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ABSTRACT

Galaxy interactions can significantly affect the star formation in galaxies, but it remains a challenge to achieve
a consensus on the star formation rate (SFR) enhancement in galaxy pairs. Here, we investigate the SFR en-
hancement of gas-rich galaxy pairs detected by the Widefield ASKAP L-band Legacy All-sky Blind surveY
(WALLABY). We construct a sample of 278 paired galaxies spanning a stellar mass (M∗) range from 107.6

to 1011.2M⊙. We obtain individual masses of atomic hydrogen (HI) for these paired galaxies, using a novel
deblending algorithm for HI data cubes. Quantifying the interaction stages and strengths with parameters mo-
tivated by first principles, we find that at fixed stellar and HI mass, the alteration in SFR of galaxy pairs starts
when their dark matter halos encounter. For galaxies with stellar mass lower than 109M⊙, their SFRs show
tentative suppression of 1.4σ after the halo encounter, and then become enhanced when their HI disks overlap,
regardless of mass ratios. In contrast, the SFRs of galaxies with M∗ > 109M⊙ increase monotonically toward
smaller projected distances and radial velocity offsets. When a close companion is present, a pronounced SFR
enhancement is found for the most HI-poor high-mass galaxies in our sample. Collecting the observational
evidence, we provide a coherent picture of the evolution of galaxy pairs, and discuss how the tidal effects and
hydrodynamic processes shape the SFR enhancement. Our results provide a coherent picture of gas-rich galaxy
interactions and impose constraints on the underlying physical processes.

Keywords: Galaxies (573), Galaxy evolution (594), Galaxy interactions (600), Interstellar atomic gas (833)

1. INTRODUCTION

In a hierarchical universe, galaxies do not live alone, but in-
teract with their neighbors. The interaction between galaxies
has a significant impact on their evolution. For example, the
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structure and morphology of galaxies can be easily altered
by close encounters, leaving asymmetric features commonly
found in observations (Arp 1966; Toomre & Toomre 1972;
Huang & Fan 2022) and transforming disks into spheroidals
(Barnes 1992). Gas content and flows within interacting
galaxies can also be disrupted, which leads to intricate con-
sequences such as the redistribution of metals (Kewley et al.
2010; Hani et al. 2018; Pérez-Dı́az et al. 2024), the transfor-
mation of gas phases (Pan et al. 2018; Moreno et al. 2019;
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Wang et al. 2023), the altering of the star formation states
(Ellison et al. 2008; Patton et al. 2013; Gao et al. 2023; Kado-
Fong et al. 2024; Bottrell et al. 2023), and the triggering
of active galactic nuclei (AGNs) activities (Silverman et al.
2011; Satyapal et al. 2014; Ellison et al. 2019).

The connection between galaxy interactions and their star
formation rates (SFRs) has long been studied. Violent merg-
ers are thought to be the main channel of starbursts in the lo-
cal Universe, as supported by the morphological disturbances
seen around the majority of these systems (Conselice 2003;
Pawlik et al. 2016). Besides, mergers are likely responsi-
ble for the quenching of galaxies through depleting the cold
gas or preventing the existing gas from forming stars (Martig
et al. 2009; Ellison et al. 2022; Petersson et al. 2022; Quai
et al. 2023; Kado-Fong et al. 2024). More subtle effects on
the SFR would happen during the interaction phase well be-
fore mergers. When selecting galaxy pairs in observations
based on the proximity of projected distances and radial ve-
locities, previous studies found that the SFR of interacting
galaxy pairs increases as their distances decrease, compared
to isolated samples (Ellison et al. 2008; Moon et al. 2019;
Pan et al. 2019; Garduño et al. 2021, but see Li et al. 2023a
and Garay-Solis et al. 2023 for opposite results). Numer-
ical simulations of galaxy mergers successfully reproduce
this phenomenon, which typically trace the SFR enhance-
ment as a function of time for individual merging systems
(e.g., Moreno et al. 2019; Sparre et al. 2022; Renaud et al.
2022). Cosmological simulations showed with better statis-
tics that the SFR enhancement becomes significant even at
separations over 200 kpc (Patton et al. 2020), indicating a
long-lasting impact on the SFR during the galaxy pair peri-
ods.

Despite the general trend of interacting galaxies, the de-
tailed behavior of the SFR enhancement depend intricately
on the properties of the galaxies involved as well as on
the environment they inhabit. As the fuel of star forma-
tion, cold gas content of the progenitor galaxies can sub-
stantially influence how the SFR varies during the interac-
tions. For instance, star formation in gas-rich galaxies is
more enhanced when the neighbors are also gas-rich and star-
forming (Xu et al. 2010; Zuo et al. 2018; Moon et al. 2019;
Brown et al. 2023). Using hydrodynamic simulations, Scud-
der et al. (2015) found that both the time and magnitude of
the SFR enhancement are sensitive to the gas fractions of the
progenitors. Observations have also showed that the pres-
ence of a second companion or massive galaxies nearby can
suppress the SFR enhancement (Stierwalt et al. 2015; Bus-
tamante et al. 2020). In more extreme situations, satellite
galaxies falling into massive halos could be quenched by the
environment (Cortese et al. 2021; Engler et al. 2023). In ad-
dition, the merger mass ratio also matters. Gas-rich major
mergers are found to induce the most prominent starbursts

(Woods et al. 2006; Pan et al. 2018), and minor mergers that
are preponderant in number may have the largest contribu-
tion to the interaction-induced star formation budget (Bot-
trell et al. 2023). In terms of physical mechanisms, although
mergers and tidal interactions are driven by gravity, hydro-
dynamic effects can also affect the SFRs, especially for the
gas-rich systems we consider. These effects can also lead to
both SFR elevation and suppression (e.g., Moon et al. 2019;
Spilker et al. 2022; Kado-Fong et al. 2024), depending on the
specific situations. All these complexities urge us to put to-
gether the parameter dependencies coherently in a physically
motivated picture, decompose the different mechanisms pos-
sibly affecting the SFR enhancement, and clarify the role of
gas during the process.

Previous observational studies usually use the projected
distances and the mass ratios to quantify the interaction
strength. Although highly intuitive and easy to obtain in ob-
servations, these parameters provide limited insight into the
physical mechanisms in action. Furthermore, the proxim-
ity of galaxy pairs in the sky poses challenges for separating
their gas content with blind HI surveys using single-dish tele-
scopes, such as the Arecibo Legacy Fast ALFA survey (AL-
FALFA; Giovanelli et al. 2005) and the FAST All Sky HI

survey (FASHI; Zhang et al. 2024). As a result, the sample
size of galaxy pairs with unblended HI detection is consis-
tently smaller compared to optically selected samples (e.g.,
Scudder et al. 2015), impeding the study of atomic gas in
interacting galaxies.

The ongoing Widefield ASKAP L-band Legacy All-sky
Blind surveY (WALLABY; Koribalski et al. 2020) is observ-
ing the southern sky to map the HI of galaxies in the lo-
cal Universe with a spatial resolution of 30′′. It provides a
much more advantageous dataset than before to construct a
large sample of interacting galaxies with spatially resolved
HI properties. In this study, we utilize the data from WAL-
LABY to define our sample of gas-rich galaxy pairs in the
local Universe. We also define parameters directly linked to
different physical mechanisms (e.g., tidal perturbation and
collision between the gas disks) and investigate how they
contribute to the SFR enhancement. As WALLABY is cover-
ing more fields (e.g., Wong et al. 2021; Reynolds et al. 2022;
For et al. 2023) and detecting an increasing number of inter-
acting systems, the method presented here could be applied
to much larger samples to obtain better statistics and reveal
more subtle effects of galaxy interactions.

This paper is arranged as follows. Section 2 details the
data employed in our study and the method to build the
galaxy samples. Section 3 introduces the technique we de-
veloped to deblend gas-rich galaxy pairs in HI data cubes.
The main results are described in Section 4. In Section 5,
we provide a thorough discussion on the evolution of galaxy
pairs based on the results, depicting the evolutionary tracks
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of the gas-rich galaxy pairs. Finally, we conclude the pa-
per in Section 6. Throughout this paper, we adopt a stan-
dard Lambda cold dark matter (ΛCDM) cosmology with
H0 = 70 km s−1 Mpc−1, Ωm,0 = 0.30, and ΩΛ,0 = 0.70. We
assume a Chabrier (2003) stellar initial mass function. All
the magnitudes are given in the AB system.

2. DATA AND SAMPLE

2.1. HI-rich galaxies in WALLABY

WALLABY is an ongoing all-sky HI blind survey aiming
to cover three-quarters of the sky out to a redshift of z ≈ 0.1
(Koribalski et al. 2020; Westmeier et al. 2022; Murugeshan
et al. 2024). The HI data from WALLABY reaches a spatial
resolution of 30′′, with a channel width of about 4 km s−1.
The detection limit of the data is ≲ 2 mJy beam−1 except
at the edge of the fields, corresponding to a 3σ HI column
density limit of 6.5×1019 cm−2 over 5 channels. HI source
detection is carried out with SoFiA (Serra et al. 2015; West-
meier et al. 2021), which provides a wealth of information
including radial velocities, coordinates, HI total fluxes, and
HI line widths.

