼ 2 lower than energy dissipation rates for stream densities

nH,0 ≥ 0.01 cm−3. In panel (c), we show the model for energy dissipation (dashed lines, the same as in the middle left panels) alongside
the total cooling rates in simulations with self-shielding, including the contribution of UVB. The two agree very well, suggesting that

our model for the energy dissipated as a result of the stream-CGM interaction is a good description of the total cooling emission coming

from cold streams in a hot CGM. In panel (d), we show the temperature profiles in simulations with self-shielding (solid) and those
from simulations without self-shielding (dashed). The two are roughly the same, indicating that self-shielding does not change the overall

temperature of the stream.

when comparing it with observations, we must evaluate
the total cooling emission, including the UV background
fluorescence. In order to properly estimate this, we
must consider the self-shielding of dense gas by the
UV background. Since most of the emission induced
by the stream-CGM interaction is emitted from the
intermediate density gas within the mixing layer (M20a),
we might expect self-shielding to have a small effect on
this. However, self-shielding will drastically change the
total emission coming from the bulk of the stream, and it
can also affect the dynamics of the gas during simulation
by changing the temperature and pressure of the gas
at a given density (Faucher-Giguère et al. 2010). To
examine these effects, we re-ran four of our simulations
with self-shielding (Table 1).

While the degree to which a gas parcel is self-shielded
depends on the total column density, evaluating this
for each gas cell during the simulation run-time was
computationally prohibitive. Instead, we evaluated the
degree of self-shielding of each gas cell during the
simulation based on the volume density, following the
Rahmati et al. (2013) approximation, widely used in
cosmological simulations and based on detailed radiative
transfer calculations. We refer the reader to that paper
for the full details of the model, but to give a sense, we
note here that at nH = 0.001 cm−3 (0.01 cm−3), the UVB
strength is ∼ 95% (∼ 16%) of its unshielded value.

Figure 5 compares the evolution of streams with and
without self-shielding. Figure 5a displays the radial
mass flux towards the galaxy, as in the right-hand
panel of Figure 3. Solid lines represent measurements
from simulations with self-shielding, while dashed lines
represent the analytic model for the case without
self-shielding as in the right-hand panel of Figure 3. As
shown there, this agrees very well with the measured

values from simulations without self-shielding. We see
that self-shielding has no noticeable effect on mass flux
and, therefore, no noticeable effect on the dynamics of
entrainment that governs mass flux (Section 4.2). This
supports a scenario in which the entrainment through
the mixing layer is not caused by cooling-induced
pressure gradients, but rather by turbulent mixing
(Gronke & Oh 2018; Fielding et al. 2020; Tan et al. 2021).

Figure 5b examines the net cooling emission induced
by the stream-CGM interaction, as in Figure 4. The
dashed lines represent our analytic model for the
mechanical energy and thermal enthalpy dissipated
through the mixing layer due to the stream-CGM
interaction, and are identical to the corresponding
dashed lines in Figure 4. As we showed there, this is
an excellent approximation for the net cooling emission
in simulations without self-shielding. The solid lines
in Figure 5b represent the integrated net cooling
emission in the simulations with self-shielding, and are
thus analogous to the solid lines in Figure 4. When
self-shielding is included, the net cooling emission is
less than the total dissipated energy by a factor of
<∼ 2 in all cases where nH ≥ 0.01 cm−3. This implies
that a large fraction of the dissipated energy goes into
heating the stream and maintaining its temperature at
Ts ∼ 104K rather than a few thousand K, which a stream
with Z ∼ 0.03Z⊙ can, in principle, cool in less than a
virial crossing time when ignoring UV heating. Indeed,
the temperature profiles of the streams as a function
of the halocentric radius, shown in Figure 5d, are
very similar with and without self-shielding, gradually
decreasing by ∼ 30% from Ts ∼ 1.5 × 104K at 1.1Rv

to Ts ∼ 104K at 0.1Rv. When self-shielding is not
included, the temperature is maintained at ∼ 104K by
UV photoheating, while all of the energy dissipated by
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the stream-CGM interaction is radiated away. However,
when accounting for self-shielding, the UV background
does not impact streams with densities nH

>∼ 0.01 cm−3,
implying that the energy dissipated by the stream-CGM
interaction plays a larger role in maintaining stream
temperature in these cases. This argument does not
apply to lower-density streams with nH ∼ 10−3 cm−3

(cyan line) where self-shielding is not efficient and the
UV background is still capable of heating the stream. In
this case, the net cooling measured in the simulation is
still a good fit for our prediction of the dissipation rates
induced by the stream-CGM interaction.
In Figure 5c, the dashed lines are the same as

in Figure 5b, namely our analytical model for the
total energy dissipated as a result of the stream-CGM
interaction, which corresponds to the net cooling minus
heating rates without self-shielding. The solid lines,
however, represent the total cooling rates, including
UVB fluorescence, in simulations with self-shielding.
This is what will be observed in practice. Consistent
with our argument above, we find excellent agreement
between the net cooling without self-shielding and
the total cooling with self-shielding. The combined
energy input from UVB and the dissipation induced by
the stream-CGM interaction thus maintain the stream
temperature at Ts ∼ 104K while generating ∼ (1041 −
1042)erg s−1 of radiation, whether or not self-shielding is
accounted for. This is consistent with the fact that the
same amount of energy is dissipated by the interaction
in both cases, as indicated by the fact that the mass
accretion rates are the same (Figure 5a). All that
changes when self-shielding is turned on or off is the
relative fraction among the two energy sources (UVB or
energy dissipation) that go into maintaining the stream
temperature versus generating the radiation.

5 IMPLICATIONS FOR GALAXY FORMATION

Our simulations described above confirm the analytic
predictions of M20b. Cold streams survive the journey
through the hot CGM towards the central galaxy and
grow in mass along the way due to the entrainment
of hot CGM gas through a radiative turbulent
mixing layer, and the radiation produced by this
entrainment-induced-dissipation can match observed
Lyα blobs. Furthermore, we find that the cold-gas2 mass
accretion rate onto the central galaxy is boosted by a
factor of ∼ 3 compared to the accretion rate onto the
halo. This, in turn, can lead to a similar increase in
the galactic SFR above the rate predicted by analytic
“bathub” or “equilibrium” models of galaxy formation,
based on the cosmological accretion rate (e.g. Davé et al.
2012; Lilly et al. 2013; Dekel & Mandelker 2014). Such
a boost may be expected in stream-fed galaxies with a
volume-filling hot CGM, namely galaxies in halos with
Mv

>∼ 1012M⊙ at z >∼ 2. Previous studies have shown
that the observed SFRs in such galaxies are indeed
typically higher than those predicted by the cosmological

2 ‘Cold’ here means T < 3Ts ≲ 5× 104K.

accretion rates by a factor of 2− 3 (Dekel & Mandelker
2014). In what follows, we present an analytical model
to assess whether the increase in cold-gas accretion due
to entrainment can alleviate this discrepancy.

5.1 Hot Gas in Halo CGM

A necessary condition for our model
of entrainment-enhanced-accretion is the existence of a
hot CGM with T ∼ Tvir throughout at least most of the
range r ∼ (0.1 − 1.0)Rv. This is not the case below a
critical halo mass of order (1011.5 − 1012)M⊙, where the
virial accretion shock around the halos becomes unstable
and the CGM is primarily cold and infalling anyway
(Birnboim & Dekel 2003; Fielding et al. 2017). However,
cosmological simulations suggest that even below this
critical mass scale, the outer CGM may still be hot,
even if the inner CGM cools rapidly (Stern et al. 2019,
2021). Since hot CGM gas can originate from galactic
outflows in addition to virial shock-heating, a better
measure of the presence of a hot CGM is the ratio of
the local cooling time to free-fall time at each radius
r, tcool(r)/tff(r), rather than the global shock-stability
criterion (Stern et al. 2021). Since tcool ∝ n−1 while
tff ∝ n−1/2, with n the gas density, this ratio decreases
towards smaller radii where the CGM density increases.
This results in a picture where the hot CGM develops
“outside-in”. The outer CGM virializes first, developing
a hot volume-filling component before the inner region
(Stern et al. 2021), contrary to the “inside-out” shock
formation scenario of Birnboim & Dekel (2003).
To estimate the presence of a hot CGM, we assume the

