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ABSTRACT

We extend the analytic theory presented by Sternberg et al. (2014) and Bialy & Sternberg (2016)

for the production of atomic hydrogen (HI) via FUV photodissociation at the boundaries of dense

interstellar molecular (H2) clouds, to also include the effects of penetrating (low-energy) cosmic-rays

for the growth of the total HI column densities. We compute the steady-state abundances of the

HI and H2 in one-dimensional gas slabs in which the FUV photodissociation rates are reduced by

depth-dependent H2 self-shielding and dust absorption, and in which the cosmic-ray ionization rates

are either constant or reduced by transport effects. The solutions for the HI and H2 density profiles

and the integrated HI columns, depend primarily on the ratios IUV/Rn and ζ/Rn, where IUV is the

intensity of the photodissociating FUV field, ζ is the H2 cosmic-ray ionization rate, n is the hydrogen

gas density, and R is the dust-surface H2 formation rate coefficient. We present computations for a

wide range of FUV field strengths, cosmic-ray ionization rates, and dust-to-gas ratios. We develop

analytic expressions for the growth of the HI column densities. For Galactic giant molecular clouds

(GMCs) with multiphased (warm/cold) HI envelopes, the interior cosmic-ray zones will dominate the

production of the HI only if ζ ≳ 4.5 × 10−16 × (MGMC/10
6 M⊙)

−1/2 s−1, where MGMC is the GMC

mass, and including attenuation of the cosmic-ray fluxes. For most Galactic GMCs and conditions,

FUV photodissociation dominates over cosmic-ray ionization for the production of the HI column

densities. Furthermore, the cosmic-rays do not affect the HI-to-H2 transition points.

Keywords: galaxies:ISM – ISM:clouds – ISM: HI and H2 – ISM:cosmic rays

1. INTRODUCTION

The compression of diffuse and warm interstellar

atomic hydrogen (HI) gas into dense cold giant molec-

ular (H2) clouds (GMCs) is associated with radiative

cooling, gravitational collapse, chemical complexity, and

galaxy- star- and planet-formation across cosmic time

(McKee & Ostriker 2007; Tacconi et al. 2020; Chevance

et al. 2022; Sternberg et al. 2014, hereafter S14). Much

of the cold (≲ 500 K) HI observed via 21 cm emis-

sions and absorptions in the interstellar medium (ISM)

of galaxies is produced in photodissociation regions

(PDRs) in the atomic to molecular (HI-to-H2) transition

layers of the dense star-forming molecular clouds (Allen

et al. 1986; Heiner et al. 2011; Walter et al. 2008; Bialy

et al. 2017; Schruba et al. 2018; Saintonge & Catinella

2022).

In recent years, hydrodynamical simulations of ever

increasing sophistication have been incorporating the

coupled radiative transfer and chemical processes nec-

essary for appropriate modeling of the cold HI and H2

components of the ISM (Bialy et al. 2017; Nickerson

et al. 2018; Inoue et al. 2020; Seifried et al. 2022; Katz

et al. 2022; Gebek et al. 2023; Hu et al. 2021, 2022;

Hopkins et al. 2023; Kim et al. 2023b; Gurman et al.

2023). Semianalytic methodology, including “classical”

one-dimensional (1D) PDR modeling (Tielens & Hol-

lenbach 1985; van Dishoeck & Black 1988; Sternberg &

Dalgarno 1989; Wolfire et al. 2022) remain essential tools

for interpreting observations, and for understanding and

post-processing the results of the hydrodynamical sim-

ulations (Levrier et al. 2012; Bialy & Sternberg 2016;
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2 Sternberg et al.

Röllig & Ossenkopf-Okada 2022; Pound & Wolfire 2023;

Kim et al. 2023a; Bisbas et al. 2023).

H2 photodissociation by far-ultraviolet (FUV, ∼ 1000

Å) radiation is limited by dust absorption to typical hy-

drogen gas column densities of ∼ 1021 cm−2 (or gas

surface densities Σgas ∼ 11 M⊙ pc−2 including helium)

with temperatures ∼ 100 K. At greater cloud depths

a residual (but still significant) abundance of ultra-

cold (∼ 20 K) atomic hydrogen may be maintained by

low-energy (≲ 1 Gev) cosmic ray proton bombardment

(Spitzer & Tomasko 1968; Solomon & Werner 1971; Dal-

garno 2006; Gabici 2022), and observable as “HI narrow

self-absorption” (HINSA) features in 21 cm line profiles

(Knapp 1974; Li & Goldsmith 2003; Goldsmith et al.

2007; Seifried et al. 2022).

What are the relative contributions of FUV photodis-

sociation and cosmic-ray bombardment to the produc-

tion of HI in typical molecular clouds in star-forming

galaxies? In S14 and Bialy & Sternberg (2016, here-

after BS16) we presented numerical and analytic the-

ory for the HI column densities produced by photodis-

sociation in the HI-to-H2 transition layers in optically

thick and dusty PDRs, but with the exclusion of cosmic-

rays. In Bialy & Sternberg (2015) we investigated the

HI/H2 balance in low-metallicity cloud interiors dom-

inated by cosmic-ray processes, but with no FUV. In

Sternberg et al. (2021) we did consider combined FUV

and cosmic-ray irradiation, but for dust-free systems in

which cosmic-ray ionization, rather than dust catalysis,

drives a gas-phase conversion of HI to H2, and in which

the attenuation of the photodissocation rate is via pure

H2 absorption line self-shielding. Such dust-free PDRs

may be relevant for young Universe conditions at the

epoch of first star-formation. In this paper, we extend

the analytic theory we presented in S14 and BS16 for

dusty clouds, to also include cosmic-ray removal of the

H2 and the associated production of residual HI in the

extended molecular cloud interiors. This in addition to

direct photodissociation in the cloud surface PDRs.

In §2.1 and 2.2 we write down our basic HI/H2

formation-destruction equation that includes a term for

cosmic-ray removal of H2 and the associated production

of HI. We define the basic physical quantities and di-

mensionless parameters in the problem, α, β, σ̃g, and

G. We derive analytic expressions for the growth of

the HI column density, from the outer PDR into the

shielded cosmic-ray zone (CRZ), as a function of the

gas density, far-UV field intensity, cosmic-ray ionization

rate, and dust-to-gas ratio. In §2.3 we develop a for-

mula for the critical cloud depths at which cosmic-rays

dominate the the HI columns. In §2.4 we apply our

formula to Galactic giant molecular clouds (GMCs) to

assess whether cosmic rays can be significant contribu-

tors to HI columns in GMCs including their PDRs. In

§3 we present numerical computations for the HI and H2

abundance profiles and HI columns densities for a wide

range of parameter combinations of the FUV intensity,

cosmic-ray ionization rate, and gas density. We present

results with and without the inclusion of a model for

attenuation of the cosmic-ray fluxes. We also show how

the profiles scale with the assumed dust-to-gas ratio. We

discuss the effects of cosmic-ray ionization on the loca-

tions of the HI-to-H2 transition points in the Appendix.

We summarize in §4.

2. THEORY

2.1. Formation-Destruction Equation

We consider an idealized one-dimensional semi-infinite

cloud in slab geometry exposed on one side to beamed

(normally incident) far-ultraviolet radiation, in combi-

nation with a flux of penetrating cosmic ray particles.

In dusty systems the formation-destruction equation for

the steady-state HI and H2 fractions at any cloud depth

is

RnxHI = [
1

2
D0f(NH2)e

−τdust + ϕζ
s(N)

C
]xH2 (1)

where xHI ≡ nHI/n is the atomic (HI) fraction, xH2
≡

nH2
/n is the molecular (H2) fraction, and nHI, nH2

, and

n, are the atomic, molecular, and total hydrogen gas

densities (cm−3). Particle conservation is

xHI + 2xH2
= 1 , (2)

where we assume that the abundances of hydrogen

species other than HI or H2 are negligibly small1.

The lefthand side of Eq. (1) is the H2 formation rate

(s−1), where

R ≡ 3× 10−17 σ̃g T
1/2
2 cm3 s−1 (3)

is the grain-surface H2 formation rate coefficient, T2 ≡
T/(100 K) where T is the gas temperature (K), and

σ̃g is the dust-to-gas ratio normalized to the standard

Galactic ISM dust-to-gas mass ratio of 1:100 for which

σ̃g=1 (Bohlin et al. 1978; Rémy-Ruyer et al. 2014).

The righthand side of Eq. (1), is the H2 destruction

rate by Lyman-Werner band photodissociation (LW:

912-1108 Å) in the PDR, and by cosmic-ray impact in

the CRZ. In the first term,

D0 ≡ 5.8× 10−11 IUV s−1

1 See for example Fig. 10 in Bialy & Sternberg (2015) or Fig. 6 in
Sternberg et al. (2021).
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is the unattenuated free-space rate (Sternberg et al.