We begin our analysis with the galaxies with HI-detection
in the fields observed during the pilot phases of WALLABY,
including the Hydra, NGC 4636, NGC 4808, and NGC 5044
fields (Westmeier et al. 2022; Murugeshan et al. 2024), with
a total sky coverage of ∼ 270 deg2 (see also Table 1). We vi-
sually inspect all the 1976 sources detected by SoFiA taking
the advantage of optical images from the DESI Legacy Imag-
ing Surveys (Dey et al. 2019). We exclude 136 sources with
no definite optical counterparts, corresponding to only half
of a galaxy, or contaminated by continuum artifacts. We also
pick out galaxy pairs and triplets treated as single HI sources
by SoFiA. For these blended systems, we develop a deblend-
ing algorithm to split the HI total flux into each galaxy (de-
scribed in Section 3). Two blended galaxy pairs, WAL-
LABY J103442-283406 and WALLABY J123424+062511,
have been excluded from our sample because attributing the
HI in extended gas tails and clouds to either galaxy proved
challenging (Appendix A). These two systems are studied in
separate projects (O’Beirne et al. 2024; Staveley-Smith et al.
in prep). Finally, a total of 1922 HI-detected galaxies are
selected from the WALLABY data.

2.2. Selection of galaxy pairs

We select galaxy pairs from all the 1922 gas-rich galaxies
obtained in Section 2.1. Details of the selection criteria are
described as follows.

2.2.1. Selection based on projected distance and radial velocity
offset

In observations, galaxy pairs are often selected based on
their proximity in projected distances (dproj) and radial ve-
locities (vrad). Utilizing the IllustrisTNG simulations, Patton

et al. (2020) showed that the SFR enhancement of galaxy
pairs becomes statistically significant at separations smaller
than ∼ 250 kpc, comparable to the virial radius of the dark
matter halo of a Milky Way-like galaxy. In observational
studies, smaller separations are required to detect significant
effects of galaxy interactions (e.g., Patton et al. 2013; Busta-
mante et al. 2020). Based on these results, we select galaxy
pairs with dproj < 250 kpc to focus on galaxies likely experi-
encing SFR enhancement.

We also require the radial velocity offset between the two
galaxies to satisfy ∆vrad < 500 km s−1. This criterion is more
relaxed than those commonly used in the literature (e.g., El-
lison et al. 2008; Kim et al. 2023), enabling us to construct
a more complete galaxy pair sample and incorporate galaxy
flybys in addition to mergers (Moreno et al. 2013; Cerdosino
et al. 2024). The flybys will not contaminate our sample
when considering the scientific goals, since the effects of on-
going interactions are agnostic of whether the systems will
merge eventually. Instead, they help to expand the dynamic
range of interaction strength between galaxy pairs.

There are 631 galaxies left after applying the cuts on dproj
and ∆vrad, of which 368 are in pairs and 263 have multiple
companions. We will further limit the sample to isolated
pairs based on their larger scale environment.

2.2.2. Selection based on larger scale environment

The properties of galaxy pairs depend on their environ-
ments. The SFR enhancement of interacting galaxies is in-
fluenced by the presence of another galaxy nearby and the
local galaxy density (Stierwalt et al. 2015; Bustamante et al.
2020). When galaxies fall into massive halos, their cold gas
content can be significantly affected by tidal interactions, ram
pressure stripping, and other physical processes (Wang et al.
2021; Cortese et al. 2021; Lin et al. 2023), which ultimately
change the SFRs.

To minimize the environmental effects, we select “iso-
lated” galaxy pairs of which neither has another compan-
ion within dproj = 250 kpc and ∆vrad = 500 km s−1. Be-
sides, most of the sky fields observed in the WALLABY pi-
lot survey contain galaxy groups or clusters. To avoid spu-
rious pairs selected due to the similarity of radial velocities
of member galaxies within the groups, we further exclude
galaxies within the virial radii1 of massive galaxy groups
(with halo mass logM200/M⊙ ≥ 13.0, as listed in Table 1)
and having similar radial velocities with these groups (∆vrad
< 5σv,grp, also see Table 1) at the same time. There are three
other massive groups near the WALLABY fields used in this

1 Galaxies in the periphery of massive groups may still exhibit different
properties from galaxies in the field (e.g., through back-splashing or pre-
processing). We have examined that increasing the radius of exclusion three
times does not affect our primary results.
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work (Virgo cluster, NGC 4261 group, NGC 5084 group;
Kourkchi & Tully 2017), but none of our sample galaxies
is excluded due to the presence of these groups.

To summarize, we select galaxies with a single compan-
ion within dproj = 250 kpc and ∆vrad = 500 km s−1, which
should also lie beyond the virial radii of any massive groups.
The final sample contains 149 HI-detected, “isolated” galaxy
pairs, corresponding to 298 galaxies, to which we will re-
fer as the parent sample hereinafter. As we will describe
later in Section 2.4, we limit our analysis to the 278 galax-
ies with logM∗/M⊙ > 7.6, which span a redshift range of
0.002 < z < 0.075.

2.3. Obtaining galaxy properties

2.3.1. Distance

We use similar strategies as used for the ALFALFA survey
(Haynes et al. 2018) to derive the galaxy distances. Different
methods to provide the distances are arranged in ascending
order of priority as follows:

1. For galaxies with a barycentric radial velocity vrad >

5000 km s−1, the distance is simply estimated from
the Hubble flow, with H0 = 70 km s−1 Mpc−1.

2. For galaxies with a radial velocity vrad ≤ 5000 km s−1,
we use the Cosmicflows-3 Distance-Velocity Calcula-
tor2 (Kourkchi et al. 2020), which computes expecta-
tion distances based on the smoothed velocity field of
the nearby Universe (Graziani et al. 2019).

3. The redshift-independent distances for individual
galaxies from the Cosmicflows-4 catalog (Tully et al.
2009, 2023) are applied if available.

4. If a galaxy is categorized as a member of any mas-
sive galaxy groups (clusters) with logM200/M⊙ ≥ 13.0
in the group catalogs (Tully 2015; Kourkchi & Tully
2017), we assign the distance to the corresponding
Brightest Group (Cluster) Galaxy.

In the parent sample, the number of galaxies with their dis-
tances determined by the four methods is 208, 33, 4, and 33,
respectively.

2.3.2. Masses and sizes

We use the g, r, and i band images from the DESI Legacy
Imaging Surveys (DR10; Dey et al. 2019) to measure the
magnitudes and sizes of the paired galaxies in optical bands.
The official Tractor catalogs of DESI (Lang et al. 2016)

2 http://edd.ifa.hawaii.edu/CF3calculator/

are not adopted, since their pipeline is prone to shredding
extended sources at low redshifts, which are typical for our
sample. We largely follow the procedures described in Wang
et al. (2017) and Lin et al. (2023) for the optical photometry
and measure the surface brightness profiles for each galaxy.
The magnitudes are converted to the SDSS filter systems
based on the calibrations of Finkbeiner et al. (2016), Dey
et al. (2019), and formulas listed in the Legacy Surveys Data
Release Description.3 The k-corrections are applied follow-
ing Chilingarian et al. (2010).

We derive the stellar masses (M∗) of the parent sample
based on the i band Petrosian magnitudes4, with the stellar
mass-to-light ratio obtained from the g− i color according
to Zibetti et al. (2009). The stellar masses of these galaxies
are then converted to the halo masses Mh, using the stellar
mass–halo mass relation at redshift z = 0 provided by UNI-
VERSEMACHINE (Behroozi et al. 2019).

The HI masses (MHI) are derived directly from the HI

fluxes and distances, assuming no HI self-absorption. We fol-
low Westmeier et al. (2022) and Murugeshan et al. (in prep)
to correct for the HI flux discrepancies between WALLABY
and ALFALFA, the latter of which is used for the control
sample (Section 2.4). The deblending algorithm (Section 3)
is applied to obtain HI fluxes when necessary. Baryonic mass
and total mass are calculated through Mb = M∗ + 1.36MHI
and Mtot = Mh +Mb, respectively, where the factor 1.36 ac-
counts for the contribution from helium and heavier elements
(e.g., Bigiel et al. 2010). The radius of the HI disks defined
at surface density 1M⊙pc−2 (RHI) are estimated using the HI

size-mass relation from Wang et al. (2016).

2.3.3. Star formation rate

The SFRs of our parent sample are derived by combin-
ing the luminosity in mid-infrared (IR) and ultraviolet (UV)
bands, which represent the dust attenuated and unattenuated
radiation from young stars, respectively.

The UV luminosity is obtained from the Galaxy Evolution
Explorer (GALEX; Martin et al. 2005). We extract data from
the GUVCAT catalog (Bianchi et al. 2017), which is based on
the GALEX General Release 6 and 7 (GR6+7) and includes
tiles covered by the shallow All-Sky Imaging Survey (AIS)
and the deeper Medium Imaging Survey (MIS). Utilizing
the Kron elliptical aperture flux measured by SExtractor

(Bertin & Arnouts 1996), we calculate the luminosity in the
FUV band. In cases where FUV data are unavailable, we re-
sort to the NUV band photometry, encompassing 41 galaxies
in the parent sample. For all the relevant UV photometry,
we apply both the “edge-of-detector” and blending correc-
tion based on Salim et al. (2016).

3 https://www.legacysurvey.org/dr10/description/
4 http://cas.sdss.org/dr4/en/help/docs/algorithm.asp?key=mag petro

http://edd.ifa.hawaii.edu/CF3calculator/
https://www.legacysurvey.org/dr10/description/
http://cas.sdss.org/dr4/en/help/docs/algorithm.asp?key=mag_petro
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Table 1. Massive groups (clusters) targeted by WALLABY pilot survey.