CGM density profile described in Section 2.3 and utilised
in our simulations. Namely, a CGM in hydrostatic
equilibrium within an NFW halo following Komatsu &
Seljak (2001), as a function of the halo mass and redshift.
For a given halo mass and redshift, we obtain the
normalisation of the density profile (eq. A4) by assuming
that the gas density at Rv is the universal baryon
fraction, fb = 0.17, times the total density at Rv, which
follows the NFW profile. We compute the virial radius
following the redshift-dependent spherical overdensity
criterion of Bryan & Norman (1998) and assume a
halo concentration following the mass-concentration
relation (Diemer & Joyce 2019). We then estimate the
corresponding profiles of tcool and tff as a function of
r/Rv. The free-fall time at radius r is given by

tff(r) =

(
3π

32Gρ̄(r)

)1/2

, (32)

where ρ̄(r) is the mean total density interior to radius r,
which is given by the NFW profile for total density. The
cooling time at radius r is given by

tcool(r) =
3kBT (r)

2n(r)Λ(T (r))
, (33)

where T (r) and n(r) are the CGM temperature and
density at radius r respectively, and Λ(T ) is the cooling
curve used in our simulations described in Section 3.
The top panel of Figure 6 shows the resulting ratio of

tcool/tff as a function of the radius normalised by Rv, for
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halos of mass Mv = 1012.0M⊙ and Mv = 1011.3M⊙ at
redshifts z = 2 and 4. For the Mvir = 1012.0M⊙ halos,
tcool > tff at all radii at both redshifts, implying that
the CGM is hot throughout the entire halo. While this
is slightly below the Birnboim & Dekel (2003); Dekel &
Birnboim (2006) critical mass scale of ∼ 2 × 1012M⊙,
this mass scale was shown to slightly decrease with the
inclusion of a central heating source such as galactic
feedback (Fielding et al. 2017). For theMvir = 1011.3M⊙
halo, which is below the Birnboim & Dekel (2003) critical
mass scale, we find that tcool > tff at r >∼ 0.5Rv at both
redshifts. This implies that the outer CGM is hot while
the inner CGM is cold. These results are in line with
models of outside-in virialization and hydrodynamical
simulations (Stern et al. 2019, 2021). Hereafter, we refer
to the outermost radius where tcool = tff as the cooling
radius, rcool. We assume that CGM is hot at rcool < r <
Rv and cold at r < rcool. The bottom panel of Figure 6
shows rcool/Rv as a function of halo mass and redshift.
For halos withMv

<∼ 1011M⊙, rcool ∼ Rv at all redshifts,
which implies that the entire CGM is cold. For halos
with Mv

>∼ 1012M⊙, rcool
<∼ 0.1Rv at all redshifts, which

implies that the entire CGM is hot. At intermediate halo
masses, the outer CGM is hot, while the inner CGM is
cold, with the precise value of rcool varying with both
the halo mass and the redshift. We show the contours
of rcool/Rv = 0.95 and 0.15, highlighting this transition
region.

5.2 Cold Gas in Filaments

A second necessary condition for our entrainment model
to be valid is the existence of cold streams flowing
along the cosmic web filaments that connect to the
dark matter halo. Similarly to the CGM in dark
matter halos, cosmological simulations suggest that
intergalactic filaments can have an outer hot component
at the virial temperature of the dark matter filament,
which is in virial equilibrium (per-unit-length) within
the gravitational potential, surrounding a central cold
isothermal core representing the cold stream (Lu et al.
2024). The line mass of a dark matter filament feeding
a halo of mass Mv = M1210

12M⊙ at redshift (1 + z) =
5(1+ z)5 can be evaluated by the cosmological accretion
rate onto such a halo (Birnboim et al. 2016; Mandelker
et al. 2018; Lu et al. 2024),

Λfil ≃ ρfilπR
2
fil ≃ fsṀv/Vs, (34)

where ρfil and Rfil are the characteristic density and
radius of the filament, fs is the fraction of the total
accretion carried by the given stream, Vs is the stream
velocity, and Ṁv is the total cosmological accretion rate
onto the halo given by Ṁv = 1572M⊙ yr−1M1.1

12 (1+z)2.55
(Fakhouri et al. 2010). In the Einstein-de-Sitter regime,
valid at z > 1, this can be written as (Lu et al. 2024)

Λfil = 2× 109M⊙ kpc−1M0.77
12 (1 + z)25 fs,1/3 (Vs/Vv)

−1
,

(35)
where fs,1/3 = fs/(1/3) (see Danovich et al. 2012), and
Vs/Vv is the ratio of the stream velocity at Rv to the
halo virial velocity, Vv. The hot component is assumed
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Figure 6. The presence of a hot CGM. The top panel shows the

ratio of cooling time to free-fall time as a function of the distance

from the halo centre, assuming a hydrostatic CGM profile within
an NFW potential, following Section 2.3. For a 1012M⊙ halo at

z = 2− 4 (blue), the cooling time is longer than the free-fall time
at all radii, implying that the CGM is hot CGM at all radii. For
a 2 × 1011M⊙ halo at z = 2 − 4 (red), tcool < tff at r <∼ 0.5Rv,

implying that the inner half of the CGM is cold while the outer
CGM is hot. The bottom panel shows the cooling radius, within

which tcool < tff , as a function of the halo mass and redshift. Halos
with Mv > 1012M⊙ and Mv < 1011M⊙ are all hot and all cold,
respectively, at all redshifts. Intermediate-mass halos have a hot

outer CGM and a cold inner CGM. The black and white lines mark

the contours of rcool/Rv = 0.95 and 0.15 respectively, highlighting
the region where the CGM is hot at large radii and cold at small

radii.
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to be at the filament virial temperature, given by (Lu
et al. 2024)

Tv,fil =
µmpGΛfil

3kB
. (36)

Given the total line-mass of filament in eq. (34), the virial
radius of the filament can be written as

Rv,fil =

(
Λfil

πδmρm

)1/2

, (37)

where ρm is the mean density of the universe at redshift
z, and δm is the average overdensity of the filaments
estimated to be around 36 from self-similar cylindrical
collapse models (appendix B; see also Mandelker et al.
2018 for a similar estimate).
The presence of cylindrical accretion shocks around

dark matter filaments, analogous to spherical accretion
shocks around dark matter halos, was also discussed
by Birnboim et al. (2016) who devised a shock-stability
criterion for filaments similar to the Birnboim & Dekel
(2003) shock-stability criterion for halos. Similarly to the
Birnboim & Dekel (2003) model for halo shocks, the
Birnboim et al. (2016) model for filament shocks also
assumes that the hot filament forms inside out. However,
motivated by the results of Lu et al. (2024) and by our
model for the presence of a hot CGM (Section 5.1),
we assume that the hot filament forms outside in, and
use the same criterion of tcool/tff < 1 to determine the
cooling radius within which the filament is cold.
To evaluate the profiles of tff and tcool, we assume two

different density profiles for the filament. The first is an
isothermal filament (Lu et al. 2024), where Tisothermal =
Tv,fil, and the filament density is given by

ρisothermal = ρ0

[
1 +

(
r

r0

)2
]−2

, (38)

with

r0 =

(
2kBTisothermal

µmpπGρ0

)1/2

, (39)

with µ = 0.59 the mean molecular weight of the filament
gas, and mp the proton mass. The density normalisation
ρ0 is set by the virial radius and total line mass of the
filament eq. (37).
The second model we consider for the filament

structure is a self-similar model based on the calculation
of the self-similar halo gas profile in Bertschinger
(1985b); Shi (2016), but changing the geometry to
cylindrical collapse following Fillmore & Goldreich
(1984). Details of this model can be found in
Appendix B. Both density profiles are normalised using
the total line mass and filament radius given in eqs. (34)
and (37).
The top panel of Figure 7 shows the resulting ratio of

tcool/tff as a function of cross-sectional radius normalised
by Rv,fil for filaments feeding halos of mass Mv =
1012M⊙ at redshifts z = 2 and z = 4 (red and blue
lines, respectively), assuming the self-similar collapse
and isothermal density profiles (solid and dashed lines,
respectively). At z = 2 (red lines), both density profiles
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Figure 7. The presence of cold filaments. The top panel shows,
as a function of distance to the filament axis normalised by the
filament virial radius, Rv,fil, the ratio of cooling time to free-fall

time for a filament feeding a halo of Mv = 1012M⊙ at z = 2

(red lines, left y axis) and at z = 4 (blue lines, left y axis).
We also show the normalised enclosed line-mass profile of the

filament (black lines, right y axis). The solid (dashed) lines are for
our self-similar collapse (isothermal) filament models, respectively.
These profiles represent the filament structure outside the halo

accretion shock. For filaments at z = 2, tcool < tff at all radii,

so the filaments are all cold. For filaments at z = 4, tcool < tff
only at r <∼ 0.3Rv,fil or r <∼ 0.8Rv,fil for the self-similar filament

and the isothermal filament, respectively. Outside these radii, the
filament gas is expected to be hot, near the virial temperature

