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ABSTRACT
The term ”unstable neutral media” (UNM) has traditionally been used to describe the transient phase formed

between the warm and cold neutral hydrogen (HI) phases and has not been the focus of HI studies. However,
recent observations suggest that the UNM phase not only has a significantly longer-than-expected lifetime but
also occupies at least 20% to 40% of both the volume and mass fraction of HI. In this paper, we argue that the
existence and dominance of the UNM can be explained by the presence of strong turbulence using an energy
balance argument. The mass fraction of UNM is directly proportional to the turbulent velocity dispersion σv:

mass fraction of UNM ∝ σ
2n

1+n
v , where n is the absolute value of the adiabatic index in the unstable phase. We

discuss the implications of long-lived unstable thermal phases on ISM physics, including cold dense filament
formation, cosmic ray acceleration, and measurement of galactic foreground statistics.

Keywords: Magneto-hydrodynamics — Turbulence — Interstellar media — methods: numerical, analytical

1. INTRODUCTION

The interstellar medium (ISM) is a complex mixture of
gas, dust, and cosmic rays that plays a crucial role in the
evolution of galaxies (McKee & Ostriker 1977, see also Mc-
Kee & Ostriker (2007); Yuen et al. (2024)). The ISM can
be divided into several phases, including the warm neutral
medium (WNM), cold neutral medium (CNM), and unstable
neutral medium (UNM, Heiles & Troland 2003). The WNM
is characterized by temperatures of several thousand Kelvin
and low densities, while the CNM has temperatures around
100 K and higher densities (Wolfire et al. 2003). The UNM is
a dynamic and transitional phase that lies between the WNM
and CNM and is susceptible to rapid changes in temperature
and density (Field 1965).

A widely-held assumption in the ISM community (McKee
& Ostriker 1977; Yuen et al. 2024) suggests that the unstable
phase, as its name implies, is thermally unstable and has a
relatively short lifetime. This argument is based on the fact
that when the cooling timescale, influenced by various pro-
cesses including radiative cooling, chemical reactions, and
turbulence (Nakamura & Li 2007), is balanced by the tur-
bulence timescale. A rough estimation shows that the UNM
lifetime is on the order of O(1Myr). If this were the case,
since the mass of the galaxy is conserved, the UNM fraction
in our Milky Way should have declined very quickly, given
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that the lifetime of the galaxy is significantly longer than that
of the UNM. However, numerical simulations suggest oth-
erwise (Kim & Ostriker 2018; Seifried et al. 2020a,b). In-
deed, earlier literature with weak turbulence suggests that
the fraction of UNM is on the order of a few percent (Audit
& Hennebelle 2005). However, it has been observationally
suggested (Kalberla & Kerp 2009; Murray et al. 2018) that
UNM occupies at least 20% of the total fraction (Murray
et al. 2018; McClure-Griffiths et al. 2023), with some reports
of up to 40% (Kalberla & Haud 2018), suggesting that there
are some sort of ’heat source’ continually elevating the CNM
to warmer phases.

One of the leading hypotheses is that the presence of tur-
bulence acts like a heat source, maintaining the high fraction
of UNM observed. Recent studies have shown that turbu-
lence can significantly impact the fraction and stability of the
UNM (Audit & Hennebelle 2005; Hennebelle & Audit 2007;
Hennebelle et al. 2007). Moreover, new evidence suggests
that turbulence plays an important role in shaping the power
spectrum (Yuen et al. 2022) and anisotropy (Ho et al. 2023)
of the multiphase ISM. In fact, earlier literature (Cho et al.
2003) suggests that turbulence can transport heat much more
effectively than the native thermal conduction rate, and in the
case of the ISM, it is a few orders of magnitude stronger than
its thermal counterpart. However, a quantitative analysis of
how and why this leads to a large fraction of UNM is still
unknown.

In this paper, we discuss how turbulence can extend the
lifetime of the unstable phase, making it appear stable com-
pared to the radiative cooling timescale. In Section 2, we
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briefly review the relevant timescales for multiphase physics.
In Section 3, we utilize the energy argument to explain why
turbulence can significantly enhance the UNM fraction as ob-
served in the sky. In Section 4, we discuss our numerical
results. In Section 5, we summarize and conclude our paper.