Name Center Distance Vhel M200 R200 σv,grp zmax Area

R.A. Decl. (Mpc) (km s−1) (1013M⊙) (Mpc) (km s−1) deg2

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10)

Hydra I cluster 159.174 −27.524 47.5±3 3686 30.3 1.39 643 0.080 60
NGC 4636 group 190.706 +2.686 16.2±7 919 2.5 0.61 278 0.080 60
NGC 5044 group 198.850 −16.390 27.9±5 2488 4.6 0.74 341 0.089 120

NOTE—Columns: (1) names of the groups; (2)-(3) R.A. and Decl. of the center positions in J2000 (Piffaretti et al.
2011); (4) distances to the groups from Kourkchi & Tully (2017); (5) heliocentric radial velocities of the group
(cluster) from Kourkchi & Tully (2017); (6)-(7) halo mass and physical radius of the groups from Reiprich &
Böhringer (2002); (8) velocity dispersions of the groups estimated from their halo masses (Evrard et al. 2008); (9)
maximum redshift probed within the WALLABY field that contains the group; (10) approximate sky area covered
by the field. The NGC 4808 field has zmax = 0.089 and Area = 30 deg2.

The Wide-field Infrared Survey Explorer (WISE; Wright
et al. 2010) provides all-sky images in four mid-IR bands,
W1 to W4. To measure the mid-IR luminosity, we perform
aperture photometry using Photutils (Bradley et al. 2022)
with the unWISE images (Lang 2014) in the W3 12 µm and
W4 22 µm bands5. If the Petrosian radius in g band (Rpetro,g)
is larger than the FWHM of the unWISE point-spread func-
tion (PSF; 6.′′4 and 12.′′0 for W3 and W4 bands, respec-
tively), we adopt an aperture size of 3Rpetro,g, which we have
checked to produce a consistent photometry with the Kron
apertures as used in the UV bands. Otherwise, we adopt the
PSF-fitting photometry from the AllWISE catalog (Wright
et al. 2010), which perform better than the aperture pho-
tometry for these sources since the W4 images are relatively
shallow (e.g., Li et al. 2023b). Corrections are applied to
the aperture photometry measurements based on instructions
developed by Jarrett et al. (2013) and described in the Ex-
planatory Supplement to the WISE Preliminary Data Release
Products6 (see also Wright et al. 2010; Jarrett et al. 2011).
With the FUV (NUV) + W4 band luminosity, we calculate
the SFRs using the relations tabulated in Kennicutt & Evans
(2012), which enable us to probe the SFRs on timescales
short enough to capture the evolution of interacting stages
(Davies et al. 2015):

logSFR= log(LFUV +3.89L25µm)−43.35
logSFR= log(LNUV +2.26L25µm)−43.17

(1)

5 The effective wavelength of WISE W4 is re-calibrated by Brown et al.
(2014) to be 22.8 µm, which bring the WISE W4 and IRAS 25 µm fluxes
into closer agreement.

6 https://wise2.ipac.caltech.edu/docs/release/prelim/expsup/wise prelrel
toc.html

where the units of SFR and luminosity L are M⊙ yr−1 and
erg s−1, respectively. The luminosity in the WISE W4 band
is used as a proxy of L25µm, since the flux ratios between
these two bands are expected to vary only in a narrow range,
from 0.9 for late-type galaxies to 1.1 for early-type galaxies
(Jarrett et al. 2013).

In Appendix C, we validate our SFR measuring proce-
dure by comparing its outcomes with the SFRs obtained from
spectral energy distribution (SED) fitting. The latter has been
used to derive the SFRs for our control sample (defined in
Section 2.4).

2.4. The control sample

We compare the galaxies in our parent sample with a con-
trol sample, aiming to explore the effects of galaxy interac-
tions on their SFRs at fixed stellar mass and atomic gas con-
tent.

The control pool is constructed through cross-matching7

the GALEX-SDSS-WISE Legacy Catalog (GSWLC; Salim
et al. 2016, 2018) with the extragalactic HI source catalog
from ALFALFA (Haynes et al. 2018), resulting in 15094
galaxies with HI mass measurements. The SFR is obtained
from the SED fitting of Salim et al. (2018), which is con-
sistent with our measurements as shown in Appendix C. Us-
ing the same strategy applied to our parent sample, we re-
calculate the stellar masses for the control pool based on Zi-
betti et al. (2009), to eliminate the systematics between the
two samples. We employ the optical photometry data from
the NASA-Sloan-Atlas (Blanton et al. 2011), specifically the
elliptical Petrosian magnitudes, for the derivation of stellar

7 The search radius is 3′′, with a tolerance of 250 km s−1 in the radial veloc-
ities. Coordinates of the optical counterparts in ALFALFA are used during
the matching.

https://wise2.ipac.caltech.edu/docs/release/prelim/expsup/wise_prelrel_toc.html
https://wise2.ipac.caltech.edu/docs/release/prelim/expsup/wise_prelrel_toc.html
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Figure 1. An overview of the parent sample and the control sample. Left: The distribution of galaxies in the HI-stellar mass plane (upper) and
the SFR-stellar mass plane (lower). Gray, red, and blue symbols represent galaxies in the control pool, paired galaxies with at least 5 control
galaxies, and paired galaxies omitted due to the lacking of control galaxies, respectively. The shaded regions correspond to logM∗/M⊙ < 7.6,
where all the galaxies are excluded from analysis. Right: The stellar mass (M∗), HI mass (MHI), and redshift (z) distributions of the parent
sample with logM∗/M⊙ ≥ 7.6 (red histograms) and the control sample (gray histograms).

masses, thus slightly reducing the number of galaxies in the
control pool to 14449. No isolation criterion is applied to the
control pool, as we aim to compare interacting galaxies with
general galaxy populations at the same M∗ and MHI. Fur-
thermore, the incidence of galaxies in massive groups, where
the WALLABY pilot survey is intentionally targeting, is low
for general galaxy samples, especially for the HI-rich ones
detected in ALFALFA (see also Appendix D).

For each galaxy in the parent sample, we search for galax-
ies in the control pool with similar stellar and HI masses, as
well as similar redshifts:

δ logM∗ < 0.2, δ logMHI < 0.2, δ z < 0.01. (2)

For the galaxies matched through Equation 2, we then select
the five “nearest” galaxies in the parameter space based on
the parametric distance D defined as follows:

D2 =

(
δ logM∗

0.1

)2

+

(
δ logMHI

0.1

)2

+

(
δ z

0.01

)2

. (3)

Therefore, the control sample comprises only a portion of
the galaxies in the control pool. We have examined that our
results remain unaffected when altering any of the normal-
ization factors on the denominator in Equation 3 by a factor
of two.

Among the 298 galaxies in the isolated galaxy pairs, 41
cannot be matched with five control galaxies mainly due to
their low masses. Thus, we further limit our sample to galax-
ies with logM∗/M⊙ > 7.6, where the fraction of galaxies
with controls exceeds 90%, leaving 278 galaxies in the par-
ent sample (Section 2.2.2). After applying the mass cut, there
remain 21 (8%) galaxies with fewer than 5 control galaxies,
and we omit them in the following analyses. Properties of
the parent and control sample are summarized in Figure 1.

3. DEBLENDING GAS-RICH GALAXY PAIRS IN HI

DATA CUBES

As mentioned in Section 2.1, blending of the HI sources
does occur in WALLABY data products and it hinders us
from getting the HI properties of the individual galaxies. At
the redshift of our sample (z≲ 0.06), there are ∼ 4% of galax-
ies suffering from blending in the WALLABY fields used in
this work, which is acceptable for general research. How-
ever, the blending problem becomes inevitable when we fo-
cus on galaxy pairs with dproj < 100 kpc, where significant
SFR enhancement is found in previous works (e.g., Ellison
et al. 2008; Patton et al. 2013; Stierwalt et al. 2015; Pan et al.
2019). Among the 278 galaxies in our parent sample, 116
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(42%) are blended in terms of HI detections, highlighting the
necessity to process these data separately.

The blending problem could be partially solved by tuning
the parameters of the source detection algorithms like SoFiA,
but this will inevitably increase the rate of spurious detection
for well resolved HI sources. Besides, the upcoming data
released by WALLABY and future HI surveys will always
encounter the same problem when pushing the utilization of
the data toward the limit of its spatial resolution.

Based on the considerations above, we develop an algo-
rithm8 to separate the fluxes in blended HI detections. It
should be emphasized that the algorithm presented here only
segments the voxels in the data cubes into separate parts. Di-
viding the fluxes within individual voxels (e.g., through data
modeling) is beyond the scope of this work. Our primary pur-
pose is to provide an automatic and mathematical deblending
method for the data, rather than performing this task manu-
ally and subjectively.

3.1. The deblending algorithm

The basic idea of our algorithm is to perform segmentation
in three-dimensional (3D) HI data cubes, leveraging optical
information as priors. We utilize the watershed algorithm
implemented in skimage (van der Walt et al. 2014) to de-
blend the HI data. watershed is a traditional algorithm for
image segmentation and has been widely used on 2D images.
It begins by taking user-defined markers as starting points
and viewing pixel values as a local topography. The basins
are then flooded from the markers until the basins associated
with different markers meet on watershed lines. For our pur-
poses, we apply the algorithm to 3D HI data cubes, with the
expectation that the inclusion of a dimension of frequency
will improve the deblending results. The procedures are de-
scribed step-by-step as follows, and an example is shown in
Figure 2 to illustrate the deblending algorithm. A 3D visual-
ization of the deblending results using SlicerAstro (Punzo
et al. 2017) is provided in Appendix F. A recent application
of the algorithm can be found in Wang et al. (2023).