(eq. 36). The line-mass profiles of filaments at different redshifts
are the same, because both profiles are self-similar. The bottom
panel shows the line-mass fraction within the cooling radius, where
tcool/tff < 1, as a function of the halo mass and redshift. At z > 2,

filaments feeding halos with Mv
>∼ 1012M⊙ are mostly hot, while

filaments feeding lower mass halos are mostly cold. The transition
halo mass increases to ∼ 1013M⊙ by z ∼ 0. The black and white

lines mark the contours of Λcool/Λfil = 0.95 and 0.15, respectively,
highlighting the region where the CGM is hot at large radii and
cold at small radii.
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yield a filament which is entirely cold, with tcool < tff at
all radii. At z = 4 (blue lines), the inner filament is cold,
while the outer filament is hot outside a cooling radius
of rcool ∼ 0.25Rv,fil and ∼ 0.7Rv,fil for the self-similar
collapse (solid line) and isothermal (dashed line) density
profiles, respectively. The solid and dashed black lines
show the enclosed line-mass profile of the filament,
normalised by its total line mass within Rv,fil. Since both
density profiles have no explicit redshift dependence,
these normalised mass profiles are the same at z = 2
and z = 4. Comparing the mass profiles to the profiles
of tcool/tff at z = 4 (blue lines, discussed above), we see
that for both density profiles ∼ (65−70)% of the filament
line-mass is contained within r < rcool.
The bottom panel of Figure 7 shows the fraction

of filament mass contained within rcool, Λcool/Λfil, as
a function of halo mass and redshift. We computed
this fraction assuming the isothermal filament profile,
but the results for the self-similar profile were very
similar. At z >∼ 2, our model predicts that halos with
Mv

>∼ 1012M⊙ are fed mainly by hot filaments while
lower mass halos are fed by mostly cold streams. This
threshold halo mass increases to ∼ 1013M⊙ by z ∼ 0.
This is somewhat contrary to the picture advocated in
(Dekel & Birnboim 2006) where cold streams are more
common at z > 2 than at z ∼ 0, and where the critical
halo mass above which filaments become hot increases
with redshift at z > 2. However, these signify different
things and are based on different assumptions. In Dekel
& Birnboim (2006), they assume that outside the halo
virial shock, the filament is entirely cold and consider
whether or not the filament gas will heat up when it
penetrates the halo virial shock. On the other hand, here
we consider cylindrical accretion shocks surrounding the
cosmic web filaments following Lu et al. (2024), and ask
what fraction of the filament gas will be hot versus cold
outside the halo virial radius.

5.3 Cold Gas Accretion Onto Galaxies across
Cosmic Time

We now combine the results of section 5.1 and section 5.2
for the presence (or lack thereof) of cold streams flowing
through a hot CGM, with our analytic model presented
in section 2 and confirmed with simulations in section 4
for the entrainment of hot CGM gas onto the cold stream
in such a scenario. Using these tools, we make predictions
for the cold gas accretion rate onto the galaxy (assumed
to be at 0.1Rv) normalised by the total gas accretion
rate onto the halo, as a function of halo mass and
redshift. We present these results in Figure 8. The cold
gas fraction in the filaments is evaluated here using the
isothermal model, though similar trends are seen using
the self-similar collapse model.
At low halo masses, Mv

<∼ 1011M⊙ with a slightly
larger threshold mass at z <∼ 2, the cold gas accretion
rate onto the galaxy is the same as the gas accretion rate
onto the dark matter halo. The boundary of this region
is very similar to the boundary for the presence of a hot
CGM, namely where rcool/Rv ∼ 1 in the bottom panel of
Figure 6. Although such halos are fed by cold filaments,
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Figure 8. Entrainment as a function of halo mass and redshift.
We show the cold gas accretion rate onto the galaxy at 0.1Rv,

normalised by the total gas accretion rate along the filament

at 1.1Rv where it enters the halo. The cold gas fraction in the
filaments is evaluated here using the isothermal filament model.

In halos with Mv
<∼ 1011M⊙ (the grey area), all the gas accreted

onto the halo makes it to the galaxy cold. Such halos are in the
‘cold-flow’ regime, where there is no stable virial shock and no hot

CGM. In halos above a redshift-dependent threshold mass (red
area), ranging from 1013 at z ∼ 0 to 1011.5M⊙ at z ∼ 10, the cold

accretion rate onto the galaxy is lower than the total accretion onto

the halo because the cosmic web filaments themselves are mostly
hot (see section 5.3). At intermediate masses (blue area), the cold

accretion onto the galaxy is larger than the accretion rate onto

the halo due to the entrainment of the hot CGM onto the cold
streams.

they do not have a hot CGM, and therefore entrainment
does not play a role. The cold stream may still mix with
the “cold” gas in the surrounding C/IGM, but since this
gas has temperatures similar to the filament gas there is
no additional cooling or loss of thermal pressure support.
Hence, there should be no noticeable entrainment or
increase in the cosmological accretion rate between Rv

and 0.1Rv.
At high halo masses and high redshift, Mv

>∼ 1012M⊙
at z >∼ 2 and Mv

>∼ 1013M⊙ at z ∼ 0, we predict that
there is little cold gas accreted by the galaxy at all.
The boundary of this region is similar to the boundary
where Λcool ∼ 0 in the bottom panel of Figure 7.
These halos are fed by hot filaments that do not cool
before penetrating the halo virial shock. This would
suggest that such haloes are in the so-called “hot-mode”
accretion regime (Kereš et al. 2005; van de Voort et al.
2011); however, we cannot rule out subsequent cooling
of the filament within Rv due to the higher pressures
in the CGM. Note that most of these halos constitute
very high σ-peaks in the cosmic density field, and
rarely form at high redshift. At low redshift, these
halos comprise galaxy clusters and massive groups whose
central galaxies are usually quenched.
At intermediate halo masses and redshifts, in between

these two regions, we find halos with a hot CGM
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fed by cold streams, providing the right conditions for
entrainment. The cold gas accretion rate onto the galaxy
in this regime is boosted compared to the gas accretion
rate onto the halo by up to a factor of ∼ 3. This boost
occurs over a very narrow range in halo masses at z >∼ 6,
but at smaller redshifts it spans ∼ 1−2 dex in halo mass,
increasing towards lower z. The boost is maximal at
z ∼ 1−4, decreasing towards lower and higher redshifts.