2014; Heays et al. 2017) for LW band photodissociation,

H2 + νLW → H + H , (4)

where IUV is the far ultraviolet (6-13.6 eV) intensity

relative to the Draine (1978) representation for the

interstellar radiation field in the Solar neighborhood

(IUV = 1). The factor of 1/2 accounts for the reduction

of the photodissociation rate at the cloud surface due to

the presence of the optically thick slab itself. The FUV

and photodissociation rate are attenuated by a combi-

nation of dust absorption, and H2 self-shielding as the

LW absorption lines become optically thick.

The exponential term in Eq. (1) accounts for the dust

attenuation. The LW band dust optical depth

τdust ≡ σg(NHI + 2NH2
) (5)

where N = NHI +2NH2
is the total (atomic plus molec-

ular) hydrogen column density from the cloud surface,

and

σg ≡ 1.9× 10−21 σ̃g cm2 (6)

is the dust absorption cross section per hydrogen nu-

cleus. Here σ̃g is the same dust-to-gas ratio appearing

in Eq. (3). This parameter can also be viewed as the

normalized dust absorption cross section. I.e., we are

assuming that the H2 formation rate coefficient (Eq. [3])

and the dust absorption cross section (Eq. [6]) scale iden-

tically with the overall dust abundance.

The H2 self-shielding function

f(NH2) ≡
1

σd

dWd(NH2
)

dNH2

(7)

where Wd(NH2
) (Hz) is the multi-line curve of growth

for the H2 dissociation bandwidth, and σd = 2.36 ×
10−3 cm2 Hz is the total H2 dissociation cross section

(see S14 for a detailed discussion of these quantities).

We use the Draine & Bertoldi (1996) formula, as verified

by S14, for the self-shielding function. At the cloud

surface, NH2
= 0 and f = 1. For NH2

≳ 1014 cm−2,

the Doppler cores become optically thick and f becomes

small. For NH2 ≳ 1022 cm−2 the Lorentzian wings of the

LW absorption lines overlap, andf → 0.

In the second term in Eq. (1), ϕζs(N) is the local

destruction rate of the H2 by the cosmic rays. Here,

ζ = 1.0× 10−16 ζ−16 s−1 (8)

is the unattenuated free-space rate of H2 ionization by

cosmic-ray impact

H2 + cr → H+
2 + e . (9)

This includes ionization by the primary cosmic-rays and

the secondary energetic electrons. The parameter ϕ, of

order unity, is the number of H2 destruction events per

cosmic-ray ionization. The H2 destruction processes in-

clude ion-molecule chemical reactions driven by the initi-

ating cosmic-ray ionizations, as well as direct cosmic-ray

dissociation of the H2. In a steady-state, the hydrogen

gas is primarily a mixture of HI and H2, and for a pre-

dominantly molecular medium ϕ ≈ 2 (Bialy & Sternberg

2015; Sternberg et al. 2021).

The factor C in the second term accounts for possibly

different H2 formation rates in the CRZs compared to

the PDRs due to density and temperature gradients, as

well as additional gas clumping in the CRZs. Differing

formation rates imply

C =
(nT 1/2)

CRZ

(nT 1/2)PDR

. (10)

For pressure equilibrium this then gives,

C =
(nCRZ

n
PDR

)1/2

=
(TCRZ

T
PDR

)−1/2

. (11)

For example, C ≈
√
5 for pressure equilibrium between

a FUV heated PDR with T ≈ 100 K, and a cosmic-ray

heated CRZ with T ≈ 20 K. C can be increased further

if there is any gas clumping.

The function s(N) accounts for the possible atten-

uation of the cosmic-ray energy densities with cloud

depth, and reduction of the associated H2 ionization

rates (Neufeld & Wolfire 2017; Padovani et al. 2018;

Sternberg et al. 2021). However, the intrinsic energy

spectra of the low-energy cosmic rays are uncertain, as

are the transport mechanisms, e.g. free-streaming along

magnetic field lines, or diffusive pitch-angle scattering

off of pre-existing or self-generated MHD waves (Zweibel

2013; Padovani et al. 2020; Kempski & Quataert 2022).

In our computations we either exclude cosmic-ray atten-

uation entirely (and set s = 1) or adopt a simple repre-

sentative form for the cosmic-ray attenuation function.

As in Sternberg et al. (2021), when including cosmic-ray

attenuation we adopt the Padovani et al. (2018) broken

power-law model

s(N) =


1 Neff < Ncr

(Neff/Ncr)
−a Neff > Ncr .

(12)

HereNeff ≡ N/cosθ is the effective absorbing gas column

density, where θ is the angle of the magnetic field along

which the cosmic-rays propagate relative to the cloud

normal, and Ncr is the attenuation scale column. We use
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“modelH” of Padovani et al. (2018) for which a = 0.385,

and Ncr = 1019 cm−2, and set cosθ = 1. This model is

in agreement with observed declines of the cosmic-ray

ionization rates with increasing cloud column densities

(Caselli et al. 1998; Indriolo & McCall 2012; Neufeld &

Wolfire 2017). See Fig. C1 in Padovani et al. (2022)

for the full observational compilation. The power-law in

Eq. (12) is valid for Neff between 1019 and 1024 cm−2.

For Neff < 1019 cm−2, s = 1, and divergence is avoided

at small columns.

Our basic question is: when (if ever) does internal

cosmic-ray production of HI compete with photodissoci-

ation in the build-up of HI column densities in interstel-

lar clouds? We are particularly interested in optically

thick clouds consisting of fully developed outer photodis-

sociation regions (PDRs) surrounding inner cosmic-ray

dominated zones (CRZs). We are interested in the total

HI columns, irrespective of the temperature- and depth-

dependent line widths of the associated 21 cm signa-

tures.

2.2. ODE

For our 1D geometry, the atomic to molecular density

ratio xHI/xH2
≡ dNHI/dNH2

, and Eq. (1) can be written

as the ordinary differential equation (ODE)

dNHI

dNH2

=
1

2
αf(NH2)e

−σgN + βs(N) . (13)

In this equation the independent variable is NH2
(with

N = NHI+2NH2
) and the initial condition isNHI(0) = 0.

The parameters

α ≡ D0

Rn
= 1.9× 104

IUV

σ̃gn2
T

−1/2
2 , (14)

and

β ≡ ϕζ

RnC
= 6.7× 10−2 ζ−16

σ̃gn2C
T

−1/2
2 , (15)

where n2 ≡ n/(100 cm−3). Here and henceforth we

assume ϕ = 2. The parameter α is the ratio of the

unshielded free-space H2 photodissociation rate to the

molecular formation rate, and β is the ratio of the unat-

tenuated cosmic-ray destruction rate to the molecular

formation rate.

For characteristic interstellar conditions IUV ≈ 1, and

α ≈ 1.9×104 for a cold gas density n2 = 1. The param-

eter α remains large even for n2 ≫ 1, especially near

regions of active star-formation where the FUV field in-

tensity IUV ≫ 1. At the cloud edge the H2 is almost

fully dissociated and the molecular fraction

xH2 ≈ 2

α
= 1.1× 10−4σ̃gT

1/2
2

n2

IUV
. (16)

The molecular fraction grows as the FUV is attenuated

with increasing cloud depth.

The Galactic cosmic-ray ionization rate also varies de-

pending on location, with values approaching 10−15 s−1

in diffuse gas down to ∼ 10−17 s−1 in dense clouds

(e.g. Caselli et al. 1998; Indriolo & McCall 2012). See

also the observational summary in Fig. C1 in Padovani

et al. (2022). Some of this variation may be indica-

tive of attenuation of the cosmic-ray fluxes as they tra-

verse the clouds (Neufeld & Wolfire 2017). Here we

adopt ζ−16 = 1 as a global characteristic value for the

Galactic free-space cosmic-ray ionization rate. With

ζ−16 = n2 = T2 = σ̃g = 1, and with C =
√
5 for the

CRZ, β = 3.0 × 10−2. The cosmic-ray ionization rates

may be substantially larger in clouds near supernova

remnants (Indriolo et al. 2010; Ceccarelli et al. 2011;

Schuppan et al. 2012).

In most ISM environments α ≫ 1 and β ≲ 1. For con-

stant Rn (independent of cloud depth) α is the maximal

atomic to molecular density ratio at the fully photodis-

sociated cloud edge, and β is the minimal atomic to

molecular ratio in the optically thick cosmic-ray domi-

nated interior (in the absence of CR attenuation). Com-

plete atomic to molecular transitions are expected as

the clouds become sufficiently optically thick. Given

the solution to Eq. (13) for NHI(NH2
), and with N ≡

NHI(NH2) + 2NH2 we obtain profiles for the HI column,

NHI, and the derivatives, xHI and xH2
, as functions of

N . In §3 we present such profiles computed numerically,

but we first discuss several analytic solutions, as follows.