Step 1. Markers based on optical images. As the prepara-
tion step, we perform source detection and segmentation on
optical images using Photutils (the Astropy package for
photometry; Bradley et al. 2022), with star masks generated
according to the Gaia DR3 catalog (Gaia Collaboration et al.
2023). This provides us with the positions and spatial extent
of galaxy pairs in the optical images (Figure 2b). After the
segmentation, the optical images are smoothed by a Gaussian
kernel with an FWHM of 0.′′8 (3 pixels). Then within each
optical segment, we select pixels with flux higher than the
segment average to define the “central regions” of galaxies

8 https://github.com/BetaGem/wallaby-galaxy-pair

as shown in Figure 2c, which will be used as initial markers
for the watershed algorithm.
Step 2. Two-dimensional segmentation. Before applying
our algorithm to 3D data cubes, we run the 2D deblending
algorithm first for illustration and comparison. In this step,
watershed is applied on moment-0 maps of the HI data,
with the optical segmentation maps used as initial markers.
To avoid producing spurious HI segments, we require a min-
imum growth in the basin area of 5 pixels, otherwise the
marker corresponding to that basin will be removed and the
watershed will be run again. For galaxy pairs with large
separations, the deblending results obtained here are almost
identical to those of the 3D methods described below.
Step 3. The “forced 3D” method. Under the assump-
tion that the spatial distribution of HI is roughly associated
with the optical counterparts, we set the initial markers as
the spaxels covered by those optical central regions for ev-
ery channel of the data cubes (i.e., all the channels have the
same markers). Then the data cube is smoothed along the
frequency axis with a Gaussian kernel (σ = 4 channels) to
increase the signal-to-noise ratio and to avoid unphysical re-
sults. Finally, watershed is performed on the entire data
cube (not channel-wise) with these markers. A threshold of
minimum growth in the basin area is also set as in Step 2.
Since the markers appear to anchor the data cubes in this step,
we term the method “forced 3D.”
Step 4. The “peak 3D” method. In Step 3, the 3D infor-
mation is not fully utilized since the markers are essentially
2D. So we try to make further improvement by setting local
maximum (HI peaks) in the data cube as the initial markers
for watershed. The peaks are detected using our modified
version of find peaks,9 originally programmed for 2D im-
ages. Labels of these HI peaks are assigned consistently with
the deblending result in Step 3. watershed is then run on
the data cube with these HI peaks as the markers.

From the description above, we see that the algorithm is
based on two assumptions. First, the optical counterparts of
the galaxy pairs should be separable in optical images. Sec-
ond, the HI contents are roughly associated with the corre-
sponding optical counterparts spatially. This means the algo-
rithm is not applicable to galaxies with heavily distorted or
highly irregular HI morphology, such as some of the early-
type galaxies (Serra et al. 2012) and mergers in the final
stage.

We perform mock tests in Appendix B to quantify the un-
certainties associated with our deblending techniques, utiliz-
ing non-interacting galaxies in WALLABY that do not satisfy
the criteria on projected distances and radial velocity offsets

9 https://photutils.readthedocs.io/en/stable/api/photutils.detection.
find peaks.html

https://github.com/BetaGem/wallaby-galaxy-pair
https://photutils.readthedocs.io/en/stable/api/photutils.detection.find_peaks.html
https://photutils.readthedocs.io/en/stable/api/photutils.detection.find_peaks.html
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Figure 2. Illustration of the deblending algorithm for a pair of disk galaxies. (a) Optical image from the DESI Legacy Imaging Survey, overlaid
with moment-0 map from WALLABY. The cyan circle in the bottom left represents the synthesized beam of WALLABY. (b) Results of source
detection and deblending on the optical image, with galaxies G1 and G2 labeled in red and blue, respectively. (c) “Central regions” of the
galaxies in the optical image used to establish initial markers in Steps 2 and 3. (d) 2D deblending result from Step 2, with HI fluxes associated
with galaxies G1 and G2 distinguished in color. (e) 3D illustration of the initial markers for the “forced 3D” method. The optical image is
attached for reference. (f) Deblending result of the “forced 3D” method, using markers shown in panel (e). Among the three plots outlined by
the black rectangle, the leftmost one is color-coded by the fraction of channels assigned to a galaxy at a given spaxel, ranging from 0% (gray),
50% (white) to 100% (dark red) for galaxy G1. The two plots on the right show the deblended moment-0 maps of the two galaxies. (g) 3D
illustration of the markers for the “peak 3D” method. Data points represent HI peaks in the data cube, with the dashed lines indicating their 2D
projections on the sky. (h) Similar with panel (f), but using the “peak 3D” method.

(Section 2.2.1). To summarize, the tests indicate that the un-
certainties in the deblended HI fluxes barely exceed the errors
attributed to the observational noise. The “peak 3D” method
performs the best among all these methods in most cases, and
the 2D method generally performs worse than its 3D coun-
terparts. Interestingly, the “forced 3D” method shows the
lowest uncertainties in scenarios where none of the methods
can deblend the data cubes accurately, as shown in Figure
11. For blended pairs in our parent sample, we derive the HI

masses from the outputs of Step 4. In three cases, the “peak
3D” method fails due to an advanced merging stage, and we
resort to the output of the “forced 3D” method from Step 3.
We have checked that excluding these galaxies does not af-
fect our results.

4. STAR FORMATION ENHANCEMENT IN GALAXY
PAIRS

We can now investigate how the interactions affect the SFR
of HI-rich galaxy pairs. For each galaxy in our parent sam-
ple, its SFR enhancement (∆logSFR; SFR suppression for
negative values) is defined as the SFR offset between itself
and the median (µ1/2) of the control galaxies:

∆ logSFR = logSFRpair −µ1/2
(

logSFRcontrol
)
. (4)

Since we have controlled the HI mass, ∆logSFR will vary
in any scenarios where SFR does not change proportionately
with HI mass (i.e., both altering the SFR at fixed HI mass and
changing the HI mass at fixed SFR will cause the variations
in ∆logSFR).

In the following of this section, we will summarize the de-
pendence of ∆logSFR on several properties of galaxy pairs
(Section 4.1), and reveal the difference between galaxies with
different stellar masses (Section 4.2). Implications of these
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results and physical processes involved in the interactions are
discussed in Section 5.

4.1. Dependence on basic properties of galaxy pairs

Pair separations. In previous studies, the projected dis-
tance dproj and radial velocity offsets ∆vrad have been com-
mon metrics to demonstrate the elevated SFRs during galaxy
interactions (Ellison et al. 2008; Patton et al. 2013, 2020; Li
et al. 2023a). We begin with this straightforward exercise
with our sample, shown in Figure 3a.10 As expected, there
is a discernible rise in ∆logSFR as dproj decreases, with sig-
nificant positive values occurring at dproj ≲ 100 kpc, con-
sistent with previous observations (e.g., Patton et al. 2013;
Bustamante et al. 2020). Along the line of sight, the separa-
tions of galaxy pairs can be quantified by the radial velocity
offset ∆vrad. On average, a smaller value of ∆vrad signifies
a later stage of galaxy mergers or slower encounters, so an
anti-correlation between ∆logSFR and ∆vrad is expected. We
plot the median SFR enhancement against ∆vrad in Figure
3b. Indeed, the SFR enhancement is observed only at ∆vrad
≲ 100 km s−1, but the anti-correlation is not significant.

From first principles, however, it is not even-handed to
compare dproj and ∆vrad for galaxies with distinct stellar mass
(e.g., Park & Choi 2009), especially when it covers over
three orders of magnitude for our sample. To normalize the
pair separations with respect to the masses, we approach the
dynamics of the pairs through the classical two-body prob-
lem, which regards the system as a satellite orbiting an im-
mobile central “reduced galaxy.” Its halo mass, M200,pair, is
given by the sum of the halo masses of galaxy pairs (Section
2.3.2). Then, its virial radius (R200,pair) and velocity disper-
sion (σv,pair) are calculated based on the halo mass, following
equations in Cimatti et al. (2020) and Evrard et al. (2008),
respectively. Finally, the normalized separations of galaxy
pairs are given by dproj/R200,pair and ∆vrad/σv,pair.

In panels (c) and (d) of Figure 3, we show similar cor-
relations as in panels (a) and (b), except that the horizon-
tal axes are normalized by the corresponding “reduced” halo
properties. Instead of maintaining a low level of ∼ 0.1 dex,
∆logSFR increases rapidly as the normalized versions of
dproj and ∆vrad fall below unity and approach zero, reaching a
maximum of ≳ 0.2 dex, along with higher statistical signifi-
cance. The presence of a critical value of order unity in both
panels suggests that some physical processes begin to take ef-
fect at these scales. The trend against dproj/R200,pair broadly
agrees with previous observations (Park & Choi 2009) and
the IllustrisTNG simulation (Patton et al. 2020), although dif-

10 From Figure 3 to 7, both galaxies of each pair contribute separately to the
plots.

ferent sample selection criteria could weaken the significance
of the comparisons.11

Stellar mass. In Figure 3e, we see that the median
∆logSFR changes little around 0.1 dex for galaxies with
logM∗/M⊙ > 9 (“high-mass galaxies” hereinafter). Low-
mass galaxies with logM∗/M⊙ < 9, however, display no en-
hancement in their SFRs, seemingly in contrast to general ex-
pectations (e.g., Bekki 2008; Kado-Fong et al. 2020; Subra-
manian et al. 2024). Since galaxies in massive galaxy groups
have been omitted from our sample, the environmental ef-
fects of massive groups do not play a role. Our selection
of isolated galaxy pairs further weakens the impact of nearby
massive halos (Stierwalt et al. 2015). These analyses indicate
that interactions within the galaxy pairs are the likely origin
of this phenomenon, as we will further discuss in Section 5.3.

Stellar mass ratio. Figure 3f illustrates how ∆logSFR
varies with the stellar mass ratio logM∗,1/M∗,2. Positive val-
ues of logM∗,1/M∗,2 suggest that the target galaxy is more
massive than its companion, and vice versa. Tentatively,
galaxies with major companions (1/3 < logM∗,1/M∗,2 < 3)
display the highest ∆logSFR among all the mass ratios, in
agreement with previous studies (e.g., Ellison et al. 2008;
Hani et al. 2020; Bottrell et al. 2023). But the low level of
∆logSFR for the major mergers (0.09± 0.04 dex) suggests
that stellar mass ratio may not be the primary driver of a sub-
stantial SFR enhancement for our sample. From now on, we
will refer to the galaxies with logM∗,1/M∗,2 > 0 (< 0) as pri-
mary (secondary) galaxies.