5.4 Bathtub Model and Star Formation Rates in
Galaxies

To see how the results of the previous section may
affect the SFRs of galaxies, we implement them in a
bathtub model for galaxy evolution (e.g. Davé et al.
2012; Lilly et al. 2013; Dekel & Mandelker 2014; Mitra
et al. 2015). In this model, the gas mass in the interstellar
medium (ISM), Mg, and stellar mass of the galaxy, M∗,
are evolved using source and sink terms representing
accretion, star-formation, and outflows. Here, we follow
the basic framework of the model as presented in Dekel &
Mandelker (2014), and refer the reader to that paper for
the full details of all model parameters and assumptions.
Here, we provide a brief summary of the key components
of the model. The equations governing the evolution of
gas and stellar mass in the galaxy are

Ṁg = (1− fsa)Ṁa − (µ+ η)Ṁsf (40)

Ṁ∗ = fsaṀa + µṀsf . (41)

Ṁa is the baryonic accretion rate onto the ISM, and
fsa is the stellar fraction of the accreted baryons, the
rest being gas. Ṁsf is the star formation rate and µ
is the fraction of stars that remain locked in long-lived
stars or stellar remnants, while the rest are assumed
to be instantaneously deposited back into the ISM due
to stellar winds and supernova (Tinsley 1980). µ is
estimated to be 0.54 after z ∼ 2 (Krumholz & Dekel
2012), but can be slightly larger at higher redshifts when
stellar populations are less evolved. However, even at
z ∼ 6 one expects µ <∼ 0.62, so we adopt a constant
value of µ = 0.54 at all redshifts, following Dekel &
Mandelker (2014). η is the effective mass loading factor,
which parameterizes the mass outflow rate from the
galaxy due to stellar feedback normalised by the current
SFR. Following Dekel & Mandelker (2014), we can use
a lower, or even negative, value of η to model gas
recycling (outflows that fall back onto the galaxy) in the
instantaneous recycling approximation.
Motivated by theoretical considerations and by the

empirical Kennicutt-Schmidt relation (Kennicutt 1989,
1998), the SFR is assumed to be proportional to the
current gas mass,

Ṁsf =
Mg

tSF
, (42)

where tSF is the depletion time (e.g. Genzel et al. 2008;
Davé et al. 2012), namely the time for star-formation to
consume the current gas mass, ignoring µ. We assume
that this is proportional to the disk dynamical time

tSF = ϵ−1td = ϵ−1Rd/Vd, (43)

where Rd and Vd are the characteristic radius and
rotation velocity of the disc. This is based on the
assumption that giant star-forming clumps in high
redshift star-forming galaxies are in the so-called
“Toomre-regime”, with a local free-fall time proportional
to the global disk dynamical time3. (Krumholz et al.
2012; Dekel & Mandelker 2014). The disk dynamical
time is assumed to be proportional to the cosmic time
(Dekel et al. 2013; Dekel & Mandelker 2014),

td = νt, ν ≃ 0.0071. (44)

ϵ indicates the star formation efficiency per dynamical
time and is assumed to be constant over the range
of galaxy masses and redshifts considered. This is a
free-parameter of the model, with a fiducial value of
ϵ = 0.02 (e.g. Krumholz et al. 2012; Dekel & Mandelker
2014).
Bathtub models typically assume that the gas

accretion rate onto the galaxy ISM is limited from above
by the cosmological gas accretion rate onto the halo and
may be lower than this due to some form of “preventative
feedback” (Mitra et al. 2015). However, as shown, this
value can be boosted by a factor of up to 3, given the
cooling and entrainment of additional CGM gas onto the
cold stream. Thus, we assume the accretion rate of cold
gas onto the galaxy as

Ṁa

Ma
= s

Ṁa,cosmic

Ma
≃ s 0.03Gyr−1(1 + z)5/2. (45)

The specific cosmological accretion rate, 0.03Gyr−1(1+
z)5/2, is valid in the Einstein-de Sitter (EdS) regime,
with Ωm = 1, which is a good approximation at high
redshift, z > 1. This formula can be derived analytically
and is confirmed by numerical simulations (Neistein &
Dekel 2008; Dekel et al. 2013; Dekel & Mandelker 2014).
s is the boost factor that increases the accretion rate
onto the galaxy compared to the accretion rate onto the
halo due to the entrainment of hot CGM gas onto the
cold streams (Figure 8).

5.4.1 Solution

We start by examining the quasi-steady state (QSS)
solution of the model (Dekel & Mandelker 2014). In
this approximation, sometimes called the equilibrium
solution, the gas mass changes slowly with time, such
that Ṁg can be neglected in eq. (40). This occurs when
the timescale for the gas to reach equilibrium between
inflows and star-formation plus outflows is much faster
than the timescale on which any of these source/sink
terms vary (see the discussion of the conditions for this
in Dekel & Mandelker 2014). Under this assumption, the
gas mass in ISM is given by

Mg(t) =
(1− fsa)tSF (t)

µ+ η
Ṁa(t), (46)

3 This is as opposed to the “GMC-regime” common in low-z
disks where the local free-fall time is decoupled from the global

dynamical time (Krumholz et al. 2012)
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and the specific star formation rate is given by

sSFR =
ṀSF

M∗
=

(1− fsa)

µ+ fsaη

Ṁa

Ma
. (47)

The QSS solution introduces small errors in the gas
and stellar mass with respect to the full-time-dependent
solution. However, errors in intensive quantities, such
as sSFR, which scales as Mg/Ms, as well as the
stellar-to-halo mass ratio and the gas fraction, are much
smaller (Dekel & Mandelker 2014). Additionally, the
QSS solution introduces a transient error compared to
the time-integrated solution at an early time, before
the system has reached equilibrium. However, these
errors decay over time and are negligible at z ∼ 2.
In practice, we find that the QSS solution is within
∼ 0.1 dex of the time-integrated solution at redshifts
z < 6, assuming initial conditions at z = 10 as in
Dekel & Mandelker (2014). This is true even when
including the halo mass and redshift-dependent boost
factor, s(M(z), z), following Figure 8. Therefore, when
comparing our model to observations in Section 5.5 we
present the results of the QSS solution.

5.4.2 Stellar Accretion

The fraction of stellar accretion, fsa is assumed to
be 0 in most bathtub models (e.g., Davé et al. 2012;
Lilly et al. 2013). Although this is likely the case for
lower-mass halos, high-mass galaxies at z ∼ 2 can
have significant ex-situ stellar populations and have a
higher fraction of stellar mass accreted (Krumholz &
Dekel 2012). The higher stellar fraction also leads to
less sensitivity of the result to other parameters and
to suppression of in situ star formation, thus lowering
specific star formation rates (Dekel & Mandelker 2014).
Here, we argue that fsa is a function of halo mass due
to the stellar-mass-halo-mass relation.
Most stellar accretion comes from accreting other

galaxies, following either the merger of two similar
mass dark matter halos or the accretion of subhaloes.
Thus, the value of fsa can be approximated by the
stellar-to-baryonic mass fraction in the dark matter halos
merging with our target halo. For halos less massive than
Mv ∼ 1012.5M⊙, this fraction is likely to be maximal for
an equal mass major merger, due to the decrease in the
stellar-to-halo mass ratio with decreasing halo mass for
halos with Mv

<∼ 1012M⊙ (e.g. Behroozi et al. 2019). In
this instance, we have fsa(M) = M∗(M/2)/(fbM/2),
where M∗(M) is the typical stellar mass for a halo of
mass M and fb ∼ 0.17 is the universal baryon fraction.
Less massive mergers will have a lower stellar fraction,
while smooth accretion from the cosmic web can be
approximated as purely gaseous. Nonetheless, we use
this formula for fsa to obtain an upper limit on the
contribution of stars to accretion. For 1012M⊙ halos,
fsa ∼ 0.18 is roughly independent of the redshift, similar
to the maximal value assumed in Dekel & Mandelker
(2014). However, for lower halo masses of 1011M⊙, we
obtain fsa ≲ 0.03, assuming the stellar mass-halo mass
relations in Behroozi et al. (2019).
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Figure 9. Results of our bathtub plus entrainment model

compared to observations. We show the specific star formation
rate as a function of redshift for halos of mass Mv ∼ 1012M⊙.

The observational results, shown by coloured symbols, are taken

from Pearson et al. (2018) (blue circles) and Leja et al. (2022) (red
diamonds). Our model predictions assume a stellar fraction in the

accretion of fsa = 0.2 an outflow mass loading factor of η = 3,

and a star-formation efficiency of ϵ = 0.02. We show results where
accretion is enhanced by an entrainment-induced factor of s = 1,

2, or 3 (from black to grey, respectively). Although s = 3 can
match the data at z < 2.5, the data at higher-z prefer a smaller

boost factor. The coloured lines show the predicted sSFR when

the entrainment factor is estimated according to our mass and
redshift-dependent model for the cold gas fractions in cosmic web

filaments and the CGM (section 5.3). This model reproduces the

data because the lower fractions of cold gas in the filaments at
z > 2.5 lower the overall entrainment and the corresponding boost

factor.