2. REVIEW OF TIMESCALE ARGUMENT IN
FORMATION AND STABILITY OF UNSTABLE

PHASE

2.1. Important time scale and length scale in Multi-phase
ISM

When discussing the physics of multi-phase ISM, the cool-
ing effect is considered as one of the dominating process in
studying the dynamics of ISM. To demonstrate that, one of
the classical argument is coming from the timescale compar-
ison. The multi-phase ISM can be treated as a fluid, and for
that, the dynamical timescale τd determines the importance
of fluid motion. For cooling effect, we can define a cooling
time scale τc. They can be defined as :

τc =
E

Ėc

,

τd =
L

cs
,

(1)

where E, Ėc, L, cs are the internal energy of the fluid ele-
ment, cooling rate, length scale of the ISM and speed of
sound. The timescales can be interpreted as the time required
for a process become important. The shorter one is more im-
portant than a longer one.

Assuming the idea gas law and plugging in the usual
ISM parameter, we can then estimate the two timescales.
For example, assuming the ISM temperature T = 1500K,
L = 100pc, and Ėc = 2 × 10−26ergs−1 and density
nH = 2cm−3, we arrive with an order of magnitude estimate
of τd ∼ O(10Myr) and τc ∼ O(Myr), indicating that the
cooling finishes almost instantly after the heat exchange due
to fluid motion. We neglect the effect from thermal conduc-
tion as the corresponding characteristic length scale is at the
order of 10−2 pc, meaning that the natural thermal conduc-
tion only plays a minor role on the scale of ISM, consistent
with the estimate in Cho et al. (2003).

In this interpretation, we observe that the internal energy of
fluid element ultimately determined by the cooling function.
The multiphase gas will be stabilize very quickly roughly
at the order of cooling timescale, where a static fraction of
warm and cold gas mixture are formed without much mix-
ing, which is the scenario outlined as early as Wolfire et al.
(2003).

2.2. Turbulent mixing effect

However, observational study shows that the multi-phase
ISM is turbulent (See, e.g. Yuen et al. 2022) and one should
consider the effect arising from turbulent motion. Prior simu-
lations observed that a substantial amount of unstable phases
are produced when turbulence is generated, but the actual

Figure 1. Illustration of Cold-Heat End Model, The formation of
UNM under temperature gradient and turbulence mixing.

fraction of unstable phases are not in agreement, despite a
rough range of estimate of 20 − 28% is observed across
different simulations(Seifried et al. 2020a,b; Fielding et al.
2023), but some of other simulations has the unstable phases
up to 60% (Kritsuk et al. 2017, 2018). Similar variation is
also raised from the observational side (Murray et al. 2018;
Kalberla et al. 2020; McClure-Griffiths et al. 2023).

For a fully turbulent medium, turbulence mixing effect
plays an important role in transferring heat of the fluid, as tur-
bulence heat transport known to be more efficient than nat-
ural thermal transport in the case of ISM environment(Cho
et al. 2003). To quantify the turbulence mixing, we follow the
argument from last section and consider its timescale, which
defined as :

τt =
l

v
, (2)

where l, v are the eddies scale and length scale at the size
of unstable phase. One could link the two observables via
Kolmogorov (1941) scaling v ∝ l1/3 and arrive with:

τt ∼ τ0(
l

L
)2/3, (3)

where τ0 = L/V0 denoting the turbulence mixing time at
timescale given the velocity V0 at scale L. One could see that
the turbulence mixing effect is scale dependent and decreas-
ing in smaller scale. We consider at a smaller length scale
lt, τt would decrease down to the magnitude of τc. To es-
timate the value, we assume that at the unstable phase it is
mildly trans-Alfvenic, i.e. V0 ∼ cs, and the timescale esti-
mate gives:

(
τc
τd

)3/2 ∼ (
lt
L
). (4)
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For the case of τc/τd ∼ 0.1 that we adopted earlier (τd ∼
10Myr, τc ∼ Myr), lt is about 3pc, meaning that at this
scale, the effect of turbulence mixing effect play a compara-
ble role with cooling effect. Fig.2.1 shows a cartoon on how
the turbulence mixing actually works: When turbulence is
in play, there is an intermediate layer with the width be the
turbulence mixing length lt in which the energy is supported
by turbulence free energy. While the two stable phases have
no heat loss, fluid elements transported into the mixing layer
are subjected to imbalanced heating and cooling which is re-
flected by the negative adiabatic index as seen in multiphase
numerical simulation, which we shall discuss in the next sec-
tion.