HI-richness. As the cold gas reservoir of star formation,
HI dominates the mass budget of cold interstellar medium
(ISM) and is strongly correlated with the specific SFR of
galaxies (Saintonge et al. 2017; Saintonge & Catinella 2022).
Figure 3g displays the correlation between SFR enhancement
and HI-richness (∆ logMHI) of interacting galaxies for our
parent sample. The HI-richness is defined as the difference
between actual and expected HI mass based on the HI-stellar
mass relation for star-forming galaxies at z ≈ 0 (Guo et al.
2021):12

∆ logMHI = logMHI −0.42logM∗−5.35. (5)

We remind the reader that the HI mass is controlled when
evaluating the SFR enhancement.

As indicated by the gray line, the most HI-poor galaxies in
our sample manifest the highest level of SFR enhancement,

11 Although Patton et al. (2020) normalized the 3D distance of galaxy pairs
with the sum of their halo radius, both the denominator and numerator in
their Equation 4 are ∼ 1.5 times larger than in our definition, making the
ratios comparable in a statistical sense.

12 Employing the equation 4 of Janowiecki et al. (2020) based on the xGASS
sample gives qualitatively consistent results. Notice that the lower-case
δ logMHI has a different definition in Equation 2 and 3, where it represents
the HI mass difference between two galaxies.
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Figure 3. Dependence of the median SFR enhancement on the basic properties of galaxy pairs in the parent sample: (a) projected distance;
(b) radial velocity offset; (c) normalized projected distance; (d) normalized radial velocity offset; (e) stellar mass; (f) stellar mass ratio; (g)
HI-richness. Data points are placed at the center of each bin, overlaid with the number of galaxies in the bins. Error bars represent the 1σ

uncertainty of the medians, estimated from 104 iterations of bootstrapping. The black horizontal lines correspond to no SFR enhancement
(∆logSFR = 0). The brown dashed line in panel (b) represents the result from the TNG100-1 run of IllustrisTNG (Patton et al. 2020). In panels
(e) and (f), the blue and orange labels illustrate the definition of subsamples. The vertical dotted lines mark the division between low- and
high-mass galaxies in panel (e), or stellar mass ratios of 1:3 and 3:1 in panel (f). Bins with fewer than five galaxies are not shown in the figure.

reaching ≳ 0.2 dex at ∆ logMHI = −0.3, in good agreement
with the binary merger simulations carried out by Scudder
et al. (2015). The negative correlation between ∆logSFR
and gas-richness is also consistent with the literature (Scud-
der et al. 2015; Cao et al. 2016; Garay-Solis et al. 2023).
For galaxies with elevated HI-richness, the median ∆logSFR
fluctuates around zero, showing less significant SFR en-
hancement as the galaxy pairs at higher redshift (Patton et al.
2020; Shah et al. 2022). Simulations expect very gas-rich
mergers to reach ∆logSFR ≳ 1 dex during their final coa-
lescence (Scudder et al. 2015; Moreno et al. 2019). These

interacting galaxies are often treated as a whole system in
observations (Ellison et al. 2018; Pan et al. 2019), and are
beyond the scope of this paper due to their inseparable HI.

4.2. Differences between low- and high-mass paired
galaxies

As hinted in the last section, ∆logSFR of interacting galax-
ies seems to behave differently in the low-mass regime (Fig-
ure 3e). We split our sample according to their stellar mass at
logM∗/M⊙ = 9 to further investigate the SFR enhancement
characteristics.
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Figure 4. SFR enhancement as a function of dproj/R200,pair (top),
∆vrad/σv,pair (middle), and HI-richness (bottom). Blue and orange
lines stand for the low- and high-mass galaxies, respectively, with a
small horizontal shift applied for clarity. The solid gray lines rep-
resent trends for the parent sample as shown in Figure 3, with the
shaded region indicating the uncertainties. The red (yellow) star in
the bottom panel stands for high-mass galaxies with ∆ logMHI < 0
and dproj/R200,pair < 1 (> 1). The numbers at the top or bottom rep-
resent the number of galaxies in each bin.

The top panel of Figure 4 reveals dissimilar behavior be-
tween low- and high-mass galaxies. Despite some fluctuation
within the errors, the SFR enhancement of high-mass galax-
ies is initiated as the halos of galaxy pairs come into con-
tact at dproj/R200,pair ≲ 1. Meanwhile, the SFR of low-mass
galaxies is marginally suppressed at this stage, with mini-
mal ∆logSFR =−0.25±0.18 dex (1.4σ ). It only rises again
at dproj/R200,pair ≲ 0.4 and finally catches up with the high-
mass galaxies at smaller distances of dproj/R200,pair ≲ 0.2. As
for the radial velocity offset ∆vrad, the middle panel of Fig-
ure 4 illustrates that whereas the SFR enhancement for high-
mass galaxies rises with decreasing ∆vrad/σv,pair, low-mass
galaxies show no significant variation. Segregating the par-
ent sample into primary and secondary galaxies shows that
both follow the trends of the parent sample within the uncer-
tainties (not shown in the figures). This suggests that the dis-
tinct behavior of low-mass galaxies does not originate from
their identity as secondary galaxies in the pairs, and that the
absolute values of stellar mass do play a role.

From the bottom panel of Figure 4, it becomes clear that
the HI-poor galaxies with elevated SFR enhancement lie in
the high-mass regime, where the simulated galaxies of Scud-
der et al. (2015) are also located. Specifically, when the
HI-richness falls below ∆ logMHI ≈ 0, the ∆logSFR of high-
mass galaxies increases rapidly. On the other hand, low-mass
galaxies do not exhibit the same pattern. Separating the high-
mass galaxies with different projected distances, we can see
that the SFR enhancement in relatively HI-poor high-mass
galaxies mainly happens at dproj/R200,pair < 1, signifying an
effective star formation triggering in these galaxies through
external disturbances.13 Visual inspection of these galaxies
reveals compact morphology in unWISE W4 band images,
implying efficient gas inflows toward galactic centers, as has
been discussed in previous works (Keel et al. 1985; Kewley
et al. 2006; Pan et al. 2019; Thorp et al. 2019; He et al. 2024).
A detailed study on the spatially resolved SFR enhancement
for our sample, though, is beyond the scope of this paper.

5. DISCUSSION

5.1. Dependence on the merging stage

Before diving into the detailed physical mechanisms, we
first characterize the evolutionary stages of galaxy pairs with
the projected phase-space diagram (PSD; Figure 5), where
normalized radial velocity offsets are plotted against pro-
jected distances. The PSD is divided into four quadrants (Q1

13 While the most vigorous starbursts often show signatures of HI absorption
against the radio continuum, the 1.4 GHz continuum brightness of these
HI-poor high-mass galaxies, as obtained from the NRAO VLA Sky Survey
(Condon et al. 1998) and averaged over the WALLABY beam, is mostly
below 10 K. This is much lower than the average spin temperature of HI,
suggesting that the HI mass measurement is not significantly affected by
unresolved HI absorption lines (Dickey & Lockman 1990).
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Figure 5. Top: distribution of galaxy pairs in the PSD. Color-
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pendix B for details), with blended pairs highlighted by large data
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Q4. Bottom: ∆logSFR of galaxy pairs in different quadrants (black
points). The high- and low-mass galaxies are shown in orange and
blue, respectively. The median ∆logSFR of the parent sample and
its uncertainty are depicted with the gray dashed line.

to Q4) with dproj/R200,pair = 1 and ∆vrad/σv,pair = 1 to sepa-
rate galaxy pairs into different interaction stages. Q1 mainly
includes galaxy flybys or early-stage mergers, where the in-
teraction remains the weakest. Q3 includes more late-stage
mergers, while Q2 and Q4 prefer galaxy pairs near the peri-
centers and apocenters of their orbits, respectively.

The black points in the bottom panel show how ∆logSFR
changes with quadrants. The SFR enhancement is consistent
with zero in Q1, while all the remaining quadrants have en-
hanced SFRs, with Q3 being the most significant (0.08±0.04
dex). The trend is consistent with the results of Figure 3c and
3d, but more clearly shows the independent effects of spa-
tial and velocity offsets, and physically combines them into
a temporal sequence. Within this sequence, the HI-selected
galaxy pairs in our sample will be biased toward early-stage
interactions, as galaxy pairs experiencing multiple pericenter
passages tend to show pronounced HI disturbances or coa-
lescence morphology (e.g., Feng et al. 2020; Engler et al.
2023), thus mitigating the orbital complexity. Such a possi-
ble sequence provides us the basis for discussing the effects
by quantifying the strength of physical processes that depend
on positions in the PSD.

Separating the sample into high- and low-mass galaxies
again reveals differences between the two groups. Particu-
larly in Q3, where the interaction is the strongest, high-mass
galaxies exhibit an enhanced SFR, while low-mass galaxies
do not. This is qualitatively consistent with the results in Fig-
ure 3e. However, the large error bars hinder us from further
splitting our sample in the PSD.

5.2. Quantifying hydrodynamic and gravitational effects

The interactions between galaxies can be broadly catego-
rized into two classes from first principles: hydrodynamic
effects and tidal force. Numerical simulations show that both
kinds of interactions can drive gas inflows (Barnes & Hern-
quist 1991; Blumenthal & Barnes 2018), as well as lead to
gas compression, producing dense gas that fuels star forma-
tion (Moreno et al. 2019; Sparre et al. 2022; Petersson et al.
2022).