5.5 Comparison to Observation

5.5.1 Specific Star-Formation Rates of Star-Forming
Galaxies

Here, we wish to examine whether our bathtub
plus entrainment model can reproduce the observed
star formation rate in star-forming galaxies during
cosmic noon, thus offering a potential solution to
the apparent paradox of the minimal bathtub model
presented in Dekel & Mandelker (2014). While a
detailed Monte-Carlo study of all the different parameter
combinations compared against a large compilation of
observations is beyond the scope of the current paper
and is left for future work, we present results for models
with typical parameters (see also Dekel & Mandelker
2014) compared to recent observations of sSFR at cosmic
noon, as detailed below.
In Figure 9 we focus on halos with Mv ∼ 1012M⊙

at z ∼ (1.5 − 4), with observations taken from Pearson
et al. (2018) and Leja et al. (2022). In Figure 10, we
present results for lower mass halos at higher redshifts,
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Mv ∼ 2×1011M⊙ at z ∼ (4−6), with observations taken
from Stark et al. (2013), González et al. (2014), and
Khusanova et al. (2020) for galaxies with corresponding
stellar masses given by the stellar-to-halo mass relation
from Behroozi et al. (2019). For the massive lower-z
halos, our model predictions assume a fixed η = 2
as measured in various observations (Newman et al.
2012; Hogarth et al. 2020; Carniani et al. 2024),
although numerical simulations suggest much higher
values (Muratov et al. 2015; Nelson et al. 2019). The
mass loading factor increases with decreasing galaxy
stellar mass due to a lower potential well and scales

with stellar mass as η ∝ M
−1/3
∗ for momentum-driven

winds (Murray et al. 2005; Oppenheimer & Davé 2008)

and M
−2/3
∗ for energy-driven winds (Faucher-Giguère &

Quataert 2012), although some numerical simulations
show a shallower slope (Oppenheimer et al. 2010). In
order to account for this uncertainty, for lower-mass,
higher-z halos, we explore the range η = (2− 15), which
roughly brackets the predictions for models with no mass
dependence and those with a strong mass dependence.

We begin by focusing on the massive halos in Figure 9.
We show results for a fixed entrainment-induced boost
factor of s = 3, s = 2, and s = 1. As in Dekel
& Mandelker (2014), we find that the model without
entrainment, s = 1, underpredicts the observed sSFR.
The observations seem to favour a boost factor of s ∼ 3
at z ∼ (1.5− 2.5), though a lower boost factor at higher
redshifts, suggesting that a constant boost factor is not a
good fit to the observed data. However, when we consider
our full model for a halo mass and redshift-dependent
boost factor as described in Section 5.3, we obtain a
good fit to the data regardless of whether we assume
a self-similar collapse model (cyan line) or an isothermal
model (magenta line) for the structure of intergalactic
filaments (see Section 5.2). The main reason for the
effective decline in the boost factor at z >∼ 2.5 at these
halo masses is the predicted drop in the cold gas fraction
in cosmic web filaments due to the increase of the
filament virial temperature with redshift.

For the lower mass, higher redshift case presented in
Figure 10, we see that a model with no entrainment,
s = 1, provides the lower bound of observations with
low feedback with a mass loading factor of η = 2. This
is consistent with the results of Dekel & Mandelker
(2014) without stellar accretion fsa = 0, since our
model gives a stellar accretion of 0.03 at these lower
masses. For this range of mass and redshift, both the
CGM and the filaments are partially hot and partially
cold, yielding typical values of s ∼ 2 and fsa

<∼ 0.03.
With the entrainment predicted from our model, the
lower and upper bounds of the observations are given by
the maximum (cyan) and minimum (magenta) bounds
of assumed η, yielding a good fit to most observational
data, though the predicted sSFR declines more steeply
towards lower redshift than some of the observational
data seem to suggest (Stark et al. 2013).

To summarise, we have shown that a self-consistent
model for entrainment of hot CGM gas onto cold streams
penetrating massive galaxies, when added to the minimal
bathtub toy model presented in Dekel & Mandelker
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Figure 10. Same as Figure 9 for halos of 2×1011M⊙ at z ∼ (4−6).

Observational data are taken from Stark et al. (2013) (blue circles),
González et al. (2014) (red triangles), and Khusanova et al. (2020)

(green inverted triangles). Our model predictions all assume ϵ =
0.02, but different values for η and s as indicated in the legend. In

particular, the dotted line represents a case with weak outflows and

no entrainment, η = 2 and s = 1, which seems to be a reasonable
match to the data. However, models with larger values of η ∼ 15

require entrainment to match the data. Our fiducial model using

our mass and redshift dependent values for s and fsa is a very
good match to the data, where the data is bracketed by values of

η = 15 and 2 (cyan and magenta lines, respectively).

(2014), can resolve the discrepancy between the observed
and predicted values of the sSFR at z > 2.

6 DISCUSSION

6.1 Caveats and Additional Physical Effects

Our current analysis examines the impact of radiative
cooling, self-shielding, and the halo gravitational
potential on the evolution of cold streams feeding
massive galaxies during cosmic noon and their
interaction with the hot CGM. However, to draw firm
conclusions regarding the evolution of astrophysical
streams, we must consider several additional physical
processes that are missing from our current analysis.
These include self-gravity, magnetic fields, thermal
conduction, turbulence in the CGM and the stream,
and the initial penetration of the stream through the
accretion shock. In this section, we discuss the potential
impact of these processes, which we plan to explore in
more detail in future work.

The impact of self-gravity on stream evolution and
the stream-CGM interaction has been explored by Aung
et al. (2019), without considering radiative cooling or
the halo potential. They found that the self-gravity of
the stream can either lead to gravitational fragmentation
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and collapse if the line-mass is large, or to suppression of
KHI due to buoyancy when the line-mass is small. The
maximal line-mass for which the stream can maintain
hydrostatic equilibrium under its own self-gravity is
λmax = ac2s/G, where a is a unitless factor that
depends on the adiabatic index of the stream and
is a = 2 for an isothermal stream (Ostriker 1964).
Mandelker et al. (2018) estimated that the cold gas
streams feeding galaxies at z = 2 should have a line-mass
on the order of λ ∼ λmax. Above this value, the
stream will collapse radially and eventually fragment
into gravitationally unstable clumps with a separation of
the order of a few times the stream diameter (Inutsuka
& Miyama 1992), a process which is thought to play
an important role in star-formation within filamentary
structures in giant molecular clouds (GMCs) in low-z
galaxies (e.g. André et al. 2010, 2014; Arzoumanian
et al. 2011). Even when λ < λmax, the stream
can fragment gravitationally due to long wavelength
axisymmetric perturbations (Nagasawa 1987; Hunter
et al. 1997, 1998; Heigl et al. 2016, 2018b; Aung et al.
2019). Without radiative cooling, the clouds which
form as a result of stream fragmentation are sub-Jeans
and pressure-confined by the CGM, with their mass
approaching the thermal Jeans mass as λ→ λmax (Aung
et al. 2019). However, when cooling is included, the
clouds are expected to become gravitationally unstable
and collapse (Clarke et al. 2016, 2017; Aung et al.,
in preparation). This process can lead to gravitational
collapse, star formation in streams within the CGM,
and possibly even the formation of globular clusters at
high redshift (Mandelker et al. 2018; Bennett & Sijacki
2020). At very low values of the line-mass, shear between
the stream and the CGM prevents fragmentation. At
the same time, buoyancy forces stabilise the growth
of the shear layer and prevent the stream from fully
mixing into the CGM (Aung et al. 2019). If the stream
fragments into clumps, this will change the dynamics of
the cold gas and the inflow rate because, unlike long
cylindrical streams, spherical gas clouds experience ram
pressure and additional gas drag, which increase the
deceleration and mixing beyond those due only to KHI
(e.g., Forbes & Lin 2019; Tan et al. 2023). However, these
effects are likely to be minimal in clouds that form as
beads-on-a-string along a fragmented stream, since the
interclump medium likely remains co-moving with the
clumps.