2.2.1. No CR attenuation

In the absence of any CR attenuation, with s ≡ 1

everywhere, and for any β, the HI fraction in the CRZ

is,

xHI,CRZ =
β

2 + β
. (17)

The atomic fraction xHI = 1/2 for β = 2. For a predom-

inantly molecular CRZ, i.e. for β ≪ 1, the residual HI

density is

nHI,CRZ ≈ β

2
nCRZ = 3.33×T

−1/2
2,CRZ σ̃−1

g ζ−16 cm−3

(18)

independent of the total cloud density at any point (see

also Solomon & Werner 1971; Li & Goldsmith 2003).

For example, for ζ−16 = σ̃g = 1, and a CRZ temperature

T2,CRZ = 0.2, the HI density in the CRZ is nHI,CRZ =

7.4 cm−3.

For β ≲ 1, and with s ≡ 1, an excellent approximate

analytic solution to Eq. (13) is

NHI(NH2) ≈ 1

σg
ln
[α
2
G(NH2 ;σg)+1

]
+ βNH2 . (19)
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The first term on the right is the HI column built up by

photodissociation, and the second term is the HI due to

cosmic-rays, both as functions of the molecular column

NH2 . In this expression,

G(NH2
;σg) ≡ σg

∫ NH2

0

f(N ′
H2

) e−2σgN
′
H2 dN ′

H2

=
σg

σd
Wg(NH2 ;σg)

(20)

where Wg(NH2 ;σg) is the (universal) H2-dust limited

curve of growth for the LW dissociation bandwidth (see

S14 for a detailed discussion). For any σg, Wg is a preex-

isting function of NH2 , independent of the cloud param-

eters IUV or n. We use the analytic form for Wg given

by BS16 (their Eq. [27]). When all of the LW radiation

is absorbed the integral converges to a constant,

G ≡ σg

σd
Wg,tot(σg) ≈ 3.0×10−5 σ̃g

(
9.9

1 + 8.9σ̃g

)0.37

.

(21)

Here, Wg,tot(σg) is the total dust-limited dissociation

bandwidth (Hz), and G is then the (dimensionless) av-

erage H2 self-shielding factor within an H2-dust absorp-

tion column. The righthand side of Eq. (21) is our BS16

fitting formula for G based on the multi-line (Meudon)

PDR model computations we presented in S14.

At cloud depths beyond which all of the LW radiation

is absorbed, Eq. (19) becomes

NHI,t ≈ 1

σg
ln
[αG

2
+ 1

]
+

β

2 + β
N , (22)

where the basic dimensionless parameter

αG =
DG

Rn
= 0.59

IUV

n2
T

−1/2
2 ×

(
9.9

1 + 8.9σ̃g

)0.37

.

(23)

The subscript t refers to optically thick. The first term

in Eq. (22) is the total (asymptotic) HI column den-

sity produced by just photodissociation in optically thick

PDRs,

NHI,PDR ≡ 1

σg
ln
[αG

2
+ 1

]
. (24)

This is the formula for the total HI column density for

beamed FUV fields derived by S14 in the absence of

cosmic rays (i.e., for β = 0). The second term in Eq. (22)

NHI,CRZ ≡ β

2 + β
N (25)

is the additional HI column produced by the cosmic-

rays, and it grows arbitrarily large with N unless the

cosmic-ray ionization rate is sufficiently attenuated. In

this term we have used the relation NH2
= N/(2 + β)

for the CRZ in replacing NH2
with N in Eq. (19).

Differentiation2 shows that Eq. (19) is a good (but

formally approximate) solution to Eq. (13) so long as

βσgNH2
is everywhere negligible compared to either

σgNHI or 2σgNH2 . The latter two quantities are the

HI-dust and H2-dust optical depths associated with the

HI and H2 columns respectively. Thus, if β = 0, i.e.

with no cosmic-rays, Eqs. (19) and (22) are exact. But

Eq. (19) remains accurate, so long as β < 1. We ver-

ify this in §3 by integrating Eq. (13) numerically and

comparing to our analytic formulae.

2.2.2. With CR attenuation

When CR attenuation is included, the HI fraction in

the CRZ decreases with cloud depth as

xHI,CRZ =
βs(N)

2 + βs(N)
≈ 1

2
βs(N) . (26)

CR attenuation reduces the HI that is built up in the

CRZs.

Our analytic approximation for NHI,t can be gener-

alized for arbitrary cosmic-ray attenuation functions,

s(N), by making the replacement

β

2 + β
N → β

2 + β

∫ N

0

s(N ′)dN ′

=
β

2 + β
×


N N < Ncr

Ncr +
Ncr

1−a

[(
N/Ncr

)1−a − 1
]

N > Ncr

(27)

for the second term in Eq. (22). In the second line we

have evaluated the integral assuming the attenuation

function given by Eq. (12) with cosθ = 1.

2.3. Critical Cloud Columns

The two terms on the righthand side of Eq. (22) are

equal at the critical gas column, N = Ncrit, at which

the cosmic rays start to dominate the growth of the HI

column. Thus, for unattenuated cosmic-rays (s ≡ 1),

Ncrit =
1

σg

(2 + β)

β
ln[αG/2 + 1] . (28)

Multiplying through by σg gives the critical dust opacity,

τdust,crit =
(2 + β)

β
ln[αG/2 + 1] , (29)

2 Differentiating Eq. (19) gives τdust = σg(NHI + (2 − β)NH2
),

rather than Eq. (5), for any NH2 . For β < 1 the spurious term
does not contribute significantly to the absorption of the FUV,
and the shapes of the HI-to-H2 profiles are unaffected.
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which depends on just the two (dimensionless) param-

eters αG and β. At a gas column N (or dust opacity

τdust), cosmic-rays dominate the production of the HI if

N > Ncrit (or if τdust > τdust,crit), otherwise photodisso-

cation dominates.

In the weak-field limit, αG/2 ≪ 1 (and assuming β ≲
1), we have3

Ncrit,w ≈ 1

σg

αG

β
≈ 4.6×1021

IUV

ζ−16
C cm−2 . (30)

In this limit most of the HI produced by photodissocia-

tion is built up past the HI-to-H2 transition point in gas

that is primarily molecular (as shown in Fig. 2 in § 3,

see also Appendix). When cosmic-rays are added the

CRZs and PDRs overlap, and the critical column is a

measure of the relative HI production efficiency by pho-

todissociation versus cosmic-ray ionization in the molec-

ular gas. The critical column is therefore proportional

to IUV/ζ−16, independent of the cloud density n and/or

H2 formation rate.

In the strong-field limit, αG ≫ 1 (and again for β ≲
1),

Ncrit,s ≈ 1

σg

2 ln[αG/2]

β
= 1.6×1022

n2T
1/2
2 C

ζ−16
O(1) cm−2.

(31)

For strong fields the photodissociated HI columns are

built up in a (self-limited) fully atomic outer layer, and

are only weakly (logarithmically) dependent on IUV.

The cosmic-ray contributions to the HI occur in the in-

ner fully optically thick regions where the atomic frac-

tions are proportional to β. The critical gas column is

therefore proportional to the ratio of the H2 formation

rate to ionization rate, or to the density to ionization

rate for a given temperature, and the logarithmic factor
of order unity.

In both the weak- and strong-field limits the critical

columns are independent of the dust-to-gas ratio σ̃g.

The intermediate case, αG/2 ≈ 1, is also important,

because for a narrow range around this UV to gas den-

sity ratio (IUV/n2 ≈ 3) a two-phased (WNM/CNM)

thermal equilibrium is possible for fully atomic (HI) gas

(Wolfire et al. 2003; Krumholz et al. 2008; Bialy & Stern-

berg 2019, S14). The range for two-phased equilibria is

αG ∼ 1 to 4, weakly dependent on metallicity. Star-

forming gas and associated HI in the Milky Way and

other galaxies may be self-regulated to be in a multi-

phased state (Ostriker et al. 2010). For such systems,

3 For G in the evaluation of Eq.(30) we have dropped the term
[9.9/(1+8.9σ̃g)]0.37, which varies by a factor of 4.2 for σ̃g between
0.1 and 10.

the critical column is then

Ncrit,CNM =
1

σg

2 ln(2)

β
= 1.1×1022

n2T
1/2
2 C

ζ−16
cm−2

(32)

Here we are assuming that heating in the fully dissoci-

ated HI layers is via FUV photoelectric emission with

negligible energy input by the cosmic-rays so that the

thermal phase structure for the HI is primarily depen-

dent on αG, i.e. on the ratio IUV/n (Wolfire et al. 2003;

Bialy & Sternberg 2019).