3. ENERGY BALANCE ARGUMENT

From §2, we observe that the turbulence mixing effect
dominates over thermal conduction in terms of heat trans-
port. However, we do not see why the argument in the previ-
ous section could explain the potential very long lifetime and
large fraction of UNM. The reason is because the modern
MHD turbulence theory (Goldreich & Sridhar 1995; Maron
& Goldreich 2001; Cho & Lazarian 2003) assumes that the
only energy sink for the plasma modes are dissipation (from
ion-neutral damping in the case of ISM, see Yan & Lazarian
(2004); Xu et al. (2015)). However, in the case of multiphase
media, there is an additional energy sink that allows the tur-
bulence to behave differently during phase transition: the ab-
normal P ∝ ρ−n(n > 0) unstable phase equation of state
(EoS). While we will postpone the full analysis to the up-
coming paper (Yuen et al. in prep) in exploring the quantita-
tive values of n as expected for a given turbulence model, it is
crucial to consider how turbulence energy transfer is changed
when having the abnormal EoS.

Let us consider the scale of UNM with thickness of ∼ 1pc,
which is evidently larger than the ion-neutral decoupling
scale (Li et al. 2010; Hezareh et al. 2010; Houde et al. 2011;
Xu et al. 2015). The energy equation can be written as
(ϵ = ρv2/2):

∂ϵ

∂t
+∇ · ((2ϵ+ P )v) = ρΛ− ρ2T 1/2Γe−184/T (5)

where ρΛ is the radiative heating function and
ρ2T 1/2Γe−184/T is the radiative cooling function. Both
Λ and Γ can be approximated as roughly constants (Zweibel
& Josafatsson 1983) in the length scales that we are con-
sidering. The rough variation of the heating and cooling
functions as the temperature changes is shown in Fig 3. A
general trend for the heating and cooling functions are: in the
case of WNM and CNM they are roughly balanced, and an
adiabatic EoS is enforced. For UNM, the cooling function is
significantly stronger than that of the heating function. No-
tice that we are assuming that our mixture of gases are in the
regime 3 of Wolfire et al. (2003), i.e., the mean density (so as
pressure) lies in between the maximum warm phase density
and the minimum of cold phase density. In our discussion,
we can therefore combine both CNM and WNM together,

while separating that of UNM for dedicated analysis. Our
ultimate goal is to obtain the following parameter:

χUNM,mass =
mUNM

1−mUNM
(6)

where

mUNM =

∫max(T ):Λ=ρT 1/2Γe−184/T

min(T ):Λ=ρT 1/2Γe−184/T dTρ(T )∫
dTρ(T )

(7)

One of the major principles for us to move forward is
that all three phases shared the same Kolmogorov scaling
(Yuen et al. 2022). i.e their δv strictly obeys δv ∝ l

1/3
⊥ .

Noticing that the solution of the integral in Eq.7 is Equa-
tion of State dependent. At the moment, we will assume
an isotropic scaling law to provide a first order estimate
and defer the anisotropy argument in later publication.

From Yuen et al. (2022) we observe that the energy transfer
rate ∂ϵ

∂t is roughly constant since apparently a Kolmogorov-
like spectrum is maintained over the scales of transitions. We
can proceed with Eq.5 by expressing P and T via the poly-
tropic EoS with negative adiabatic index and ideal gas law,
respectively:

P = Cρ−n (n > 0)

T =
P

ρkB
=

C

kB
ρ−n−1

(8)

for some constant C. The typical value of n ∈ (0, 1) in ob-
servation (Kalberla & Haud 2018), but in this analysis we did
not impose any restrictions on n except requiring n > 0. We
first approximate the range of values of T in relation to n:

C ′T
n−1

2(n+1) ≈ e184/T (9)

for some constant C ′, denoting these two solutions as T1,2

that correspond to the cold and warm gas density, respec-
tively. Then Eq.7 can be written as 1:

mUNM ∝
∫ T2

T1

dT (
C

kB
)

1
n+1T

−1
n+1

= (
C

kB
)

1
n+1

n

n+ 1
(T

n
n+1

2 − T
n

n+1

1 )

(10)

where from observation we know T2 ≫ T1 (T1 ≈
200K,T2 ≈ 5000K), therefore the T1 part can be safely ig-
nored in our order-of-magnitude estimates.

What remains is to relate T1,2 with turbulence velocity v.
Assuming all the turbulence energy went into the support of
the negative adiabatic EoS:

2ρv3

l
∼ Cρ−nv

l
(11)

1 When the system is isobaric (n = 0), the current integral gives a logarith-
mic form.
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Simulation σv [km s−1] N3 L [pc] ρ [mH cm−3]

M0 0.12

5123 100 3

M1 0.22

M2 0.45

M3 0.93

M4 1.63

M5 3.01

M6 4.86

Table 1. Simulation parameters, from the left; velocity dispersion
σv (in km/s), Resolution N3, Length Scale L, and mean number
density of atomic hydrogen nH .