Magnetic fields have been found to stabilise KHI
and suppress the growth of the shear layer in planar,
cylindrical, and spherical geometries (Ferrari et al. 1981;
Birkinshaw 1990; Berlok & Pfrommer 2019). This has
mostly been studied for non-radiative shear layers.
However, relatively few studies to date have explored
the evolution of shear layers when considering both
radiative cooling and magnetic fields. The evolution is
not obvious, since while magnetic fields prevent the
mixing of the stream and CGM gas, it is precisely
this mixing which leads to entrainment when radiative
cooling is considered. Thus, it remains unclear what
the net effect will be in terms of the competition
between these processes, which will likely depend on the
properties of the field. Studies suggest that the result

greatly depends on the ratio of thermal to magnetic
pressure β ≡ Ptherm/Pmag and the direction of the initial
magnetic field (Sparre et al. 2020; Ledos et al. 2024;
Brüggen et al. 2023; Hidalgo Pineda et al. 2023), and
that the answer may be different for spherical clouds
compared to planar shear layers (Ji et al. 2019; Gronke
& Oh 2020; Li et al. 2020). Early results for cylindrical
streams suggest that entrainment is suppressed for initial
values of the ratio of thermal to magnetic pressure
β <∼ 1000, while for higher values of β the evolution is
very similar to the hydrodynamic case (Mandelker et al.,
in preparation). Typical β values for cold streams near
the virial radii of massive halos at high-z are uncertain,
but cosmological simulations suggest that they could be
in the range of β ∼ (102 − 106) (Pakmor et al. 2020; Lu
et al. 2024).

The mixing and cooling of gas in the shear layer
can be hindered if there is efficient thermal conduction.
Based on previous work by Begelman & McKee (1990)
and Armillotta et al. (2016), M20a argued that thermal
conduction should be important for the evolution of cold
streams if the stream radius, Rs, is smaller than the Field
length, given by

Lfield ≃ 0.2 kpc
δ
7/4
100T

7/4
4

Λ
1/2
−23ns,0.01

, (48)

where T4 = Ts/10
4 K, δ100 = δ/100, ns,0.01 =

nH,0/0.01 cm
−3, and Λ−23 = Λ/10−23erg cm−3 s−1 is

the cooling rate normalised to the cooling rate at 1.5Ts
in the presence of the UV background at z = 2.
M20a further deduced that Lfield is comparable to the
critical stream radius above which entrainment occurs,
Rs,crit. Thus, whenever the cooling time is shorter
than the stream disruption time, thermal conduction is
ineffective in smoothing the stream. However, comparing
the width of the mixing layer to the Field length yields
an intermediate regime where thermal conduction can
smooth out the mixing layer but not the stream itself
(Brüggen et al. 2023), thus slightly suppressing the
mass entrainment rate and Lyman-α luminosity (Ledos
et al. 2024). We note that these estimates are based
on the properties of streams at the virial radius, while
the stream becomes narrower and denser at smaller
halocentric radii. As we have seen, the stream radius
roughly scales as Rs ∝ n−1/2 (eqs. 14-15), while
LField ∝ n−1 (eq. 48). Therefore, if thermal conduction is
ineffective at the virial radius, it should be ineffective in
the inner CGM as well, similar to our arguments about
the effectiveness of entrainment in the inner versus outer
halo.

Our analysis has assumed that the streams are in
thermal pressure equilibrium with the CGM, neglecting
non-thermal sources of support such as turbulence or
vorticity. However, cosmological simulations suggest that
cosmic web filaments streams are highly turbulent
and strongly supported by rotation and vorticity even
prior to penetrating the virial shock around massive
halos (Codis et al. 2012, 2015; Laigle et al. 2015; Lu
et al. 2024). Furthermore, theoretical studies of filament
growth through radial accretion show that the accretion
causes turbulence to build up inside the filament and
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contribute to its support, with typical Mach numbers
of order unity (Heitsch 2013; Clarke et al. 2016, 2017;
Heigl et al. 2018a; Mandelker et al. 2018). Non-thermal
motions in the form of turbulence and rotation are
also important in the CGM itself (Oppenheimer 2018;
Lochhaas et al. 2021, 2023). While turbulence can
suppress the growth of cold gas through radiative mixing
layers, it can also enhance it under certain circumstances
due to the larger surface areas induced by the fractal
geometry of the turbulence (Gronke et al. 2022). Such
non-thermal effects must be carefully considered in
future work in order to describe stream evolution.
As the cold gas stream enters the CGM, it passes

through the virial accretion shock surrounding the dark
matter halo. If the cold stream were to also get shocked
at the halo virial radius, the increased pressure can
lead to its expansion and eventual disruption (Dekel
& Birnboim 2006; Cornuault et al. 2018). However,
cosmological simulations suggest that filaments do not
themselves experience a head-on shock at the virial
radius (Bennett & Sijacki 2020), with such a shock
appearing only at r ∼ 0.3Rv (Zinger et al. 2018). On
the other hand, the confining pressure around the cold
stream increases by an order of magnitude or more as it
penetrates the shock-heated CGM (Lu et al. 2024). This
may cause the stream to ‘shatter’ into tiny cloudlets,
similar to the effects seen in spherical clouds undergoing
a large sudden increase in confining pressure (McCourt
et al. 2018; Gronke & Oh 2018; Banda-Barragán et al.
2021). A further complication may arise from the
interaction of streams with galactic winds induced by
supernova or AGN feedback in the ISM. These effects
should be explored in detail in future work, using both
idealised simulations of stream-shock interactions, and
fully cosmological simulations with enhanced spatial
refinement on streams that will allow these processes to
be resolved (see, e.g. van de Voort et al. 2019; Peeples
et al. 2019; Hummels et al. 2019; Bennett & Sijacki
2020; Mandelker et al. 2021). Only then can we draw
firm conclusions regarding the evolution of streams in
the CGM.

6.2 Comparison to Other Models and Simulations

In this section, we compare two aspects of our results
to previous results in the literature. The first relates to
the net forces acting on the stream as it flows down the
potential well of the dark matter halo, and the second
relates to the impact of entrainment on the sSFR of
high-z galaxies.
We found that the stream constantly accelerates as it

flows from 1.1Rv to 0.1Rv in all cases, but with a net
acceleration that is always smaller than free-fall. On the
other hand, previous work has shown that cold spherical
clouds falling through the hot CGM in an external
gravitational potential reach a constant ‘terminal’
velocity, with the inward gravitational acceleration
balanced by the deceleration caused by ram pressure
and an effective drag force arising from the cold cloud
sharing its momentum with the hot gas due to mixing
(Tan et al. 2023). These effects seem to become dominant
only after the first free-fall time, with the clouds close to

free-fall at earlier times. In the case of cold streams, we
find that the entrainment time scale is much longer than
the virial crossing time scale, and the entrained gas is
thus not enough to significantly slow the bulk flow of
the stream. If we were to naively apply the formalism
of Tan et al. (2023) to the case of cold streams, we
would conclude that the streams would reach a terminal
velocity of ∼ (5 − 6)Vv after ∼ 2 virial crossing times.
This is clearly not self-consistent, as the streams would
already have collided with the central galaxy by that
point. Thus, cold streams inflowing through an NFW
potential are unlikely to ever achieve terminal velocity,
despite being somewhat slowed down with respect to the
free-fall velocity.
We found that the observed excess in the sSFR

of galaxies at cosmic noon can be explained by the
entrainment of hot CGM gas onto the cold stream,
which increases the cold gas accretion rate onto the
galaxy with respect to the accretion rate onto the dark
matter halo. An alternate approach was taken by Mitra
et al. (2015). These authors used a similar bathtub
model to the one we employ here, but introduced
the recycling of gas that was previously ejected from
the galaxy due to outflows following some delay time,
which was a parameter of their model. Our entrainment
scenario also allows the ISM to reaccrete gas which
was previously ejected into the CGM, and provides an
explicit mechanism for how such recycling may occur.
However, we note that the entrained gas is not comprised
solely of gas previously ejected from the galaxy, but also
of gas accreted onto the halo in the ‘hot mode’, outside
of the cold streams. Although our model predicts a final
accretion rate similar to the model of Mitra et al. (2015),
a detailed study of the connection between gas recycling
and entrainment is left for future work.
Finally, we note that some cosmological hydrodynamic

simulations appear to obtain sSFRs for massive galaxies
at z ∼ 2 that are consistent with observations (e.g.,
Nelson et al. 2021). The details of how this is achieved
in these simulations, through recycling, entrainment, or
some other process, and how these simulations differ
from previous studies that underpredicted the sSFR, is
not yet clear and should be the focus of future studies.