2.4. Giant Molecular Clouds

Our expressions for the critical cloud columns are for

one-sided illumination by a beamed (normally incident)

FUV field, e.g. for a cloud irradiated by a nearby hot

star. In the ambient medium two-sided irradiation by

the background FUV field is more appropriate, and the

critical columns are then doubled for a given cosmic-ray

ionization rate. Furthermore, the irradiation may be

isotropic rather than beamed.

For example, for a Galactic giant molecular cloud

(GMC) embedded within ambient photodissociated HI

containing a two-phased mixture of CNM and WNM

the two-sided intermediate case αG = 2 applies. Galac-

tic GMCs have characteristic hydrogen column densities

NGMC ∼ 1.5× 1022 cm−2 (Solomon et al. 1987; McKee

& Ostriker 2007; Lada & Dame 2020; Chevance et al.

2022) that are only weakly dependent on the cloud mass,

MGMC, over a large range (∼ 10 to near 107 M⊙) im-

plying a mass-radius relation that scales approximately

as M ∼ R2 (Larson 1981).

With the extra factor of 2 for two-sided illumination,

and for beamed fields, it follows from Eq. (32) that the

GMCs are just critical for

β =
0.1

σ̃g
×

(N22,GMC

1.5

)−1

, (33)

or

ζ−16

n2
= 1.5 T

1/2
2 × C

(N22,GMC

1.5

)−1

, (34)

independent of σ̃g. HereN22,GMC ≡ NGMC/(10
22cm−2).

Thus, critical GMCs are molecular even without any CR

attenuation, and for these xHI ≈ 0.05.

For a spherical cloud, the average hydrogen density is

n̄2,GMC = 0.83
( ⟨N22,GMC⟩

1.5

)3/2

M
−1/2
6,GMC , (35)

where n̄2,GMC ≡ n̄GMC/(100 cm−3), ⟨NGMC⟩ ≡
MGMC/µπR

2 is the mean cloud column, and M6,GMC ≡
MGMC/(10

6M⊙). The mean mass per particle µ =

2.34× 10−24 g.



7

For spherical systems irradiation by ambient isotropic

FUV fields is the more natural configuration (e.g., Mc-

Kee & Krumholz 2010). As discussed by S14 the HI

column produced by photodissociation on one side of a

plane-parallel slab exposed to isotropic4or a given H2

photodissociation rate at the cloud surface, the incident

radiation flux for isotropic fields is equal to half that for

beamed fields, and αG is divided by 4 rather than 2 in

Eq. (36). The factor ⟨µ⟩ = 0.8 is an angular average.

See S14 for a detailed discussion. radiation is

NHI,PDR,i =
⟨µ⟩
σg

ln
[ 1

⟨µ⟩
αG

4
+ 1

]
, (36)

where in this expression ⟨µ⟩ = 0.8. (The subscript i

refers to isotropic.) For a sphere, for which the PDR is

a thin shell surrounding a CRZ core, the mean PDR HI

column is

⟨NHI,PDR,i⟩ =
4πR2 ×NHI,PDR,i

πR2
= 4×NHI,PDR,i .

(37)

The mean CRZ HI column is

⟨NHI,CRZ⟩ =
β

2 + β
⟨N⟩ (38)

where ⟨N⟩ is the mean cloud column density. The crit-

ical mean column for a spherical cloud in an isotropic

FUV field, and without CR attenuation, is then given

by

⟨N⟩crit =
2 + β

β
× 4⟨µ⟩

σg
ln
[ 1

⟨µ⟩
αG

4
+ 1

]
. (39)

This expression is analogous to Eq. (28) with the extra

factor of 2 for two sided beamed illumination of a slab.

The critical β is hardly altered in switching from two-
sided beamed slabs to isotropically illuminated spheres.

For example, for αG = 2, the critical β increases by

just ∼ 10% for spheres. Eqs. (33) and (34) are therefore

unaltered for spheres, but with N22,GMC understood as

the mean GMC column, as in Eq. (35).

Setting n̄2,GMCT
1/2
2,GMC = n2T

1/2
2 C in Eq. (34), and

with Eq. (35), we obtain the critical mass

M6,GMC,crit = 1.5
T2,GMC

ζ2−16

(N22,GMC

1.5

)
(40)

below which the GMCs are FUV dominated, and above

which they are cosmic-ray dominated. With any gas

clumping inside the GMC, or with the inclusion of CR

attenuation, the critical masses will be larger still.

4 F

It follows from Eq. (40) that for a GMC temperature

T2,GMC = 0.2 the critical ionization rate scales as

ζ−16,crit = 0.5×M
−1/2
6,GMC (41)

for a standard N22,GMC = 1.5. More massive GMCs re-

quire lower ionization rates to be cosmic-ray dominated

because their mean densities are lower. For example,

for 6 × 106 M⊙ near to the upper end of the Galac-

tic GMC mass distribution (Williams & McKee 1997)

ζ−16,crit ≈ 2×10−17 s−1. For a more typical GMC mass

of 104 M⊙, the critical ionization rate is 5× 10−16 s−1.

Relaxing the multiphase requirement, and deriving

instead the critical column using Eq. (39) for weak

(αG ≪ 1) isotropic FUV fields, GMCs are critical for

β =
7.0× 10−2

σ̃g
×

(N22,GMC

1.5

)−1

αG , (42)

or for

ζ−16 = 0.6
(N22,GMC

1.5

)−1

IUV , (43)

independent of σ̃g, and independent of the gas density

or cloud mass. We stress again that Eqs. (42) and (43)

hold for either slabs exposed to two-sided beamed fields

or spheres illuminated by isotropic radiation. In Eq. (43)

we have assumed that C = 1 since the PDRs and CRZs

overlap in this limit (see § 3.1.1). Remarkably, in the

weak-field limit, and for an ambient IUV ≈ 1, the criti-

cal ionization rate for typical GMCs is close to the char-

acteristic Galactic ionization rate ζ−16 ≈ 1.

Our analysis of the GMCs thus far does not include the

effects of CR attenuation, which we do consider in § 3.3

below. CR attenuation increases the critical ionization

rates further.

3. COMPUTATIONS

We now present numerical computations of the HI and

H2 density profiles and integrated HI column densities

produced in gas slabs that are irradiated by combined

fluxes of FUV photons and cosmic-rays. As is indicated

by our analytic expressions Eqs. (19) and (22), the basic

dimensionless parameter for the FUV driven HI-to-H2

density profiles is αG (Eq. [23]) rather than α alone (see

also S14).

For the cosmic-rays the basic parameter is β (Eq.[15]).

In this paper we are focussing on the regime β ≲ 1 for

which the gas is molecular in the absence of FUV, even

without any CR attenuation. But the residual atomic

component produced by the cosmic-ray bombardment

contributes to the build up of the HI column densities.

We consider a wide range of conditions i.e., a range of

αG, and β, for varying dust-to-gas abundance ratios σ̃g,

and we present results with and without the inclusion of
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Figure 1. HI and H2 density profiles, for αG = 1 =
0.59IUV/n2, with T2 = 1 and σ̃g = 1 (see Eq.[23]) and
β = 0.1 = 3.0 × 10−2ζ−16/n2, with C =

√
5 (see Eq. [15]).

The upper panel are results without CR attenuation. The
lower panel includes CR attenuation. The profiles are func-
tions of the gas columnN (lower x-axes ) and the dust optical
depth τdust (upper x-axes). The curves are for the HI frac-
tions xHI (blue), twice the H2 fractions 2xH2 (orange), and
the HI column densities NHI integrated numerically (dashed
black), and using our analytic formula Eq. (19) (dashed red).
The left y-axes show the fractions, and the right y-axes are
the column density scales. The red dots mark the HI-to-H2

transition points where xHI = 2xH2 . The analytic approxi-
mations for the transition points (Eq.[A1]) are indicated by
the vertical dashed green lines. The vertical dashed red line
is N90 where 90% of the photodissociated HI columns are
built up. The vertical dashed blue lines mark the critical
cloud columns Ncrit where the cosmic-ray contributions to
the HI columns start to dominate.

cosmic-ray attenuation. We use Scipy ODEINT to inte-

grate Eq. (13) and solve for xHI/xH2
as a function of gas

column N ≡ NHI+2NH2 , subject to xHI+2xH2 = 1, for

any αG, β and σ̃g. When including CR attenuation we

use the simple power-law form Eq. (12) for s(N), assum-

ing a normal magnetic field orientation cosθ = 1 in the

definition of Neff . We compare our numerical integra-

tions to our analytic approximations for NHI(N) given

by Eqs. (19) and (22).

