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ABSTRACT
What regulates star formation in different regions of the Galaxy is still debated and especially the role of

turbulence is not fully understood. In this work, we explore the link between star formation, turbulence and
the thermal state of the multi-phase interstellar medium (ISM). We analyse a suite of stratified box simulations
modelling a realistic ISM that aims to probe environments similar to those found in the Milky Way. Turbulence
is injected through stellar feedback and an external large-scale driving force. We find that star formation can be
either boosted or reduced when increasing the external driving strength, depending on the environment. When
the density is sufficiently high, warm neutral gas naturally transitions to the cold phase, leading to high cold
neutral medium (CNM) fractions of around 40%. Under these conditions, excessive large-scale driving leads
to a slight reduction of the CNM fraction and an increase in the amount of gas that is thermally unstable. What
limits the star formation in this regime is a reduced fraction of dense gas due to additional turbulent support
against collapse. For low density regions, overdensities in which cooling is efficient are much rarer and we find
that star formation is regulated by the formation of cold gas. In such cases, turbulence can significantly boost
star formation by compressing gas in shocks and increasing the CNM fraction dramatically. In our simulations
we see an increase from almost no CNM to up to a fraction of 15 % when including external turbulence driving;
leading to an associated increase in the star formation rate. We provide a model to quantify this behaviour and
predict the CNM fraction by combining the standard ISM cooling/heating model with the density PDF generated
by turbulence. The change in the dominant limiting process for star formation between low- and intermediate-
density environments provides a natural explanation for the observed break in the Kennicutt-Schmidt relation
around column densities of 9 M⊙ pc−2.
Subject headings: ISM: structure – turbulence

1. INTRODUCTION

The interstellar medium (ISM) consists mainly of hydrogen
gas which occurs in ionised (HII), atomic (HI) and molecular
(H2) form. It has been established that HI itself has two thermal
phases that coexist at the same pressure: the warm neutral
medium (WNM) with temperatures of a few thousand Kelvin
and the cold neutral medium (CNM) with temperatures below
250 K (Field et al. 1969; Wolfire et al. 1995, 2003; McClure-
Griffiths et al. 2023). Gas in one of these two regimes is
thermally stable, meaning that a small perturbation cannot
change its temperature dramatically. On the other hand, gas
with a temperature in the range between the CNM and WNM
temperatures is thermally unstable and could undergo rapid
transition to either the WNM or CNM state. This regime is
called the unstable or lukewarm neutral medium (UNM or
LNM).

Gas is the main raw material from which stars form. As such,
relations exist between the gas reservoir and the star formation
rate (SFR), which can be averaged over full galaxies or sub-
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regions within, or measured for individual star-forming clouds.
Schmidt (1959) proposed a power-law relation between the gas
density and the SFR. The relation between the surface density,
a quantity which is more directly observable especially for
extra-galactic measurements, and SFR is commonly referred
to as the Kennicutt-Schmidt (KS) relation (Kennicutt 1998;
Kennicutt & Evans 2012). On average, it has the form SFR
∝ Σ1.4

HI+H2 above 9 M⊙pc−2, where the relation exhibits a break,
and below which it shows steeper slopes and more scatter
(Kennicutt 1998; Bigiel et al. 2008).

The relation becomes even more direct when considering
only the molecular gas. Bigiel et al. (2008) have established
a tight linear relation ΣH2 ∝ ΣSFR, where H2 was estimated
from CO emission (see also Pessa et al. 2021; Sun et al. 2023).
In contrast, the relation between the SFR and the HI surface
density is found to vary from galaxy to galaxy (Bigiel et al.
2008; Leroy et al. 2008; Shetty et al. 2014). Since only cold
gas is relevant for the formation of stars (Krumholz et al. 2009;
Klessen & Glover 2016), regardless of whether it is in atomic
or molecular form (Glover & Clark 2012), we would not expect
a universal relation of the SFR with the total amount of HI if
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the CNM fraction varies with environment.
Decomposition of HI into WNM and CNM is a difficult task

and so far observational results are limited to the Milky Way
or other Local Group galaxies (Dickey 1979; Dickey et al.
2000; HI4PI Collaboration et al. 2016; Murray et al. 2018). In
their recent review, McClure-Griffiths et al. (2023) compiled
an overview of CNM fraction measurements in the Galaxy.
A large variety is recovered, with values ranging from zero
up to 80% or more. Several trends with environment appear.
Heiles & Troland (2003) found a CNM fraction that on average
increases with total HI column density up to ΣHI ≈ 9 M⊙pc−2,
which marks the threshold between HI and H2 dominated gas
at solar metallicity (Bigiel et al. 2008; Leroy et al. 2008).
Observations near molecular clouds typically show relatively
high CNM fractions, highlighting the important connection
between these two gas phases. Gas at high Galactic latitudes
is found to have lower CNM fractions (Kalberla & Kerp 2009;
Marchal & Miville-Deschênes 2021).