7 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We study the evolution of cold accretion streams that
feed massive star-forming galaxies at z ∼ (2 − 4)
from the cosmic web, flowing through their hot CGM
towards the central galaxy. These streams are subject
to hydrodynamic and thermal instabilities as a result
of their interaction with the ambient hot CGM gas.
Previous works have shown that this interaction can lead
to the entrainment of hot CGM gas onto the cold streams
through a radiative turbulent mixing layer (M20a), thus
increasing the cold gas accretion rate towards the galaxy
(M20b). However, these previous works used simulations
that did not include the gravitational potential of the
host halo (M20a) or analytic arguments which accounted
for the halo potential but in an overly simplistic manner
and without the corresponding numerical simulations
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(M20b). Here, we used numerical simulations that
include the halo potential along with an improved
analytical treatment to study the evolution of the
stream. We then incorporate our results into a ‘bathtub’
model for galaxy evolution, based on the minimal
bathtub toy model introduced in Dekel & Mandelker
(2014), to explore the effects of CGM entrainment onto
cold streams on the SFR histories of galaxies. Our main
results can be summarised as follows:

(i) We derive equilibrium configurations for cold
streams embedded in a hot CGM in hydrostatic
equilibrium within the potential well of an NFW dark
matter halo. The streams become denser, narrower, and
colder as they accelerate towards the halo centre.

(ii) When perturbations are introduced at the base of
the stream near the virial radius, the streams nonetheless
survive to the halo center across all parameters studied,
even those that would suggest that the streams should
disrupt based on their properties at Rv. Furthermore,
the radial mass inflow rate of the cold gas increases by a
factor of 2−3.5 as the stream approaches the centre. This
is mainly due to the entrainment of hot CGM gas, which
mixes with cold stream gas and cools. The entrainment
is stronger for denser streams due to the faster cooling
rate, and for initially slower streams due to the longer
time the stream spends in the CGM.

(iii) The dissipation rate of mechanical energy
and thermal enthalpy induced by the stream-CGM
interaction as the stream flows down the potential well
of the host halo is sufficient to power observed Lyα blobs
with L >∼ 1042erg s−1 for certain stream parameters.
This is also in agreement with the previous model of
M20b. The energy sources are the infall into the halo
gravitational potential well and the radiative cooling
in the stream-CGM mixing layer, combined with UV
fluorescence.

(iv) The increase in the radial mass inflow rate of
the cold gas and the dissipation rate stays the same
whether or not self-shielding of dense gas from the UV
background is considered, with the only difference being
the fraction of the emission that is sourced from the
stream-CGM interaction versus the UV background.

(v) The simulation results are well described by
an analytic model that improves upon the model
proposed in M20b by accounting for realistic density and
temperature profiles in the hot CGM and cold streams.
Based on the model and our assumed fiducial stream
properties, we predict that the cold gas accretion rate
onto galaxies that live in the centres of dark matter halos
with Mv ≳ 1012M⊙ at z ∼ (2 − 3) is 2 − 3.5 times
higher than the cosmological accretion rate at the virial
radius of their dark matter halos. The enhancement in
the inflow rate decreases towards lower redshifts due to
the lower densities and slower cooling at later times.

(vi) Two necessary conditions for the increase in the
cold gas accretion rate are (1) the existence of a hot
CGM in the host dark mater halo, and (2) that the
intergalactic cosmic web filaments contain a substantial
amount of cold gas in their cores before they enter
the halo. Using these conditions, we extend our model

to predict the cold gas accretion rate onto galaxies
as a function of halo mass and redshift and identify
the regimes where such conditions are satisfied, roughly
Mv ∼ (1011.5 − 1012.5)M⊙ at z = (1− 5).

(vii) Using an analytic bathtub toy model, we
compute the star formation rates of galaxies as a function
of halo mass and redshift, accounting for the boost in the
cold gas accretion rat. Our model predictions agree with
the observed star formation rate of massive star-forming
galaxies at z = 2− 5.
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M., Magee D., 2014, ApJ, 781, 34

Gronke M., Oh S. P., 2018, MNRAS, 480, L111

Gronke M., Oh S. P., 2020, MNRAS, 492, 1970

Gronke M., Oh S. P., Ji S., Norman C., 2022, MNRAS, 511, 859

Haardt F., Madau P., 1996, ApJ, 461, 20

Harris C. R., et al., 2020, Nature, 585, 357

Heigl S., Burkert A., Hacar A., 2016, MNRAS, 463, 4301

Heigl S., Burkert A., Gritschneder M., 2018a, MNRAS, 474, 4881

Heigl S., Gritschneder M., Burkert A., 2018b, MNRAS, 481, L1

Heitsch F., 2013, ApJ, 769, 115

Hidalgo Pineda F., Farber R. J., Gronke M., 2023, in American

Astronomical Society Meeting Abstracts. p. 177.75

Hillier A., Arregui I., 2019, ApJ, 885, 101

Hogarth L., et al., 2020, MNRAS, 494, 3541

Hong W.-S., Zhu W., Wang T.-R., Yang X., Feng L.-L., 2024,

MNRAS, 529, 4262

Huchra J., et al., 2005, in Fairall A. P., Woudt P. A., eds,

Astronomical Society of the Pacific Conference Series Vol. 329,

Nearby Large-Scale Structures and the Zone of Avoidance.
p. 135

Hummels C. B., et al., 2019, ApJ, 882, 156

Hunter J. D., 2007, Computing in Science & Engineering, 9, 90

Hunter Jr. J. H., Whitaker R. W., Lovelace R. V. E., 1997, ApJ,

482, 852

Hunter Jr. J. H., Whitaker R. W., Lovelace R. V. E., 1998, ApJ,
508, 680

Inutsuka S.-I., Miyama S. M., 1992, ApJ, 388, 392

Ji S., Oh S. P., Masterson P., 2019, MNRAS, 487, 737

Kennicutt Robert C. J., 1989, ApJ, 344, 685

Kennicutt Jr. R. C., 1998, ApJ, 498, 541
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APPENDIX A: HYDROSTATIC PROFILE FOR
THE HOT CGM

In this section, we provide the solution to eq. (21) for the
density profile of the hot CGM in hydrostatic equilibrium
within the gravitational potential of an NFW halo, as
described in Section 2.3. The enclosed mass profile is

M(r) =Mv
f(cx)

f(c)
, (A1)

where Mv is the halo virial mass, namely the total mass
enclosed within the virial radius, Rv, x ≡ r/Rv, and c is
the halo concentration. The function f(x) is given by

f(x) = ln (1 + x)− x

1 + x
. (A2)

Inserting this into eq. (21) along with the assumption
of a polytropic gas profile, namely

Ph(r) = Ph,0

(
ρh(r)

ρh,0

)γ′

, (A3)

with Ph,0 and ρh,0 the CGM pressure and density at
some radius r0, we obtain the following solution for the
density,

ρh(r)

ρh,0
=

[
1 + η

(
ln(1 + cx)

x
− ln(1 + cx0)

x0

)] 1
γ′−1

,

(A4)
where x0 = r0/Rv and

η ≡ γ′ − 1

γ′
GMv/Rv

Ph,0/ρh,0

1

f(c)
. (A5)

We see that the density profile is cored, approaching
a constant at small radii. Following Komatsu & Seljak
(2001), we demand that the gas density profile follow
the NFW profile outside of the core, over a wide
range of radii. This condition sets the parameters γ′

and (GMv/Rv)/(Ph,0/ρh,0) as a function of c. For
our fiducial value of c = 10, Komatsu & Seljak
(2001) obtain γ′ ∼ 1.185 and (GMv/Rv)/(Ph,0/ρh,0) ∼
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t r Λ p v ρ

ξ λ M P V D

ln t
tita

r
rta

Λ
ρbπr2ta

p
ρb(rta/t)

2
v

rta/t
ρ
ρb

Table B1. The normalization assumed under the self-similar
model. The top row indicates physical quantity. The middle

indicates the corresponding dimensionless quantity. The bottom
row indicates the relation between the dimensionless quantity and

the physical quantities.