As our first example, in Fig. 1 we show results for

αG = 1, β = 0.1, and σ̃g = 1. The FUV radiation

and cosmic-rays are incident from the left (one-sided ir-

radiation). In the upper panel, CR attenuation is not

included. In the lower panel CR attenuation is included.

For αG = 1, and with σ̃g = 1, the ratio of the (unatten-

uated) FUV field intensity to the gas density IUV/n2 =

1.7, for a temperature T2 = 1 (see Eq. [23]). The aver-

age self-shielding factor G = 3.0 × 10−5 (Eq. [21]). For

β = 0.1, the ratio of the cosmic-ray ionization rate to

the gas density is ζ−16/n2 = 3.33, for C =
√
5, and

ϕ = 2 (see Eq. [15]).

We plot xHI and 2xH2
(blue and orange curves) as

functions of the hydrogen column density N . The corre-

sponding dust opacity, τdust, is shown along the auxiliary

(upper) x-axes. The black dashed curves are the depth-

dependent HI column densities found in our numerical

integration of Eq. (13). The column density scale is

shown along the righthand auxiliary y-axis. The over-

lying red dashed curves show the analytically computed

HI columns. The agreement between the numerical and

the analytically computed HI columns is excellent.

As expected, the hydrogen is primarily atomic at the

cloud edges, and the molecular fractions are very small,

with xH2
≈ xH2

/xHI = 2/α = 6.2 × 10−5. Within the

CRZs the gas is primarily molecular. In the absence of

CR attenuation the HI fractions approach a cosmic-ray

floor xHI = β/2 = 5× 10−2 (upper panel).

The red marker dots indicate the numerically com-

puted HI-to-H2 transition points, defined as the cloud

depths where xHI = 2xH2 (or xHI = 1/2). For the mod-

els in Fig. 1 these occur at Ntran = 1.4 × 1020 cm−2,

or τdust,tran = 0.26. The vertical dashed green lines

indicate these positions as given by the analytic BS16

formula for the transition point (their Eq. [39]). We dis-

cuss this formula in the Appendix (Eq. [A1)]) and its

continued range of applicability when cosmic-rays are

included.

The vertical red dashed lines mark the columns, N90,

where 90% of the incident FUV radiation is absorbed.

This occurs at τdust ∼ 1, and defines the inner edge of

the PDR. The HI column produced by photodissociation

is NHI,PDR = 2.1×1020 cm−2 (see Eq. [24]). The vertical

blue dashed lines mark the critical columns, Ncrit where

the cosmic-rays start dominating the growth of the HI

columns. Without CR attenuation this occurs atNcrit =

4.4×1021 cm−2. The corresponding critical dust opacity

is τdust,crit = 8.4.
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When CR attenuation is included (lower panel) the

atomic fraction falls below the β = 0.1 cosmic-ray floor

of 5× 10−2 without attenuation. The “knee” in the HI

profile near N = 2×1021 cm−2 is where the more slowly

attenuating CR ionization processes take over from ex-

ponentially reduced photodissociation in producing the

HI. The atomic fraction continues to decline at greater

cloud depths as βs(N)/2, and becomes very small. The

much reduced HI abundance in the CRZ when CR at-

tenuation is included moderates the growth of the HI

column density (see Fig.1) and the critical column is

now Ncrit = 7.1×1022 cm−2, or τdust,crit = 135.3. When

CR attenuation is included the CRZ must be 135 times

larger than the PDR for cosmic-rays to contribute sig-

nifcantly to the production of the HI.

3.1. Model Grid: No CR Attenuation, and σ̃g = 1

3.1.1. HI and H2 Profiles

In Fig. 2 we present an αG versus β model grid for

the HI-to-H2 density profiles, and integrated HI column

densities, assuming σ̃g = 1, and no attenuation of the

cosmic-ray ionization rates (s = 1). From top to bottom,

αG ranges from 0.01 (weak-field limit) to 10 (strong field

limit). From left to right β ranges from 0 to 1, i.e., weak

to moderate5 cosmic-ray irradiation. For σ̃g = 1 these

ranges correspond to IUV/n2 from 1.7 × 10−2 to 17.0,

and ζ−16/n2 from 0 to 33.3 (for C =
√
5, T2 = 1, and

ϕ = 2).

As in Fig. 1, in each panel we show the HI and H2

fractions, xHI (blue curves) and 2xH2 (orange curves),

as computed by integrating Eq. (13) numerically. The

black and red dashed curves are the HI column densi-

ties found in our numerical integrations and using our

analytic formulae respectively. The agreement between

the two curves is excellent across the entire parameter
space.

Again, the hydrogen is atomic at the cloud edges,

and the molecular fractions are very small, with xH2
≈

xH2
/xHI = 2/α from 6.2 × 10−3 to 6.2 × 10−6. Within

the CRZs the gas is (by assumption) primarily molecu-

lar, and the HI fractions approach xHI = β/2, i.e. range

from 5×10−4 to 0.5, from small to moderate cosmic-ray

ionization rates. The red dots are the HI-to-H2 transi-

tion points. For the range of αG in Fig. 2 these occur

at gas columns, Ntran, equal to 1.9 × 1017, 3.9 × 1018,

1.4× 1020, and 9.1× 1020 cm−2, corresponding to dust

optical depths, τdust, equal to 3.6 × 10−4, 7.4 × 10−3,

0.26, and 1.7. The vertical green dashed lines show

5 We reserve the term “strong cosmic-ray irradiation” for β > 2
systems for which HI-to-H2 transitions do not occur without CR
attenuation. See Appendix.

these positions using the BS16 formula, Eq. (A1). In the

weak-field limit (small αG) an HI-to-H2 transition is in-

duced by H2 self-shielding at small cloud depths where

τdust ≪ 1, and dust attenuation is irrelevant for the

transition point. Most of the photodissociated HI col-

umn density is built up inside the predominantly molec-

ular zone, up to τdust ≈ 1 where the FUV is finally fully

absorbed. In the strong field limit (large αG) the fully

atomic layer becomes sufficiently large that the dust as-

sociated with this layer (the “HI-dust”) dominates the

absorption of the FUV. The transition to H2 is then

very sharp, and most of the HI column is produced in

the outer fully dissociated layer. Because we are assum-

ing β ≤ 1 the cosmic-rays do not inhibit transitions to

molecular gas as the clouds become optically thick to

the FUV, and the transition points are unaffected (see

Appendix).

The vertical red dashed lines shown for the β = 0 cases

(leftmost column in Fig. 2) show the FUV “absorption

columns”, N90, where 90% of the photodissociated HI

columns are built up. The 90% absorption depths occur

at τdust ≈ 1, independent of αG, and are unaffected

by the presence of cosmic-rays. We do not display the

N90 lines for the β ̸= 0 panels. Instead, for β ̸= 0

the vertical blue dashed lines indicate the critical gas

columns, Ncrit, and dust opacities, τdust,crit, where the

cosmic-ray and FUV contributions to the integrated HI

columns are equal.

3.1.2. Critical Dust Opacities and Gas Columns:
No CR Attenuation

Without significant cosmic-ray attenuation the HI col-

umn densities diverge with increasing cloud gas column

(see Eq. [22]). The critical gas columns indicated by

the blue vertical lines are consistent with Eqs. (28)-

(32). For example, for αG = 0.01 and β = 0.001,

τdust,crit ≈ αG/β = 10 and Ncrit = 5.3 × 1021 cm−2

(see Eq. [30]). As β is increased for αG = 0.01, the

critical point moves inward and the PDRs and CRZs

overlap, as seen in the top row of Fig. 2, and as ex-

pected for the weak-field limit. As another example, and

now for the strong field limit, for αG = 10 and β = 0.1,

τdust,crit ≈ 2ln(αG)/β = 32, and Ncrit = 1.7×1022 cm−2

(see Eq. [31]). As β is increased in the strong field limit,

τdust,crit approaches the sharp HI-to-H2 transition point,

and the blue dashed lines approach the green dashed

lines in Fig. 2.