We parameterize the strength of cold gas collision by di-
viding the projected distance of galaxy pairs with the sum of
their HI disk radii (RHI; Section 2.3.2):

rgas =
dproj

RHI,1 +RHI,2
, (6)

where the subscripts 1 and 2 represent the two galaxies in-
volved. In terms of definition, rgas is similar to the normal-
ized separation dproj/R200,pair we defined in Section 4.1 but
is normalized with the properties of gas disks rather than the
dark matter halos. From the gray line in Figure 6b, it is clear
that ∆logSFR increases with decreasing rgas, which is ex-
pected, since rgas is strongly correlated with dproj/R200,pair,
with a Pearson r-value of 0.9. However, a crucial difference
between these two parameters is their physical implications,
as we will discuss later.

As for tidal interactions, we calculate the dimensionless
tidal parameter for each galaxy to quantify the instantaneous
tidal perturbation exerted by a companion. Following Wang
et al. (2022) and Lin et al. (2023), we have

Stid =

(
Mc

Mt

)(
R25

dproj

)2
 Vcirc√

(∆vrad)2 +V 2
circ

 , (7)

where Mt and Mc stand for the total masses (sum of bary-
onic and dark matter halo masses; Section 2.3.2) of the target
galaxy and the companion, respectively. R25 is the isopho-
tal radius measured at 25 mag arcsec−2 in g band. Vcirc
represents the rotational velocity of the target galaxy, es-
timated from the baryonic Tully-Fisher relation (McGaugh
et al. 2000). For each galaxy in our sample, we only consider
the tidal perturbation from its closest companion. Since the
galaxies we select are isolated pairs, Stid can well represent
the total strength of external tidal perturbations.

In the upcoming sections, we will discuss the impact
of various physical processes on the SFR enhancement of
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galaxy pairs, using the parametrization above to aid in our
analyses. The disparity between low- and high-mass galaxies
exhibited in Figure 4 indicates a possible difference in their
evolutionary paths, motivating us to treat them separately.

5.3. Evolution of low-mass paired galaxies

Low-mass galaxies have a shallow gravitational potential
and a high gas fraction, and are thus more susceptible to
external perturbations. Meanwhile, they are generally more
metal-poor and have lower surface densities, where HI has
closer connections to star formation (Bigiel et al. 2010; Bac-
chini et al. 2019; Hunter et al. 2024). Complexities of the
low-mass galaxy evolution have been glimpsed from the cor-
relation between ∆logSFR and dproj/R200,pair in Figure 4. It
shows that low-mass galaxies exhibit a non-monotonic trend
with dproj/R200,pair, with marginal SFR suppression at 1.4σ

significance at 0.3 ≲ dproj/R200,pair ≲ 1, followed by a rever-
sal at the smallest pair separations. In contrast, previous sta-
tistical studies did not find signals of SFR suppression among
dwarf galaxy pairs (Stierwalt et al. 2015; Paudel et al. 2018),
possibly due to the lack of controlling for the HI mass as we
do. The trends do not change significantly if we divide the
low-mass galaxies into primary and secondary ones (Figure
6a).

To understand these trends, we show the correlations be-
tween ∆logSFR and rgas for four subsamples divided by
stellar mass and dproj/R200,pair (Figure 6b). For low-mass
galaxies with dproj/R200,pair > 1 (open blue circles), the SFR
enhancement is around zero, similar to the trend for the
parent sample. Once the dark matter halos encounter at
dproj/R200,pair ≈ 1, the SFRs of low-mass galaxies become
suppressed (filled blue circles). ∆logSFR then increases
with decreasing rgas, and finally exceeds zero when rgas < 1,
i.e., when the HI disks also encounter. The range of rgas
< 1 corresponds to dproj/R200,pair ≲ 0.2 in Figure 6a, where
∆logSFR becomes positive. These results indicate that col-
lisions of HI disks strongly induce the SFR enhancement in
low-mass galaxies. Compression of cold gas, coupled with
gas inflows induced by shocks, might be responsible for this
phenomenon (e.g., Jog & Solomon 1992; Inoue et al. 2018;
Moon et al. 2019). The enhanced star formation in the inter-
action zone between the dwarf galaxies also fits this scenario
(Gao et al. 2023). The increase of ∆logSFR with decreasing
rgas before rgas < 1 is possibly because the collision of hot
gas halos (Bekki & Couch 2003), which has similar though
weaker effect as the collision of HI disks. On the other hand,
SFRs of low-mass galaxies in our sample are less affected
by tidal interactions, as no significant correlation between
∆logSFR and Stid is observed (Figure 7a).

After the halos meet but before the HI disks collide (i.e.,
dproj/R200,pair < 1 and rgas > 1), the SFRs of low-mass galax-
ies show a marginal suppression of ∼ 0.25 dex, and are lower
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Figure 6. Top: SFR enhancement as a function of dproj/R200,pair
for low-mass galaxies. The gray dotted line represents the low-mass
galaxy sample, as shown in the top panel of Figure 4. The dark and
light blue lines show the correlations for low-mass secondary and
low-mass primary galaxies, respectively. Bottom: SFR enhance-
ment as a function of rgas. The gray line represents the entire parent
sample, which is subdivided into four groups according to the stellar
mass and dproj/R200,pair. The numbers at the top or bottom corre-
spond to the solid data points.

than those of the high-mass galaxies and the low-mass galax-
ies at dproj/R200,pair> 1 with the same rgas. Combining Figure
4 and Figure 6a also indicates the underlying mechanisms for
the suppression should prefer the low-mass galaxies over the
high-mass ones, regardless of whether they are primary or
secondary galaxies. However, due to limited sample size,
we cannot further divide the sample by other parameters. A
larger dataset is required to improve the statistics.14

The SFR suppression was not reported in previous studies
based on statistical samples, but is theoretically possible and
supported by detailed studies of individual systems (Kado-
Fong et al. 2024). Low-mass galaxies tend to be dark matter-
dominated and less capable of restoring gas on a dynami-

14 The greater scatter in scaling relations for low-mass galaxies may con-
tribute to the large error bars. However, testing by increasing the number
of controls for each galaxy indicates this effect to be minor.
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cally cold disk (McConnachie 2012; Pillepich et al. 2019).
Their HI is more vulnerable to stellar feedback and external
perturbations, even those from a secondary galaxy. These
processes can re-distribute HI into larger height or radius,
temporarily reducing the amount of HI linked to star forma-
tion (Pearson et al. 2016, 2018; Kado-Fong et al. 2024). In
addition, low-mass galaxies are less likely to harbor strong
bars and spiral arms, making the mode-driven gas inflows in-
efficient (Blumenthal & Barnes 2018) and the re-distributed
HI may only return well after the galaxies coalesce (Pearson
et al. 2018). The limited spatial resolution of WALLABY
prevents a detailed comparison with isolated dwarfs (but see
Kim et al. (2023) for analysis of a smaller, better-resolved
pair sample based on WALLABY data at redshift z < 0.02).

5.4. Evolution of high-mass paired galaxies

The evolution of high-mass paired galaxies is character-
ized by the continuous rise of SFR enhancement with de-
creasing pair separation, after their dark matter halos en-
counter (dproj/R200,pair ≈ 1; Figure 4). This scenario is qual-
itatively similar to the one described by Park & Choi (2009),
who found that the Hα equivalent width of late-type galaxy
pairs rises as dproj approaches the virial radius of their near-
est neighbor. Together with the trend of increasing ∆logSFR
with decreasing ∆vrad/σv,pair, it suggests that tidal interac-
tions are playing a role here. This is more clearly demon-
strated in Figure 7a: ∆logSFR of high-mass galaxies in-
creases with the tidal parameter Stid (gray line) while low-
mass galaxies do not (blue line).

The trend is stronger for secondary high-mass galaxies
than for primary high-mass galaxies (Figure 7a). It implies
that tidal perturbations significantly enhance the SFR in high-
mass secondary galaxies, but cannot fully explain the weak
enhancement of SFR in high-mass primary galaxies, even
when the tidal strengths are at the same level. A difference in
∆logSFR is observed between primary and secondary galax-
ies for logrgas ≲ 0.5 (Figure 7b), well before the HI disks
overlap, suggesting that cold gas collision is not the primary
trigger for the enhanced SFRs in secondary galaxies. Yet,
the hydrodynamic effects of the hot gas halos can not be
dismissed. Recent studies show that tidal interactions may
trigger cold gas condensation from the hot gas halo around
galaxies (Sparre et al. 2022; Wang et al. 2023). In such a sce-
nario, the diffuse gas condensed out of the hot gas halo tends
to be captured by the more massive primary galaxy, but the
newly accreted HI is not capable of fueling star formation im-
mediately, thus effectively leading to a suppressed ∆logSFR.
This effect may cancel out with some of the tidally related
SFR enhancing mechanisms, and lead to the lack of correla-
tion between ∆logSFR and Stid in primary massive galaxies.