Taking Kolmogorov scaling, we have v3/l ≈ const

v−2 ∝ l−2/3 ∝ ρ1+n ∝ T−1

→ T 1/2 ∼ v
(12)

The mass fraction of UNM is given by (n > 0, see Footnote
1):

χUNM,mass =
const × v

2n
1+n

1− const × v
2n

1+n

(13)

The r.m.s. sonic Mach number of the system is propor-
tional to v. Therefore we expect that when the UNM fraction
is not dominant (i.e. < 50%), the mass fraction of UNM has
the following scaling to the turbulent velocity v (which is
measured by σv in simulation):

χUNM,mass ∝ v
2n

1+n (14)

For typical n value of 0.3− 0.4 (i.e. P ∝ ρ−0.3 to ρ−0.4),
the mass fraction of UNM is about v0.46 to v0.57.

4. NUMERICAL METHOD & RESULT

4.1. Numerical Simulations

To compare the result in §2, we use the 3D MHD multi-
phase simulations generated from the MHD code Athena++,
which were also being used in Yuen et al. (2021) and Ho et al.
(2023). For the initial state, we set up a 3D periodic turbu-
lence box with the length of 100 pc and we are assuming the
fluid represents the bulk neutral hydrogen in the interstellar
media. We adopt the realistic cooling and heating function
proposed by Koyama & Inutsuka (2002). The simulation was
originally constant in density and was driven via spectral ve-
locity perturbation in the Fourier space.

We set up a few simulations with the conditions simi-
lar to the realistic multi-phase neutral hydrogen gases with
mass/volume fractions being consistent with observations.
We shall define the gas as the cold phase when the tempera-
ture of the gas is below 200K while those above 5500K as to

warm phase, while the gas in between is the unstable phase.
At around 50 Myr the turbulence box has produced a realis-
tic multi-phase medium, which the parameters are listed in
Tab.1. For our current case study, the cooling lengthscale is
roughly ∼ Linj/10. Therefore, simulations at resolution of
5123 is sufficient for the current studies.

Fig. 2 shows how does the intensity structure (density
projected along of sight) looks like in three cases of mul-
tiphase media with different injection velocity dispersion
σv = 0.12, 1.62, and 4.53kms−1. We can see visually from
Fig.2 that the increase of injection velocity have apparent vi-
sual effect on the distribution of density features in the sim-
ulation domain, very similar to the situation that outlined
in Yuen & Lazarian (2020): When the injection velocity is
larger, the effective sonic Mach number is also larger, and as
a result, thin features can be formed very easily under strong
turbulence compression.

We also present the phase diagrams of these simulations as
in Fig. 3. We can see that stronger turbulence makes the ther-
mal curve much more steepened, which is a well-known re-
sult from the community (Kritsuk et al. 2017; Kim & Ostriker
2018). By observation, the numerical value of the adiabatic
index n in the unstable phase is about 0.3. We expect that
the numerical value of n to be shallower than the equilibrium
curve (dashed line of Eq.3) due to strong thermal instability.

4.2. Numerical Verification of the fraction estimation

How does the turbulent velocity affects the fraction of the
three phases? In Fig.4 we show how the fraction of three
phases vary as a function of offset time for three different
cases of turbulent velocity. We observe a few different things
that are very apparent from these simulations: (i) when the
injection velocity increases, the volume fraction of unstable
phase increases. (ii) Both volume fractions of cold and warm
phases decrease as the turbulent velocity increases, (iii) the
volume fraction of cold phase enters the equilibrium ear-
lier when the turbulence velocity amplitude is larger, (iv)
all three phases have entered equilibrium stage for an ex-
tended amount of lifetime. These qualitative facts suggest
that the increases presence of turbulence allow the originally
thermally unstable phase becomes particularly stable in our
study.

How does the fraction stability be achieved? Earlier pro-
posal (Wolfire et al. 2003; McKee & Ostriker 2007) suggests
that materials are cycling between the cold and warm phases,
which appears to make the unstable phase be in large frac-
tion despite the lifetime of the thermally unstable materials
are dynamically short. Fig.4 seems to suggest that both frac-
tions of cold and warm phases are reduced as the turbulence
strength increases, implying that the material cycling argu-
ment could work. Indeed, the increased presence of ther-
mally unstable phase (Ho et al. 2023) imposes additional
forces to cold phases. When UNM fraction increases, the
thermal instability creates more CNM, creating an equilib-
rium in between.

From the qualitative perspective we understand that turbu-
lence fueled the stability of thermally unstable phase, but did
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Figure 2. Three panels showing the structure of multiphase HI density projection when we vary the velocity dispersion.