In Fig. 3, we plot curves as given analytically by

Eq. (29) for the critical dust opacities, τdust,crit, as func-

tions of αG and β. The blue squares are the critical

opacities as found numerically in Fig. 2. They lie very

close to the analytic curves. The auxiliary y-axes in

Fig. 3 show the corresponding critical gas column densi-
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Figure 2. HI-to-H2 density profiles as functions of the gas column N (lower x-axes) and the dust optical depth τdust
(upper x-axes) for αG from 0.01 (weak field) to 10 (strong field), and for cosmic-ray parameters β from 0 to 1, and with no
cosmic-ray attenuation. The gas-to-dust ratio σ̃g = 1. The curves are for the HI fractions xHI (blue), twice the H2 fraction
2xH2 (orange), and the HI column density NHI, integrated numerically (dashed black), and using our analytic formula Eq. (19)
(dashed red). The red dots mark the HI-to-H2 where xHI = 2xH2 . The analytic approximation for the transition points (Eq.[A1])
are indicated by the vertical dashed green lines. For β = 0 (left column) the vertical dashed red lines are for N90 where 90%
of the photodissociated HI columns are built up. For β ̸= 0 the vertical dashed blue lines mark the critical cloud depths where
the cosmic-ray contributions to the HI columns are equal to the photodissociated HI columns.

ties assuming σ̃g = 1 (Eq. [28]). The left panel displays

τdust,crit as a function of β (or ζ−16/n2C for σ̃g = 1)

for several values of αG from 0.01 to 100. The right

panel displays curves for τdust,crit as a function of αG
(or IUV/n2 for σ̃g = 1) for several values of β from 0.001

to 1. The curves illustrate the limiting behaviors given

by Eqs. (30) and (31). For a given αG the critical dust

opacities and gas columns always vary inversely with β.

For a given β, they vary linearly with αG in the weak-

field limit (αG ≪ 1) and logarithmically with αG in the

strong-field limit (αG ≫ 1).

The horizontal dashed blue line in Fig. 3 is the τdust =

1 boundary between the PDR and the CRZ. The curves

again show that in the weak-field limit, αG ≪ 1 cosmic-

ray production of the HI can become competitive with

photodissociation already within the PDRs (i.e. within

τdust ≲ 1). Conversely, in the strong-field limit, αG ≫ 1,

the critical opacities become large with τdust,crit > 1,

even if β approaches 1. In this limit the cosmic-ray

production of the HI occurs mainly in the optically thick

cloud interiors.

3.2. Model Grid: With Cosmic-Ray Attenuation

3.2.1. HI and H2 Profiles

In Fig. 4 we display the same αG versus β grid for

the HI and H2 profiles as in Fig. 2 but now with the

inclusion of cosmic-ray attenuation. We again assume

σ̃g = 1. In all panels, we assume the broken power-law

CR attenuation function s(N) as given by Eq. (12), with

cosθ = 1 for the magnetic field orientation. The effect of

the cosmic-ray attenuation is most clearly seen for β = 1

in the righthand column of Fig. 4. Without attenuation

the HI fraction xHI = 1/3 at large depths for β = 1

(see Fig. 2), and the integrated HI columns therefore

rise sharply with increasing cloud depth. With attenu-

ation the local HI fractions decrease and the resulting

integrated HI columns are reduced.

The black dashed curves in Fig. 4 show the HI columns

found by numerically integrating Eq. (13) (again using
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Figure 3. Critical dust opacities, τdust,crit, at which the cosmic-ray contributions to the HI column densities are equal to
the photodissociated HI columns. Right panel: τdust,crit as functions of αG with individual curves as given by our analytic
expression Eq.(29), for β from 0.001 to 1. The blue squares are the numerically computed critical depths shown in Fig. 2. The
auxiliary axes for IUV/n2 and Ncrit are for a dust-to-gas ratio σ̃g = 1. The horizontal blue dotted line is for τdust = 1 below
which photodissociation and cosmic-ray production of the HI overlap (see text). The horizontal red dotted line corresponds to
the typical half-column density of Galactic GMCs. The vertical green line marks the intermediate αG ≈ 2 regime for which
multiphased HI is possible, and within the grey strip for which multi-phased HI is possible for FUV heated gas. Left panel:
τdust,crit as functions of β with individual curves as given by our analytic expression Eq.(29), for αG from 0.01 to 100. The
blue squares are the numerically computed critical depths shown in Fig. 2. The auxiliary axes for ζ−16/n2C and Ncrit are
for a dust-to-gas ratio σ̃g = 1. The horizontal blue dotted line is for τdust = 1 below which photodissociation and cosmic-ray
ionization overlap. The horizontal red dotted line corresponds to the typical half-column density of Galactic GMCs.

Scipy ODEINT), but now including the attenuation func-

tion s(N). The red dashed curves show the HI columns

computed using our analytic approximation Eq. (19) us-

ing Eq. (27) for the CR term. The agreement between

the numerical solution and the analytic representation

is excellent.

As in Fig. 2 the vertical blue lines in Fig. 4 mark the

critical cloud depths at which the FUV and CR contri-

butions to the HI columns are equal. Due to the reduc-

tions in the HI fractions in the CRZs the critical depths

are increased compared to the no CR attenuation case.

The effect is especially significant in the strong FUV

field limit αG > 1 for which the FUV contributions to

the HI columns become large. (In some of the panels

in Fig. 2 the blue markers do not appear because the

critical depths are off scale high).

The red dots in Fig. 4 show the HI-to-H2 transition

points where xHI = 2xH2
. The vertical green lines mark

the transition points as estimated using the BS16 for-

mula Eq. (A1). The positions of the transition points

are fully controlled by the FUV radiation absorption,

and are not affected by the presence of cosmic rays or

the inclusion of CR attenuation.

3.2.2. Critical Dust Opacities and Gas Columns:
With CR Attenuation

In Fig. 5, we plot curves for the critical dust opacities,

τdust,crit, as functions of αG and β, but now with the

inclusion of CR attenuation as for the profiles shown in

Fig. 4. To generate these curves we modify Eq. (29) for

τdust,crit by making the replacement given by Eq. (27) in

Eq. (22). The left panel displays curves for τdust,crit as

functions of β (or ζ−16/n2C for σ̃g = 1) for several values

of αG from 0.01 to 100. The right panel shows τdust,crit
versus αG (or IUV/n2 for σ̃g = 1) for several values of

β from 0.001 to 1. The auxiliary y-axes in Fig. 3 show

the corresponding critical gas column densities assuming

σ̃g = 1. The blue squares are the results of the numerical

integrations found in Fig. 4, and they lie very close to the

analytic curves. The primary affect of CR attenuation is

to steepen the critical curves, since attenuation dampens

the growth of the HI columns preferentially at low β and

large αG.

For example, for αG = 0.01 and β = 0.001, τdust,crit
is increased to from 10 to 200 when CR attenuation is

included, with Ncrit increasing to 1.1 × 1023 cm−2. As

β is increased for αG = 0.01, the critical points move
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Figure 4. Model grid with curves and markers as in Fig. 2, but with the inclusion of CR attenuation.

Figure 5. As in Fig. 3 for the critical dust opacities, but with the inclusion of CR attenuation.
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inward, the PDRs and CRZs overlap as seen in the top

row of Fig. 4, and the attenuation effects are reduced

due to the rapid build up of the CR contributions. As

another example, for αG = 1 and β = 0.1, τdust,crit
increases from 8.5 to 135. with Ncrit increasing to 7.1×
1022 cm−2.

3.3. GMCs and Multiphased HI

The horizontal red dashed lines in Figs. 3 and 5 mark

the half-column, NGMC/2 = 7.5×1021 cm−2, for typical

Galactic GMCs, as discussed in § 2.4. For any αG and β

for which Ncrit < NGMC/2, the GMC is “supercritical”

and the CRZ dominates the total HI column density.

For Ncrit > NGMC/2 the GMCs are “subcritical” and

the PDR dominates the HI. GMCs are just critical for

αG and β at the intersections of the critical curves with

the NGMC/2 line.

As discussed in § 2.4, without CR attenuation and in

the weak-field limit GMCs are critical for β ≈ 7.0 ×
10−2αG, or for ζ−16 ≈ 0.6IUV (Eqs. [42] and [43]). This

relation is seen in Fig. 3 moving along the red line for

small αG. As shown in Fig. 5, with CR attenuation the

critical β and ζ−16 are much larger. For example, for

αG = 0.1, and without CR attenuation β = 7.0 × 10−3

for critical GMCs, and this increases to 6.0×10−2 when

CR attenuation is included. Or, for IUV = 1, the critical

ionization rate ζ−16 increases from 0.6 to 5.1 for models

with and without CR attenuation respectively.

The vertical green dashed lines in the righthand pan-

els of Fig. 3 and 5 mark the intermediate αG = 2

case (nominally IUV/n2 ≈ 3), for which multiphased

(WNM/CNM) HI is possible in the PDRs, as indicated

by the grey strip. Without CR attenuation, and at

αG = 2, the red GMC line in Fig. 3 intersects the criti-

cal curve for β = 0.1. This is as given by Eq. (33). Fig. 5

shows that β = 0.9 when CR attenuation is included for

critical GMCs with αG = 2. For example, for the nom-

inal IUV/n2 ≈ 3, the critical ratio ζ−16/(n2C) increases

from 1.5 to 13.5. The critical free-space ionization rate

then scales with GMC mass as

ζ−16,crit ≈ 4.5×M
−1/2
6,GMC (44)

when CR attenuation is included.