The analysis above converges to a relatively important role
of tidal effects for high-mass paired galaxies. This scenario
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Figure 7. Top: SFR enhancement as a function of logStid. The
gray line and blue lines represent high- and low-mass galaxies, re-
spectively. The p-values of the correlations, corresponding to each
sample, are listed at the bottom and share the same colors as the
respective lines. Bottom: SFR enhancement as a function of rgas
for high-mass galaxies, similar to Figure 6a. Bins containing fewer
than five galaxies are not shown.

can be connected with the anti-correlation between ∆logSFR
and HI-richness at ∆ logMHI ≲ 0 (bottom panel of Figure 4).
The largely equilibrated states of low-redshift galaxies sug-
gest that star formation fueling tends to be efficient in star-
forming, HI-rich, and massive galaxies (Wang et al. 2020),
leaving little room for galaxy tidal interactions to enhance.
This situation is opposite for the less HI-rich galaxies. More-
over, tidally induced disk structures (e.g., bars) capable of
driving gas inflows (Barnes & Hernquist 1991; Blumenthal &
Barnes 2018) are more likely to form with lower gas fractions
(Masters et al. 2012). Tidal effects may trigger disk instabil-
ities in the cold gas and boost the star formation efficiency,
which is otherwise much lower in a gas-poor dynamically hot
disk when interactions are absent (Martig et al. 2009). From
another perspective, the low HI content may result from gas
consumption by recently enhanced star formation and feed-
back processes.

Finally, we should be aware of the potential bias intro-
duced by the maximum distances for our pair selection. Gen-
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erally, a projected distance of 250 kpc corresponds to 1-2
R200,pair for high-mass galaxies (Figure 8), making our anal-
ysis prefer low-mass galaxies at large normalized distances
(dproj/R200,pair ≳ 1.5). We expect the bias to have minimal ef-
fects, given that no significant SFR enhancement is observed
at this separation. The bias for the radial velocity offsets is
even less pronounced, as σv,pair typically falls well below 500
km s−1 (Figure 8).

5.5. Summary of the effects in gas-rich galaxy interactions

Based on the previous discussion, we summarize the ef-
fects of tidal and hydrodynamic processes during the in-
teractions of gas-rich galaxy pairs. We trace these effects
from a projected distance of dproj > R200,pair down to around
0.1R200,pair. The impact from larger-scale environments is
minimized by selecting isolated pairs (Section 2.2.2). A
schematic plot of the interaction process is provided in Fig-
ure 9.

(i) Tidal effects. Tidal interactions affect the SFR en-
hancement at dproj/R200,pair ≲ 1, where the dark matter halos
of the galaxies have encountered. In high-mass galaxies with
logM∗/M⊙ > 9, ∆logSFR increases significantly with tidal
strength. Tidal forces may act by inducing non-axisymmetric
structures in the disks, especially at low HI-richness, where
the formation of such structures is facilitated. These struc-
tures, in turn, lead to gas inflows and enhance the central star
formation. Conversely, low-mass galaxies exhibit a much
weaker correlation between ∆logSFR and tidal strength, pos-
sibly due to their inability to hold the star-forming gas, and
partly due to the disk structures in these systems.

(ii) Hydrodynamic effects. Strong interactions between
the gas components are expected when the halos overlap,
which agrees with the lack of a notable SFR enhancement (or
suppression) at dproj/R200,pair ≳ 1. Hydrodynamic processes
exhibit the strongest impact for low-mass galaxies at rgas ≲ 1,
where collisions of the HI disks greatly enhance the SFRs in
these systems. At rgas > 1, ram pressure exerted by the hot
gas halo leads to gas compression, and collision between gas

halos also leads to gas condensation and inflows, which may
ultimately enhance the star formation. Cold gas collisions
and ram pressure seem less important for high-mass galax-
ies.

It should be emphasized that the descriptions in Figure 9
are highly simplified since we only focus on the dominant
mechanisms in any specific stage. In reality, multiple mech-
anisms always act simultaneously during the interactions.
Backsplashing paired galaxies evolve in the opposite direc-
tion as shown in Figure 9. They frequently show disturbed
morphology and stripped HI gas (e.g., Yoon et al. 2017), and
are therefore less likely to be included in our sample, as also
indicated by the small number of galaxies in Q4 (Figure 5).

6. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we investigate the SFR enhancement of
278 HI-rich galaxies in isolated galaxy pairs detected by
WALLABY with redshift z < 0.075 and stellar mass 7.6 <

logM∗/M⊙ < 11.2. The pairs are selected to have projected
distances dproj < 250 kpc and radial velocity offsets ∆vrad
< 500 km s−1. We develop an optical-based 3D deblending
algorithm for HI data cubes, which can effectively recover
the HI fluxes of close galaxy pairs when their 2D moment-0
maps are blended. For the first time, we trace the SFR en-
hancement of galaxy pairs across various interaction stages
with their HI fractions controlled, which allows us to fur-
ther reveal the underlying physics during the interaction pro-
cesses.

Our main conclusions are summarized as follows:

1. On average, the SFRs of gas-rich interacting galaxies
in our sample are enhanced compared to control galax-
ies with similar stellar mass and HI mass. The SFR
enhancement increases with increasing pair proximity
(Figure 3a, 3b).

2. The SFR enhancement depends weakly on stellar mass
and stellar mass ratio for our parent sample. Galax-
ies with a major companion exhibit slightly higher
∆logSFR (≈ 0.1 dex) than those with minor compan-
ions (Figure 3f).

3. Normalizing the separations of galaxy pairs with the
halo properties (R200,pair and σv,pair) enhances their cor-
relations with ∆logSFR. ∆logSFR rises steeply as
the normalized separations approach zero and becomes
consistent with zero when the normalized separations
exceed unity (Figure 3c, 3d).

4. High-mass (M∗ > 109M⊙) and low-mass (M∗ <

109M⊙) galaxies exhibit different behavior during the
interactions. After the halos of the galaxy pairs en-
counter at dproj/R200,pair ≈ 1, high-mass galaxies ex-
hibit a continuous increase in the SFR enhancement,
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Figure 9. Schematic of the evolutionary pathways for gas-rich galaxy pairs. The gray spirals and the blue ellipses stand for the stellar and HI

disks, respectively. The explosion-shaped symbols represent the enhanced SFR, and the curved arrows represent possible gas inflows. Primary
galaxies are fixed at dproj/R200,pair = 0, while secondary galaxies approach the primaries from the right to the left. High- and low-mass galaxies
are shown in the top and bottom rows, respectively.

while low-mass galaxies show a marginal SFR sup-
pression of ∼ 0.25 dex at this stage at 1.4σ signifi-
cance. The SFRs of low-mass galaxies are only en-
hanced as their HI disks overlap at rgas ≲ 1 (Figure 6).

5. High-mass galaxies are more sensitive to tidal pertur-
bations than the low-mass ones, especially for the sec-
ondary galaxies of the pairs (Figure 7). High-mass
galaxies also exhibit highly elevated SFRs (≳ 0.6 dex)
at low HI-richness (Figure 4). Low-mass galaxies do
not display such behavior as their high-mass counter-
parts.

Based on these findings, we present a scenario outlining
the evolution of SFR enhancement in HI-rich galaxy pairs
(Figure 9). In high-mass galaxies, tidal perturbations play
more important roles in triggering star formation than in low-
mass galaxies. Tidal force drives effective gas inflows into
galactic centers at low HI-richness and induces starbursts.
For low-mass galaxies, tidal and ram pressure stripping move
HI into larger radii during the interactions, probably leading
to a temporary SFR suppression after the halo encounters.
As the HI disks of the low-mass galaxies collide, gas com-
pression and shocks induce intense star formation activities,
resulting in an SFR enhancement level comparable to those
in high-mass galaxies.

With the ongoing survey of WALLABY, much larger sam-
ples of gas-rich interacting systems will be available for anal-
ysis, and more galaxy properties can be explored with better
statistics and greater dynamical ranges (e.g., galaxy morphol-
ogy). In particular, the effects of galactic disk encounters are
dependent on the specific orbit geometry involved (Cox et al.
2008), which may contribute to the scatter of ∆logSFR in this
study.

The studies of star formation within interacting galaxies
would also greatly benefit from synergies with CO observa-
tions (Lee et al. 2022), which provide more direct indicators
of star-forming gas and was extensively used to study inter-
acting galaxies in the past. These studies have hinted at the
phase transition from HI to H2 during the interactions as an
important factor in affecting the SFRs (Mirabel & Sanders
1989; Larson et al. 2016; Lisenfeld et al. 2019; Yu et al.
2024). Our deblending algorithm will greatly help to study
multi-phase gas in merging systems.

Software: Astropy (The Astropy Collaboration et al.
2013, 2022), Photutils (Bradley et al. 2022), scikit-image
(van der Walt et al. 2014), SlicerAstro (Punzo et al. 2017),
SoFiA (Serra et al. 2015; Westmeier et al. 2021)
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APPENDIX

A. BLENDED SYSTEMS WITH EXTENDED HI TAILS

Figure 10 shows the two system with elongated
HI tails: WALLABY J103442-283406 and WALLABY
J123424+062511. We can not attribute the extended HI to
either galaxy, and these two system are excluded from our
analysis (Section 2.1).

B. ESTIMATING THE DEBLENDING ERROR

We perform mock tests to quantify the uncertainties of the
HI fluxes of galaxies introduced by our deblending galax-
ies. This involves combining the HI data cubes and optical
images from two isolated galaxies in WALLABY to create
simulated pairs of galaxies. In order to be better represen-
tative of the parent sample, we select simulated galaxy pairs
that span an order of magnitude in both HI flux (∼ 9× 103,
3× 104, 8× 104 Jy Hz) and HI flux ratio (∼ 1:1, 1:3, 1:10),
resulting in nine pairs of galaxies in total. After employing
the deblending algorithm on these mock data, we can esti-
mate the deblending errors of HI fluxes (∆ fHI) by comparing
the true fluxes to the fluxes recovered by the algorithm. For
each simulated galaxy pair, we also alter the projected dis-
tance and the radial velocity offset to examine how the errors
change with pair separation. The performance of the algo-
rithm is quantified as the ratio between the deblending error
∆ fHI and the HI flux error due to observational noise (σ fHI ).