3.536. The latter corresponds to a ratio of virial
velocity to adiabatic sound speed at r0 of Vv/cb =
[(GMv/Rv)/(γPh,0/ρh,0)]

1/2 ∼ 1.45. In our simulations,
we set r0 = 1.1Rv and vary ρh,0 = ρs,0/δ0 (see Table 1).

APPENDIX B: SELF-SIMILAR DENSITY
PROFILES OF FILAMENTS

The self-similar filament profiles are derived by
combining elements of the collisionless cylindrical
collapse model of Fillmore & Goldreich (1984) and
the collisional spherical collapse model of Bertschinger
(1985b). Following Fillmore & Goldreich (1984), the
matter will break away from the expanding background
and collapse at a turnaround radius if the gravitational
pull due to the enclosed density is large enough
to overcome the Hubble flow. Following Bertschinger
(1985b), we do not assume virialization after the infalling
mass shell reaches a certain radius, but rather consider
shell crossing for dark matter and the formation of an
accretion shock for gas. We assume an Einstein-de Sitter
universe with Ωm = 1, a ∝ t2/3 and a background matter
density ρb = 1/6πGt2, with t the cosmic time. The model
also assumes that the filament is infinite along its axis.
Each mass shell around the overdense cylindrical region
reaches its turnaround radius at some time tita, the time
of initial turnaround, and then proceeds to fall towards
the filament axis. This sets the initial condition for the
mass shell, where the turnaround radius is rta ≡ r(tita),
the enclosed line-mass at turnaround is Λta ≡ Λ(tita),
and the initial velocity is vta ≡ v(tita) = 0. The filament
line-mass enclosed within the turnaround radius at time
t increases as a function of time as4 Λ(rta) ∝ as−1 ∝
t2(s−1)/3. Accordingly, the turnaround radius grows as
rta(t) ∝

√
Λ/ρb = a3δ/2, where δ = 2(1 + s/2)/3.

The dark matter mass shell then follows the equation
of motion (Fillmore & Goldreich 1984)

d2r

dt2
=
d(Hr)

dt
− 2G(Λ− Λb)

r
=

2πGρbr

3
− 2GΛ

r
, (B1)

with H = a−1da/dt the Hubble constant at time t, and
Λb = πr2ρb.

4 Self-similar models for halo mass growth assume m(rta) ∝ as

(Fillmore & Goldreich 1984; Shi 2016). For filaments, the filament

axis is expanding due to the expansion of the universe, which
decreases the line-mass and leads to the −1 in the power law

exponent.

The self-similar model assumes that the filament
profile is universal for a given mass accretion rate, and
we can, therefore, remove the time dependence when all
parameters are normalised by appropriate quantities (see
Table B1). The equation of motion can then be expressed
in dimensionless form as

d2λ

dξ2
+ (2δ − 1)

dλ

dξ
+ δ(δ − 1)λ =

λ

9
− M

3λ
. (B2)

We solve eq. (B2) iteratively as follows. We begin by
assuming a power-law mass profile, and then numerically
integrate the equation with the outer boundary condition
M(λ = 1) = Mta and dλ/dξ(λ = 1) = −δ. Once
we obtain the solution for the trajectory of the mass
shell, we update the total enclosed line-mass at radius λ
according to Bertschinger (1985a,b)

M(λ) =Mta

N(λ)∑
i=1

(−1)i−1 exp(−2(s− 1)ξi/3), (B3)

where the index i runs over all N(λ) mass shells that are
currently at radius λ, and ξi are the times with respect to
each mass shell’s turnaround time.Mta is the normalised
line mass inside the current turnaround radius.
Thus, Mtaexp[−2(s − 1)ξi/3] = Mta(aita/ai)

s−1 =
Λita/(πr

2
taρb) is the enclosed line-mass when the shell

was at the turnaround normalised by the current
density and the turnaround radius, so that the overall
normalisation of the mass profile is uniform among all
shells. The alternating signs (−1)i−1 account for the fact
that the shells at the radius λ are alternating whether
they are flowing in or out. The first shell is on its way in
along the first infall, the second has fallen in and is on its
way back out towards the first splashback, the third is
on its way in along the second infall, etc. We then insert
the updated mass profile obtained with eq. (B3) back
into eq. (B2) and solve it again to obtain a new mass
profile. We repeat this process until the mass profiles
have converged to within < 3%.
The collisional gas, on the other hand, follows the

continuity equations expressed as

dρ

dt
= −ρ

r

∂

∂r
(rv),

dv

dt
=

2πG

3
ρbr −

2GΛ

r
+

1

ρ

∂p

∂r
,

dk

dt
= 0,

∂Λ

∂r
= 2πrρ, (B4)

with the entropy k ≡ pρ−γ , and the Lagrangian
derivative df/dt ≡ ∂f/∂t + v · ∇f = ∂f/∂t + v ∂f/∂r.
The gas is assumed to be pressureless outside the
shock and infalls similarly to dark matter until it is
shock-heated at a radius rsh. The post-shock properties
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are given by

v2 =
γ − 1

γ + 1
[v1 − vsh] + vsh,

ρ2 =
γ + 1

γ − 1
ρ1,

p2 =
2

γ + 1
ρ1 [v1 − vsh]

2
,

Λ2 = Λ1, (B5)

assuming infinite Mach number due to pressureless
pre-shock conditions. vsh is the speed at which the
accretion shock propagates, given by differentiating
rsh(t) = λshrta(t), where λsh is constant with time
due to the assumption of self-similarity. The continuity
equations and the shock jump conditions can be
rewritten as follows.

−2D + (V − δλ)D′ = −D
λ
(λV )′,

V (δ − 1) + (V − λδ)V ′ =

[
λ

9
− M

3λ

]
− P ′

D
,

(V − λδ)
(PD−γ)′

PD−γ
= 2(1− γ) + 2(1− δ),

M ′ = 2λD, (B6)

and

V2 =
γ − 1

γ + 1
[V1 − λshδ] + λshδ,

D2 =
γ + 1

γ − 1
D1,

P2 =
2

γ + 1
D1 [V1 − λshδ]

2
,

M2 =M1, (B7)

where λsh is the normalized shock radius. These
equations are solved using the same initial conditions
at the turnaround radius as for dark matter, and the
shock radius is set such that the solution ensures the
inner boundary condition V = 0.
Note that the model assumes a matter-dominated EdS

universe, which is valid for z ≳ 2. The accretion rate
s for the filament can be estimated by differentiating
eq. (34) with time and calculating d logM/d log a. This
gives s ≈ 1.2, assumed throughout our model. Given the
redshift of the halo and the line-mass of the filament
from eq. (34) and the specific s of the filament, we can
calculate rta to provide the normalisation of the filament
profile.

APPENDIX C: RESOLUTION CONVERGENCE

We repeat the fiducial simulation of Vs,0 = Vv, δ0 =
100, nH,0 = 0.01 cm−3 (first row in Table 1), with 2
lower resolution simulations (denoted R − 1 and R − 2)
and 1 higher resolution simulation (R + 1). In the
lower-resolution simulations, we increase cell sizes in all
regions by a factor of 2 and 4 for R − 1 and R − 2,
respectively. For R+1 simulation, we add an additional
refinement region, resolving the region of z < 0.225Rv

and max(|x|, |y|) < 0.25Rs,0 by another factor of 2. In
Figure C1, we show that the profiles of mass inflow rate
and Lyman-α luminosity generally converge, with a very
slight decrease in entrainment rate as the resolution gets
lower. This is in agreement with previous studies of cold
spherical clouds in hot wind tunnels, where the cold gas
entrainment rate is converged for resolution as low as 8
cells per cloud radius, which would be equivalent to R−3
(Gronke & Oh 2020).
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Figure C1. The cold gas mass inflow rate (top) and the integrated

Lyman-α luminosity profile (bottom) as a function of halocentric

radius, r, in simulations with different resolutions for our fiducial
parameters (first row in Table 1). We compare the result of R0,

the fiducial resolution, to two lower resolution simulations (R − 1
and R − 2) and one higher resolution simulation (R + 1). There
is a mild trend of increased inflow rate and luminosity with

higher resolution, but the differences are extremely small, and all
simulations converge to within < 5%.
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