As discussed in §2.4, the critical columns and ioniza-

tion rates for spheres illuminated isotropically are es-

sentially identical to the critical values for two-sided

slabs, where the gas column N for slabs is replaced

by the mean column ⟨N⟩ for spheres. This is because

2NHI,PDR,i ≈ NHI,PDR (see Eqs. [24] and [36]).

In Fig. 6 we further consider the αG = 2 case. We

show the HI fractions xHI (blue dashed curves), and in-

tegrated HI column densitiesNHI (black curves), for sev-

eral values of β. In the upper panel CR attenuation is

Figure 6. HI fractions xHI (dashed blue curves) and inte-
grated HI columns NHI (black curves) versus cloud depth,
as parameterized by the gas column, N , or the dust opti-
cal depth, τdust, for the intermediate, beamed field, αG = 2
case for multiphased HI, for a dust-to-gas ratio σ̃g = 1. The
curves are labelled by the assumed values of β. In the upper
panel CR attenuation is not included, and in the lower panel
CR attenuation is included. The horizontal green line is for
an HI column equal to twice the photodissociated column for
αG = 2. The vertical red line marks the half gas column for
typical Galactic GMCs.

excluded, and in the lower panel CR attenuation is in-

cluded. For both the dust-to-gas ratio is σ̃g = 1. For

αG = 2 the HI column produced by photodissociation is

NHI,FUV = 3.65×1020 cm−2. The horizontal green lines

are at twice this value (see the righthand column den-

sity scale) and the intersections with the NHI curves are

at the critical cloud depths for each β. The vertical red

lines mark the typical half-column of 7.5×1020 cm−2 for

the Galactic GMCs. Without CR attenuation we again

see that GMCs are critical for β = 0.1. With CR at-

tenuation the critical value is much larger with β = 0.9.
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This corresponds to a very large free-space ionization

rate to density ratio ζ−16/(n2CT
1/2
2 ) = 13.4.

3.4. Dust-to-Gas Ratio

How do the HI-to-H2 profiles depend on the assumed

dust-to-gas ratio, as parameterized by our σ̃g? The dust-

to-gas ratio (as controlled by the overall metallicity) en-

ters in two ways. First via the H2 dust-grain formation

rate coefficient R (eq. [3]), and second via the FUV dust

absorption cross section σg (Eq. [6]). The formation

rate coefficient, R, appears in the denominators of our

dimensionless parameters α and β (Eqs. [14] and [15]) in

our ODE Eq. (13). The dust absorption cross section,

σg, appears in the definition of the dust optical depth,

τdust, in Eq. (13). But importantly, the fundamental pa-

rameter αG is only weakly dependent6 on σ̃g due to the

cancellation when taking the ratio σg/R (see Eq. [23]).

BS16 studied the β = 0 case (i.e. no cosmic rays) and

found that when expressed in terms of τdust (rather than

the gas column N) then to a very good approximation,

especially for σ̃g in the range 0.1 to 10, the HI-to-H2

transition points depend on just αG independent of σ̃g.

This is the essence of our Eq. (A1). This invariance is

somewhat surprising especially in the weak-field limit

where the FUV attenuation is governed purely by H2

self-shielding, τdust,tran ≪ 1, and dust-shielding plays

no role. Furthermore, at cloud depths beyond the tran-

sition points, i.e. within the molecular zones, the HI and

H2 density profiles as functions of τdust, also depend on

just αG, and are invariant with σ̃g to a very good ap-

proximation. Within the fully atomic outer layers, and

up to the invariant transition points, the H2 profiles do

depend on σ̃g, with H2 fractions at the optically thin

cloud edges that vary inversely with the dust abundance

and the associated H2 formation rate coefficient.

Fig. 7 illustrates the behavior when cosmic rays are

included. In this example we set αG = 1 and β = 0.1

and present results for σ̃g = 0.1, 1, and 10. In the up-

per panel we exclude CR attenuation, and in the lower

panel CR is included according to Eq. (12). Once again,

the blue and orange curves are the atomic and molec-

ular fractions xHI and 2xH2
, and the black curves are

the integrated HI column densities. The red markers

indicate the transition points, as do the vertical green

dashed lines according to Eq. (A1).

For the three values of σ̃g, the average H2 self-shielding

factor G = 5.5 × 10−6, 3 × 10−5, and 1.3 × 10−4, and

6 The term (9.9/[1 + 8.9σ̃])0.37 in the definition of G (Eq. [21])
accounts for the dependence of the “H2-dust limited photodisso-
ciation rate” on σ̃g . To keep αG fixed when varying σ̃g requires
a corresponding alteration of α or the ratio IUV/n. See S14 for
a detailed discussion.

Figure 7. HI and H2 fractions, xHI and 2xH2 (blue and
orange curves) and HI column densities, NHI (black curves)
assuming αG = 1, and β = 0.1, for σ̃g =0.1, 1, and 10,
without and with CR attenuation (upper and lower panels).
The curves are plotted as functions of the dust optical depth
τdust, or equivalently σ̃g × N , where N is the gas column
density.

α = 1.8 × 105, 3.3 × 104 and 7.5 × 103. As seen in

Fig. 7 the corresponding molecular fractions at the cloud

edges, 2xH2
= 4/α, are 2.2×10−5, 1.2×10−4, and 5.3×

10−4. When expressed in terms of the dust optical depth

τdust (or equivalently σ̃g × N) the transition point is

insensitive to σ̃g, and for our assumed αG the transitions

occur at τdust = 0.2. For our assumed β the cosmic rays

do not affect the positions of the transition points (see

Appendix).

The cosmic-ray ionization rate is unaffected by the

presence of dust, and in the absence of CR attenua-

tion the HI profiles within the optically thick CRZs do

not depend on σ̃g and the atomic fraction reaches the

cosmic-ray floor xHI = 4.8 × 10−2 (see upper panel).

However, with CR attenuation, and when expressed as

functions of the dust optical depth, the HI fractions in-
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crease with σ̃g for a given τdust (see lower panel). This is

simply because the CR attenuation depends on the gas

column N = τdust/σg. For our assumed CR attenuation

power-law (Eq. [12]) with a = 0.385, xHI varies as σ̃
0.385
g

at a given dust optical depth. In all cases the atomic

fractions decrease with cloud depth ([Eq. 26]).

We have verified by explicit computation that this

ovearall behavior is maintained for the entire range of

αG and β in our model grids for σ̃g from 0.1 to 10.

4. SUMMARY

In this paper we extend the analytic treatment pre-

sented by Sternberg et al. (2014) and Bialy & Sternberg

(2016) (S14 and BS16) for the production of atomic hy-

drogen (HI) via FUV photodissociation at the bound-

aries of interstellar molecular (H2) clouds, to also in-

clude the effects of penetrating (low-energy) cosmic-rays

for the growth of the total HI column densities.

We focus on idealized one-dimensional gas slabs, con-

sisting of outer photodissociation regions (PDRs) and

inner cosmic-ray zones (CRZs). We compute the depth

dependent steady-state abundances of the HI and H2,

in a balance between grain-surface formation of the H2

and destruction via FUV photodissociation and cosmic-

ray ionization. The FUV photodissociation rates are

reduced by (standard) H2 self-shielding, and dust ab-

sorption. For the cosmic-rays we assume either constant

overall ionization rates, or models that include depth-

dependent attenuation of the cosmic-ray fluxes.

The physical parameters in the problem are (a) the

free-space intensity, IUV, of the FUV radiation and the

associated H2 photodissociation rate; (b) the free-space

cosmic ray H2 ionization rate, ζ; (c) the density, n, of

hydrogen nuclei, in atoms and molecules; (d) the H2

formation rate coefficient R; (e) the FUV dust absorp-

tion cross section σg; (f) the gas temperature T ; and

(g) a density enhancement factor, C, for the cool CRZs

relative to the warmer PDRs. An additional (chemi-

cal) parameter is the number, ϕ, of H2 dissociations per

cosmic-ray ionization event.

The governing HI/H2 formation-destruction equation

that we solve is Eq. (1), or in differential form Eq. (13).

The solutions for the HI and H2 density profiles and the

integrated HI columns, depend primarily on the ratios

IUV/Rn and ζ/Rn, as encapsulated in our dimensionless

parameters αG, and β (Eqs. [14], [15] and [23]). A third

dimensionless parameter is the dust-to-gas ratio σ̃g. It

sets the magnitude of both the dust absorption cross

section, and the molecular formation rate coefficient.