Figure 3. A plot showing how the phase diagram of the simula-
tions vary as functions of the injection velocity. The dashed curve is
the equilibrium curve (i.e. heating = cooling in the energy evolution
(R.H.S. of Eq.5=0) with the (negative) adiabatic index n ≈ 0.5.
However, most of the fluctuations do not follow the equilibrium
curve with a numerical adiabatic index of n ≈ 0.3.

our quantitative prediction (Eq.13) be realized in the simula-
tion? In Fig. 5 we show the time averaged mass fraction of
the UNM as a function of σv , velocity dispersion, which is a
direct proxy of v. Notice that in a simulation with given ini-
tial density and pre-defined heating and cooling functions, we
already know approximately the mean density of the unsta-
ble phase. Fig.5 shows that the variation of mass fraction for
the unstable phase has a power-law relation to the injection
velocity. In our case the relation is roughly χUNM ∝ v1/2,

meaning that n ≈ 1/3, matching the slopes in the phase dia-
gram we see from Fig.3.

5. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In the previous paper of our series (Ho et al. 2023), we
revealed that the presence of negative adiabatic index will
create additional, short-range gravity-like pressure term that
confines the cold neutral media, i.e. long filaments (Clark
et al. 2015; Xu et al. 2019, see Yuen et al. 2024 for a review)
that are longer than the threshold of the thermal instability
are not stable. In the current paper we revealed that it is tur-
bulence that supports this action, and a stronger level of tur-
bulence will actually make the instability strong, instead of
weaker. In other words, the density map of multiphase media
under the combined action of heating and cooling functions
will appear to be much more scattered, which agrees with
our observation in Fig.2. We want to emphasize that, isother-
mal simulations with plasma conditions similar to that in our
simulated cold neutral media will not be that scattered, which
can be readily seen in some state-of-the-art numerical simu-
lations (e.g. Federrath et al. 2021). It is a combined action of
the turbulence and phase effect that drives both the dynamics
(Ho et al. 2023) and the unstable fraction, which is presented
in the current paper, to be very different from the isothermal
counterpart.

We also want to emphasize that the micro-physics of un-
stable media is very important in further quantifying the dy-
namics of ISM (Fielding et al. 2023; Kritsuk et al. 2024).
One of the most important development in the studies of ISM
is the inclusion of low energy (1-200GeV) cosmic rays into
the multiphase ISM system (Habegger et al. 2024; Guo et al.
2024). It is observed that the compressive part of the tur-
bulence energy, presumably most effectively generated by
thermal instability, is taken away from the ISM in energiz-
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Figure 4. A set of figures showing how the volume fraction of the three phases (left: cold, medium: unstable, right: warm) vary across offset
time for three different cases of turbulent velocity dispersion. The offset time defined as the time when thermal instability happens.

Figure 5. A figure showing how the time averaged mass fraction of
unstable phase varies as a function of velocity dispersion. For each
data point, it takes the average of 50 Myr.

ing (heating) the cosmic ray, leading to a runaway energy
growth of cosmic ray energy. In the context of MHD turbu-
lence theory, it is the fast modes that energize the cosmic rays
most efficiently at that energy range (Yan & Lazarian 2002).
Numerically it is reported that fast modes are dominant in the
multiphase ISM (Beresnyak 2024). We want to stress the fact
that the dominance of fast mode also significantly modify the
statistics of turbulence, particularly in the form of intermit-
tancy (Ho & Lazarian 2021), in which it accelerates cosmic
rays (Kempski & Quataert 2022) and modifies the observed
polarization (Pavaskar et al. 2024). Furthermore, it appears
to be sufficient in modifying the statistics of E/B modes on
the sky (Kritsuk et al. 2018, 2024).

The microphysics that we are investigating in this paper
is incomplete. Despite we know that the phase change can
lead to the spatial deformation of CNM (Ho et al. 2023), and
turbulence can also fueled up the phase changes (the current
paper), we still do not know how the heat within the CNM is
transported, particularly if we include cosmic ray feedback

(Habegger et al. 2024). We will discuss this particular piece
of physics in the later papers.

As a conclusion, in this paper we present a viable scenario
for unstable phase to be dynamically stable compared to the
dynamical time of radiative cooling and cloud evolution time,
which can potentially explain the large unstable fraction as
observed in Murray et al. (2018). In short:

1. The fraction of UNM is maintained decades (>
20Myr) over the cooling time (∼ 2Myr). (Fig.4)
when turbulence is present.

2. When we increase the turbulence levels, more fluid
parcels fall into the thermally unstable phase. Ana-
lytically, the mass fraction of UNM is ∝ v

2n
1+n (Eq.14)

3. In particular, in our numerical simulations we observe
that Eq.14 is a precise prediction of mass fraction of
UNM (Fig.5).
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