The star formation process in galaxies can thus be thought of
as a sequence of steps: the condensation of CNM out of WNM
followed by the possible formation of a molecular cloud out of
this CNM, in which then finally dense collapsing cores form
and produce stars (Schruba et al. 2011; Smith et al. 2023).
Star formation can potentially be regulated through either one
of these processes and the dominant limiting process is likely
dependent on environment.

We know that turbulence plays a key role in star formation
(e.g. Mac Low & Klessen 2004; McKee & Ostriker 2007).
Observations show that molecular clouds are turbulent and
its importance is now widely accepted (Roman-Duval et al.
2010; Hennebelle & Falgarone 2012; Miville-Deschênes et al.
2017). Analytical theories and simulations show that turbu-
lence interacts with gravity in two ways. On the one hand,
it widens the density PDF, creating more overdensities that
may become gravitationally unstable, which is favourable for
star formation. On the other hand, it provides support against
gravitational collapse in the form of turbulent velocity disper-
sion, which reduces the rate at which dense gas is transformed
into stars. These principles are the basis of the theory of tur-
bulent fragmentation (Krumholz & McKee 2005; Padoan &
Nordlund 2011; Hennebelle & Chabrier 2011; Federrath &
Klessen 2012; Hennebelle et al. 2024).

It is thought that the turbulence in molecular clouds is inher-
ited from larger scales during their formation process (Heyer
& Brunt 2004; Brunt et al. 2009; Klessen & Hennebelle 2010).
What exactly drives the turbulence on these scales is still de-
bated. In present-day spiral galaxies such as the Milky Way,
numerical studies indicate that stellar feedback in the form of
supernova (SN) possibly in combination with ionising radi-
ation and winds is the dominant driving mechanism in most
parts of the galaxy (Peters et al. 2017; Gatto et al. 2017; Kim
et al. 2020; Rathjen et al. 2021). These studies reproduce
levels of star formation in agreement with observations, with-
out needing to invoke additional limiting processes. Recently,
Colman et al. (2024) investigated simulated cloud properties
in different environments and from different numerical setups.
They found an overall trend of the turbulent velocity disper-
sion consistent with large-scale turbulent decay. Furthermore,
at small spatial scales – and small molecular clouds – nearby
SNe leave a noticeable imprint on the velocity dispersion.

The situation may be different in the centre and outskirts of
galaxies. Sun et al. (2020) showed that the velocity dispersion
of clouds in the centre of barred spiral galaxies is elevated. The

same is true for the central region of our Milky Way (Shetty
et al. 2012). The fact that these regions lie below the KS
relation (Longmore et al. 2013), leads us to speculate that in-
jection of turbulence from galactic dynamics plays a role here.
Also in galaxies which have high gas densities, such as found
at high redshift, large-scale galactic processes may be impor-
tant drivers of turbulence (Krumholz et al. 2018). In their
kiloparsec box simulations, Brucy et al. (2020, 2023) found
that large-scale driving quenches star formation for column
densities above 20 M⊙pc−2 and that the KS relation cannot be
reproduced with stellar feedback alone.

In this work, we study in more detail the effect of large-
scale driving in Milky Way-like environments with column
densities similar to what is found in the Solar neighbourhood.
The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we describe
the simulation setup. Our suite of eight simulations explores
two values for the initial column density and various driving
strengths. In Section 3, we analyse and compare the star
formation activity in the different simulations. We find that,
in some cases, driving can enhance star formation rather than
reducing it. In Section 4, we investigate how turbulence affects
the thermal balance in the simulations. Turbulence is found to
influence the CNM and LNM fraction. This is then connected
to the SFR in Section 5, where we take a closer look at the
star formation relations. We identify two regimes, each with
a different limiting process. In Section 6, we further discuss
the generation of CNM through turbulence and construct the
prototype of an analytical model to predict the CNM fraction.
Finally, Section 7 summarises our findings and concludes the
paper.

2. SIMULATIONS

As in previous work (Iffrig & Hennebelle 2015; Colling
et al. 2018; Brucy et al. 2020), we model a 1 kpc3 region of
a galaxy with realistic ISM physics. The simulations used for
this work are described in Colman et al. (2022). Additionally,
we include four new runs with lower initial column density, to
probe a wider variety of conditions.