Figure 11 summarizes the results of these mock tests.
Overall, the “peak 3D” method generates the lowest errors
among the three methods, except in the regions where the
two galaxies are heavily blended and the “forced 3D” method
performs slightly better. At large projected separations (dproj
≳ RHI,1 +RHI,2), the 2D approach is viable to recover the HI

flux of blended galaxies. But it performs notably worse than
the 3D methods when dealing with close pairs, especially for
pairs with large ∆vrad. Primary galaxies show lower deblend-
ing errors than the secondary ones, mainly due to the higher
σ fHI at the same ∆ fHI for primary galaxies.

The vast majority of the blended galaxies in our sample
fall within the regions where the deblending error is substan-
tially lower than the observational noise, as indicated by the
small circles in Figure 11. Figure 11 also validates our strat-
egy of using the “forced 3D” method as an alternative when
the “peak 3D” method fails, as the former produces smaller
errors in the regions where

C. STAR-FORMATION RATE MEASUREMENTS

To examine the consistency between SFRs of the parent
and the control samples, we select 1500 galaxies randomly
from the control pool with redshift 0.01< z< 0.03 and a uni-
form stellar mass distribution covering 8.0 < logM∗/M⊙ <

10.6. These galaxies are chosen to be representative of the
parent sample and to ensure statistical significance. We mea-
sure the SFRs of these galaxies using the UV+IR luminos-
ity, following the identical procedures described in Section
2.3.3. The comparison of the SFRs obtained from our mea-
surements and from Salim et al. (2018) is shown in Figure
12. We see that the systematic difference of the SFRs is con-
sistent with zero, and the scatter roughly remains constant
around 0.2 dex. The consistency validates our determination
of the SFR enhancement by subtracting SFRs obtained with
the two methods (Equation 4). Our main conclusions are ro-
bust despite the different methods in SFR measurements.

D. EFFECTS OF ENVIRONMENT CUT ON THE
CONTROL SAMPLE

In Section 2.4, we noted that our control pool includes
members of massive galaxy groups, which may raise con-
cerns on whether these group members, often characterized
by suppressed SFRs, could artificially boost the ∆logSFR of
our parent sample.

Figures 4 to 7 illustrate that galaxy pairs with the weakest
interactions exhibit neither SFR enhancement nor suppres-
sion, which validates our control process. To further con-
firm this, we apply the same isolation criteria described in
Section 2.2.2 to the control pool and compare the updated
∆logSFR values with the original ones. We find that only
5% of the galaxies are affected, both in the control pool (676
out of 14449) and the parent sample (14 out of 278; Figure
13). There is also no systematic offset in ∆logSFR for the
14 paired galaxies, and all the results presented in this paper
remain valid. As an example, Figure 14 nicely reproduces
the results shown in Figures 6 and 7 with the updated control
pool.

E. CATALOG OF PAIRED GALAXIES

Basic properties of individual galaxies in the parent sample
are provided in Table 2.

F. VISUALIZATION OF THE 3D DEBLENDING

Figure 15 provides a three-dimensional visualization of the
deblending results as shown in Figure 2h. The visualiza-
tion is produced by the software SlicerAstro (Punzo et al.
2017). The HI content of the two galaxies can be clearly sep-
arated in panel 2, but is blended in the moment-0 map (panel
1).
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Figure 10. Optical images of WALLABY J103442-283406 (left) and WALLABY J123424+062511 (right) from the DESI Legacy Imaging
Surveys, with the HI moment-0 maps overlaid. Color-coding represents the HI column density without correcting for HI self-absorption. The
cyan circles in the bottom left represent the synthesized beam of WALLABY.

Table 2. Properties of individual paired galaxies in the parent sample.

name R.A. Dec. z logM∗ log SFR GALEX logMHI deblend gpetro rpetro ipetro R25,g control
(deg) (deg) (M⊙) (M⊙ yr−1) flag (M⊙) flag (mag) (mag) (mag) (arcsec) flag

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14)

WALLABY J101443-263328 153.6646 -26.5625 0.05393 9.61 0.14 F 10.01 1 16.76 16.32 16.20 9.1 1
WALLABY J101443-263328 153.6884 -26.5551 0.05363 9.78 -0.02 F 10.23 1 17.59 16.93 16.70 12.6 1
WALLABY J101448-274240 153.6983 -27.7117 0.01410 8.30 -1.17 F 9.34 1 16.94 16.57 16.46 13.4 1
WALLABY J101448-274240 153.7257 -27.7082 0.01420 7.73 -0.74 N 8.88 1 17.29 17.11 17.11 6.2 1
WALLABY J101834-281550 154.6438 -28.2683 0.04080 9.12 -0.12 F 9.71 1 17.10 16.72 16.62 9.0 1
WALLABY J101834-281550 154.6490 -28.2646 0.04077 8.79 -0.32 F 9.61 1 17.11 16.87 16.83 11.3 1
WALLABY J101945-272719 154.9413 -27.4582 0.03626 9.94 -0.05 F 9.68 1 16.11 15.49 15.29 12.5 1
WALLABY J101945-272719 154.9391 -27.4517 0.03672 9.50 -0.05 F 9.58 1 16.53 16.04 15.90 12.2 1
WALLABY J102019-285220 155.0796 -28.8738 0.03133 10.67 -0.16 N 9.67 1 15.11 14.30 13.98 49.5 1
WALLABY J102019-285220 155.0931 -28.8705 0.03074 10.15 0.36 F 9.49 1 15.39 14.74 14.53 20.2 1
WALLABY J102054-263844 155.2233 -26.6460 0.04121 8.90 -0.17 F 9.81 1 17.20 16.74 16.84 10.5 1
WALLABY J102054-263844 155.2394 -26.6431 0.04121 8.28 -1.03 F 9.58 1 18.66 18.53 18.32 9.1 1
WALLABY J103540-284607 158.9026 -28.7686 0.03047 8.93 -0.30 F 9.88 1 16.76 16.46 16.34 16.5 1
WALLABY J103540-284607 158.9368 -28.7691 0.03065 9.89 -0.42 F 9.81 1 15.99 15.36 15.14 17.1 1
WALLABY J104513-262755 161.3050 -26.4614 0.01432 7.77 -1.66 F 9.04 1 17.93 17.53 17.55 8.5 1

NOTE—Columns: (1) Source name from WALLABY. (2)(3) Right ascension and declination from optical images. (4) Redshift from WALLABY HI data. (5) Stellar mass derived
from luminosity and mass-to-light ratio (Section 2.3.2) (6) Star formation rate derived from UV+IR luminosity (Section 2.3.3). (7) Note on GALEX data used for measuring the
SFR. “F”: FUV, “N”: NUV, “nd”: non-detection in both bands, “–”: not in GALEX footprints. (8) HI mass from WALLABY. (9) Blending status of the HI detection: 0 = no
blending, 1 = deblending is performed to obtain the HI mass (Section 3). (10)–(12) g, r, and i bands Petrosian magnitudes (Section 2.3.2). (13) Semi-major axis measured at 25
mag arcsec−2 in g band. (14) Status of control. 1 = with five control galaxies, 0 = fewer than five control galaxies. Null values are filled with -99.00.
(This table is available in its entirety in machine-readable form.)
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Figure 11. Errors of the deblending algorithm for galaxy pairs at different projected and radial velocity separations, normalized by the sum
of their HI disk sizes (RHI) and velocity widths of the HI line profile measured at the 20% level of the peaks (W20), respectively. The panels
share a consistent color coding that represents the mean errors of the nine simulated galaxy pairs, as also denoted by numerical values within
the plot. The first row presents results for primary galaxies, and the second row is for secondary galaxies. The three columns, from left to right,
represent the 2D, “forced 3D”, and “peak 3D” methods, respectively. The small circles represent the position of galaxies in our parent sample,
with black circles indicating galaxies deblended using the “peak 3D” method and red circles denoting those deblended with the “forced 3D”
method. All the galaxy pairs with dproj /(RHI,1 +RHI,2)> 1.6 are placed at the abscissa of 1.6.
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Figure 12. Consistency of the SFR measurements between the parent sample and the control sample. Left: Comparison of SFRs measured
through our methods (SFRUV+IR) and SED fitting (SFRGSWLC) for the 1500 randomly selected galaxies (see text), color-coded by their stellar
mass from the GSWLC-2 catalog (Salim et al. 2018). The black solid line along the diagonal represents the 1:1 relation. Right: Median
deviation (red solid lines) and scatter (gray dashed lines) between the two SFR measurements as a function of stellar mass and redshift.
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Figure 13. Histograms of the change in ∆logSFR after applying the environment cut to the control sample. The vertical lines represent the
mean value of the high/low mass subsets.
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Figure 14. Replicates of Figures 6 and 7, except that galaxies in massive groups are removed from the control pool. No significant offset is
observed compared to Figures 6 and 7.
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1

2

3

Figure 15. Snapshots of 3D visualization of the deblended HI data cube (Figure 2h) using SlicerAstro (Punzo et al. 2017). The three larger
panels display the HI distribution and deblending results in different projections. The red and blue surfaces depict the 3D envelopes of the
segments corresponding to the two galaxies within the SoFiA mask (Westmeier et al. 2022), and the gray surface represent a constant HI flux
density. The three smaller plots at the bottom exhibit three orthogonal slices of the data cube. The viewing angles are indicated by colored arrows
in the lower right corner of each panel. An animation of this figure is available online at https://github.com/BetaGem/wallaby-galaxy-pair/blob/
main/Figure13.mp4, showing the continuous rotation of the data cube in 360◦ along the frequency axis.

https://github.com/BetaGem/wallaby-galaxy-pair/blob/main/Figure13.mp4
https://github.com/BetaGem/wallaby-galaxy-pair/blob/main/Figure13.mp4
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