We solve Eq. (13) numerically, and we also develop

simple analytic formulae for the growth of the HI column

density in terms of αG and β (Eqs. [19] and [22]). Our

analytic formulae provide an excellent match to the nu-

merical integrations. Our focus is on conditions (β ≤ 1)

for which the gas is primarily molecular in the optically

thick cloud interiors. As we discuss in the Appendix,

for these conditions cosmic-rays do not affect the loca-

tions of the HI-to-H2 transition points. We consider

both weak fields (αG ≪ 1) and strong fields (αG ≫ 1),

and compute the critical cloud columns, Ncrit, at which

cosmic-rays dominate the production of the total HI

columns. We write down analytic expressions for the

critical columns. We also examine how the HI and H2

profiles scale with the assumed dust-to-gas ratio.

As an example, we apply our theory to Galactic gi-

ant molecular clouds (GMCs), with typical hydrogen

gas column densities ∼ 1.5 × 1022 cm−2 (independent

of mass). For GMCs we consider both plane-parallel

slabs exposed to beamed FUV fields, and spherical

clouds illuminated by isotropic radiation. For weak

FUV fields, for which IUV/n ≪ 3.4 × 10−2 cm3, and

with IUV = 1, the CRZ dominates the production of

the HI if the free-space ζ > 5.1 × 10−16 s−1. This es-

timate for the critical ionization rate includes cosmic-

ray attenuation within the GMCs. For multiphased

warm/cold HI within the PDRs, for which IUV/n ≈
3.4 × 10−2 cm3, the CRZ dominates the HI if ζ ≳
4.5×10−16×(MGMC/10

6 M⊙)
−1/2 s−1, where MGMC is

the GMC mass. The very large critical ionization rates

suggest that FUV photodissociation dominates the pro-

duction of the HI in most Galactic GMCs.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank David Neufeld, Chris McKee, Eve Ostriker,

and Mark Wolfire for discussions. We thank the referee

for a careful reading of our manuscript and for helpful

comments. This work was supported by the German Sci-

ence Foundation via DFG/DIP grant STE/ 1869-2 GE/

625 17-1, by the Center for Computational Astrophysics

(CCA) of the Flatiron Institute, and by the Mathemat-

ical and Physical Sciences (MPS) division of the Simons

Foundation, USA.

REFERENCES

Allen R. J., Atherton P. D., Tilanus R. P. J., 1986, Nature,

319, 296

Bialy S., Sternberg A., 2015, MNRAS, 450, 4424

Bialy S., Sternberg A., 2016, ApJ, 822, 83

Bialy S., Sternberg A., 2019, ApJ, 881, 160

Bialy S., Burkhart B., Sternberg A., 2017, ApJ, 843, 92

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/319296a0
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1986Natur.319..296A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stv851
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2015MNRAS.450.4424B
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/0004-637X/822/2/83
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2016ApJ...822...83B
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/ab2fd1
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2019ApJ...881..160B
http://dx.doi.org/10.3847/1538-4357/aa7854
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2017ApJ...843...92B


16 Sternberg et al.

Bisbas T. G., van Dishoeck E. F., Hu C.-Y., Schruba A.,

2023, MNRAS, 519, 729

Bohlin R. C., Savage B. D., Drake J. F., 1978, ApJ, 224,

132

Caselli P., Walmsley C. M., Terzieva R., Herbst E., 1998,

ApJ, 499, 234

Ceccarelli C., Hily-Blant P., Montmerle T., Dubus G.,

Gallant Y., Fiasson A., 2011, ApJL, 740, L4

Chevance M., Krumholz M. R., McLeod A. F., Ostriker

E. C., Rosolowsky E. W., Sternberg A., 2022, arXiv

e-prints, p. arXiv:2203.09570

Dalgarno A., 2006, Proceedings of the National Academy of

Science, 103, 12269

Draine B. T., 1978, ApJS, 36, 595

Draine B. T., Bertoldi F., 1996, ApJ, 468, 269

Gabici S., 2022, A&A Rv, 30, 4

Gebek A., et al., 2023, MNRAS,

Goldsmith P. F., Li D., Krčo M., 2007, ApJ, 654, 273
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Rémy-Ruyer A., et al., 2014, A&A, 563, A31
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APPENDIX

A. HI-TO-H2 TRANSITION POINTS

We define the HI-to-H2 transition points as the depths

where xHI = 2xH2 (or xHI = 1/2). In the absence of

cosmic rays BS16 derived the fitting formula

Ntran,PDR =
q

σg
ln[(

αG

2
)1/q + 1] (A1)

for the gas column densities at which the transitions oc-

cur for pure FUV irradiation. We refer to these as the

PDR transition points. We emphasize that Ntran,PDR is

the total gas column density, atomic plus molecular, at

the PDR transition point. The associated dust optical

depth is τdust,tran ≡ σgNtran, and Eq. (A1) gives this

optical depth as a function of our basic parameter αG.

In this formula, q is the power-law index7 for a simple

power-law approximation for the H2 self-shielding func-

tion (see BS16). The recommended value is q = 0.7.

Importantly, Eq. (A1) is valid in both the strong- or

weak-field regimes, i.e., whether the transitions are con-

trolled by dust absorption or molecular self–shielding.

For strong-fields, αG ≫ 1,

Ntran,PDR = NHI,PDR ≈ 1

σg
ln[αG/2]

=
5.3× 1020

σ̃g
O(1) cm−2

(A2)

In this limit the total column density at the transition

point is just the entire photodissociated HI column in

the cloud as given by Eq. (24), with negligible H2 up

to this point. All of the HI is produced in an outer

photodissociated layer, with a column of order 1/σg, up

to a sharp HI-to-H2 transition.

In the weak-field limit Eq. (A1) remains accurate,

and without explicit reference to the H2 column, even

though the transition point is governed purely by H2

self-shielding. In this limit it is straightforward to show

that

Ntran,PDR ≈ q

σg
(αG/2)1/q ≈ (2−q)×NHI,tran , (A3)

where NHI,tran is the HI column density at the transition

point. In this limit, Ntran ≪ 1/σg, and with q = 0.7 we

have NHI,tran ≈ 0.77Ntran,PDR.

When cosmic rays are included the transition points

may be moved to greater depths than Ntran,PDR if the

7 In BS16 we used the letter β for the index. We have altered our
notation here to keep β for the cosmic-ray parameter (Eq.[15])
as in SGB20.

Figure 8. Curves (in green) for βmax as given by Eq. (A4),
for σ̃g=0.1, 1, and 10. The lines (red dashed) are for constant
ratios ζ−16/IUV =1, 10, and 100.

ionization rates are large enough (Kim et al. 2023a).

However, this requires extremely large ionization rates.

The transition points are affected by cosmic rays if

β > βmax ≡ 2

s(Ntran,PDR)
, (A4)

where s(N) ≤ 1 is the CR attenuation function. For

these values of β the cosmic ray ionization rates are large

enough to keep xHI > 1/2 at the FUV only transition

points. For β < 2 the transition points are unaffected

and remain at Ntran,PDR as given by Eq. (A1), whether

or not CR attenuation is included. Without CR atten-

uation (s = 1) a transition never occurs if β > 2 since

then the cosmic-rays maintain xHI > 1/2 everywhere.

We refer to this as the “strong cosmic-ray irradiation”

limit. With CR attenuation, the transition points are

unaffected if β < βmax.

In Fig. 8 we plot βmax versus αG using Eq. (A1) for

Ntran,PDR, and Eq. (12) for s(N). We show curves for

σ̃g equal to 0.1, 1, and 10. For small αG the FUV tran-

sition points occur at Ntran,PDR < Ncr = 1019 cm−2 for

which s = 1 (see Eq.[12]) so that βmax = 2. As αG

is increased the CR attenuation at the PDR transition

points become significant and βmax rises above 2.

The red dashed lines in Fig. 8 are for constant ratios,

ζ−16/IUV from 1 to 100 (assuming C = 1 in Eq. [15]).

These lines show that unless CR attenuation is ne-

glected, ζ−16/IUV must be very large for cosmic-rays

to ever affect the positions of the HI-to-H2 transition
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points. In particular, for characteristic Galactic condi-

tions, with ζ−16/IUV ≈ 1 and σ̃g = 1, this never occurs.

For example, for αG = 2, Eq. (A4) gives βmax = 7, so

that for IUV = 1, the free-space cosmic-ray ionization

rate must be larger than 3×10−15 s−1 for the transition

point to be affected. Even without CR attenuation the

ionization rate would have to be very large, and greater

than 9× 10−16 s−1.
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