2.1. Setup
The initial condition of the simulations is a smooth, Gaus-

sian density profile perpendicular to the mid-plane, charac-
terised by a mid-plane particle density 𝑛0 and a thickness
𝑧0 = 150 pc. Our simulation suite explores two values for
the initial density: 𝑛0 = 0.8 cm−3 which is equivalent to
a total face-on column density of Σ = 10.2 M⊙pc−2, and
𝑛0 = 1.5 cm−3 which corresponds to Σ = 19.1 M⊙pc−2. We
refer to these sub-sets of models as low-Σ and high-Σ.

We include an initial magnetic field with an orientation
along the 𝑥-axis. The magnetic field strength has a Gaussian
distribution in the vertical direction with the same thickness
𝑧0 as the gas and a mid-plane value 𝐵0 = 7.62 𝜇G, which is
compatible with various estimates for the magnetic field in the
Milky Way (Beck 2003; Heiles & Crutcher 2005; Heiles &
Troland 2005).

An initial level of turbulence is introduced by adding a turbu-
lent velocity field with a root mean square velocity dispersion
of 5 km s−1 and a Kolmogorov power spectrum 𝐸 (𝑘) ∝ 𝑘−5/3

with random phase. These fluctuations will kick-start struc-
ture formation. The initial temperature is uniform and set to
5333 K, which is a typical value for the warm neutral medium
phase in the ISM.
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2.2. Numerics
To evolve our simulation in time, we used the adaptive mesh

refinement magneto-hydrodynamics code ramses (Teyssier
2002; Fromang et al. 2006), with treatments of the magnetic
field in the ideal approximation and radiation using a moment-
based method (Rosdahl et al. 2013). The simulation box is
periodic in the 𝑥- and 𝑦-direction and has open boundary con-
ditions in the 𝑧-direction. The coarse grid has a resolution of
3.9 pc and is further refined based on a mass criterion up to a
maximum resolution of 0.24 pc in the densest regions. Aside
from self-gravity, we also apply an external gravitational po-
tential representing the effects of the stellar disk as prescribed
by Kuijken & Gilmore (1989); Joung & Mac Low (2006). We
use the ISM cooling/heating model from Audit & Hennebelle
(2005) which is based on the work of Wolfire et al. (2003),
further detailed in one of the next subsections. This model
produces a multi-phase ISM with a warm and cold phase in
our simulations, as demonstrated later on in this paper.

2.3. Sink particles and stellar feedback
When the gravitational collapse reaches the resolution lim-

its, we introduce sink particles (Bate et al. 1995; Federrath
et al. 2010b) according to the recipe prescribed by Bleuler &
Teyssier (2014). After their birth, sinks accrete gas according
to the threshold accretion scheme: gas which is above the sink
formation threshold of 104 cm−3 and within the accretion ra-
dius of 4 cells will be accreted. The high-Σ simulations have
been evolved for 60 Myr during which 2 to 5 % of the gas has
been converted into stars. The low-Σ runs are computationally
less demanding and have varying final times, depending on the
intensity of their star formation activity.

Each time a sink has accreted 120 M⊙of gas, it forms an
individual massive star with a mass between 8 and 120 M⊙ ,
randomly drawn from the Salpeter IMF (Salpeter 1955). The
remainder of the mass in the sink particle is considered to be
distributed between low mass stars. The total mass of a sink
is thus equal to the sum of all individual massive stars that
formed in this sink, in addition to the mass of an unresolved
collection of low-mass stars.

The massive stars are sources of stellar feedback. They
emit ionising radiation from the position of the sink particle
in which they formed and explode as a supernova at the end
of their lifetime at a random location around the sink (Ros-
dahl et al. 2013; Geen et al. 2016; Iffrig & Hennebelle 2017;
Colling et al. 2018). The supernovae inject 4 × 1043 g cm
s−1 momentum and 1051 erg of thermal energy, but the veloc-
ity and temperature of the surrounding gas are limited to 300
m s−1 and 106 K respectively to prevent the time step from
becoming very small. For low-mass stars, the UV output is
negligible and their lifetimes are much longer than the simula-
tion time. Due to their computational cost, we do not include
stellar winds. Furthermore, similar numerical studies found
that radiation is more important for the regulation of the SFR
and that including winds further reduces the SFR by only a
factor 2 (Rathjen et al. 2021).

2.4. Turbulence driving
In this work, we study the effect of turbulent energy injec-

tion from large scales. This presents a source of turbulence
additional to stellar feedback, mimicking the possible effect of
galactic dynamical processes that occur on scales larger than
the box size, such as spiral arms, a bar, or interactions with

TABLE 1
Overview of the simulations.

Group driving Σa 𝑛0
b 𝑓rmsc 𝜎 d

low-Σ none 10.2 0.8 0 2.6
low-Σ very weak 10.2 0.8 1500 4.8
low-Σ weak 10.2 0.8 3000 7.4
low-Σ medium 10.2 0.8 6000 8.3
high-Σ none 19.1 1.5 0 8.4
high-Σ weak 19.1 1.5 3000 9.0
high-Σ medium 19.1 1.5 6000 12.1
high-Σ strong 19.1 1.5 24000 20.1

ainitial gas column density in M⊙pc−2
binitial mid-plane density in cm−3
cnormalisation factor for the turbulence driving strength
dfinal velocity dispersion in km s−1

neighbouring galaxies. A detailed prescription of the turbu-
lence driving can be found in Colman et al. (2022) or Brucy
et al. (2023). In short, a bi-dimensional turbulence driving
force aligned with the disk plane is added as an additional
stochastic external force in the Euler equation. This driving
acts on scales between a full and a third of the box length
and is mainly solenoidal, with a solenoidal fraction of 0.75.
We explore several different forcing strengths, ranging from
very weak to strong, as well as running reference simulations
without external forcing (see Table 1).

In Figure 1 we compare the energy injected by large-scale
driving to an estimate of the turbulence injection by SNe per
unit time for each simulation. We count an energy of 1051 erg at
an average efficiency of 6% per SN. Note that this efficiency is
difficult to quantify and it depends on the environment in which
the SN goes off (Martizzi et al. 2015; Iffrig & Hennebelle
2017). After an initialisation phase during which the SN
rate increases, the feedback self-regulated to a fairly stable
rate which is mostly dependent on the column density of the
simulation. Figure 1 serves as a guide for interpreting the
relevance of both driving mechanisms in the remainder of this
paper.

Different forcing strengths lead to different final global ve-
locity dispersions. In Figure 2, we show the evolution of
the velocity dispersion in the different simulations, measured
in the disk. This quantity reflects the differences in energy
injection rate from Figure 1.

From Figure 1 and 2 we can estimate the length of the initial-
isation phase and after how much time the initial conditions
have been washed out. For the high-Σ runs, the SN rate is
converged after 50 Myr or less. The stronger the driving, the
shorter the initialisation phase. In the low-Σ runs, the evolu-
tion proceeds slower especially when there is little turbulence.

2.5. Cooling and heating model
What sets the thermal balance in the ISM is a topic that has

been well-studied in the past decades. Wolfire et al. (1995)
summarised which processes are relevant and provide a model
for the solar neighbourhood, which was later extended for other
Galactic radii (Wolfire et al. 2003). More recent improvements
include a more accurate treatment for low-metallicity environ-
ments (Glover & Clark 2014; Bialy & Sternberg 2019). In the
context of this work, we use the ISM cooling/heating model
from Audit & Hennebelle (2005). We assume solar metallic-
ity and solar neighborhood abundances. We briefly review the
dominant processes included in this model.

The dominant heating process is photoelectric heating from
small dust grains and PAHs, that is the emission of elec-
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Fig. 1.— Comparison between the energy injection rate by SNe, assuming a 6% efficiency, and large-scale driving throughout the simulations averaged over
bins of 5 Myr.

Fig. 2.— Evolution of the mass-weighted 3D velocity dispersion in the
different simulations, measured in a region between 100 pc above and 100 pc
below the mid-plane.

trons from the grains after exposure to the interstellar radia-
tion field. While UV radiation can free electrons in grains of
all sizes, these electrons can escape more easily from small
grains. Consequently, the photoelectric heating rate depends

on the amount of small grains available and the strength of
the far UV field 𝐺0. Bakes & Tielens (1994) provide an ana-
lytical model as a function of 𝐺0, the temperature 𝑇 and the
electron density 𝑛𝑒, assuming a fixed grain size distribution.
Even though the photoionisation of hydrogen is followed using
Ramses-RT, the electron density used in the cooling model is
calculated using the formula provided by Wolfire et al. (2003).
Corrections for photoionisation in the WNM are made based
on the work of Ferland (2003), as is done in Geen et al. (2016).
A constant uniform UV background with a strength equal to
0.6 Habing units is assumed (Habing 1969). In reality we
expect the UV field to vary locally and to be proportional to
the local SFR (Ostriker et al. 2010).

The opposite process occurs when electrons are recombined
onto small grains and PAHs (e.g. Draine 2003). This process
is one of the main coolants at temperatures of 8000 K and
above. Together with collisional excitation of the hydrogen
Ly𝛼 line, it keeps the temperature of the WNM roughly con-
stant as a function of density. For temperatures below 8000 K,
collisional excitation of the [CII] and [OI] fine-structure lines
provides the main cooling mechanism. This implies a depen-
dence on the abundances of carbon and oxygen in gaseous
form, which are treated as constant in our simulations.

Heating sources of lesser importance are cosmic rays and
soft X-rays. In this work, they are represented by a constant
uniform background, but we can expect energetic events such
as supernovae to boost the importance of these heating mech-
anisms in specific regions.

The combination of these processes sets the relation between
temperature and density in the ISM. It depends on the strength
of the UV field, the presence of small dust grains and PAHs,
the abundances of C+, O and electrons. In reality, these can
vary with the environment and change the density at which the
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Fig. 3.— Gas surface density Σ for edge-on and face-on projections of the final snapshot of each simulation. The field of view is 1 kpc × 0.5 kpc and 1 kpc × 1
kpc respectively, each with a depth of 1 kpc. The green dots indicate the location of the sink particles. Top: low-Σ runs with Σ = 10.2 M⊙pc−2. Bottom: high-Σ
runs with Σ = 19.1 M⊙pc−2.

transition from WNM to CNM occurs (or whether there even
exists a pressure range which allows for a two-phase medium).
Future simulations will include a more self-consistent cou-
pling of cooling/heating to the propagation of radiation and
ionisation treated by ramses-rt.

2.6. Simulation suite
The parameters of the different simulations are summarised

in Table 1 and the final snapshot of each simulation is displayed
in Figure 3. We can see a wide variety in terms of structure.
The low-Σ runs (top panels), especially the ones with no to
weak driving, have a prominent diffuse gas component with
a thin disk of denser material in which stars form. The high-

Σ runs (bottom panels) are more filamentary. Increasing the
driving strength leads to more large-scale structure, seen as
large overdensities and voids (Colman et al. 2022).

The various simulations can be compared to different re-
gions in the Milky Way. The low-Σ runs could be placed
in the Solar neighbourhood, or more generally at a Galacto-
centric radius between about 5 and 12 where the average HI
column density of the Milky Way is around 10 M⊙pc−2. Since
the chosen background UV field is lower than the Solar neigh-
bourhood value, an inter-arm region or region beyond the solar
galactocentric radius is likely more appropriate. The high-Σ
runs have column densities that are somewhat higher than what
is found in most parts of the Milky Way disk. These runs may
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Fig. 4.— The star formation history in each simulation. Top: evolution of the star formation rate. Bottom: evolution of star formation efficiency. Left: low-Σ.
Right: high-Σ. The grey lines show the fits to estimate the global SFR of the simulation. The labels indicate the average SFR value found from these fits.

be compared to regions that are slightly closer to the centre of
the Galaxy. In this case, strong large-scale turbulence driving
may mimic the effect of the central bar.

3. STAR FORMATION IN THE SIMULATIONS

3.1. Star formation history
Using sink particles, we trace the star formation activity

throughout the simulations. In the context of this work, sinks
represent small star clusters rather than individual stars, and
consists of a number of massive stars in addition to an unre-
solved collection of low-mass stars. Figure 4 displays the star
formation history of each simulation. The top panels show the
variation of the SFR in time, which exhibits large fluctuations.
The bottom panel shows the evolution of the SFE, defined
as the amount of gas which is in sinks compared to the total
mass available at the beginning of the simulation. The gen-
eral behaviour is different for the low-Σ runs (10.2 M⊙pc−2,
left panels) compared to the high-Σ runs (19.1 M⊙pc−2, right
panels) and we see two regimes emerge.

For the low-Σ simulations, large-scale turbulence driving
boosts star formation. Both the SFR and SFE increases sig-
nificantly with increasing driving strength. Without driving
there is overall little star formation activity and there are epochs
where there is no star formation at all. Consequentially, there
is also little turbulence injection by stellar feedback (Figure 1).
In all cases, the evolution consists of a sequence of alternating
bursts and quiescent phases, resulting in a characteristic stair-
case pattern in the SFE evolution. Even in the no-driving case
we recover this pattern, though the amplitude of the bursts
is much lower. Increasing the driving strength increases the
intensity of the bursts and shortens the length of quiescent

phases.
In the high-Σ runs, we see that weak and medium driving

boost the overall SFE compared to the case without exter-
nal driving. The SFR at the end of the simulation is simi-
lar between the no-driving, weak and medium driving cases.
For strong driving however, we see a significant decrease in
both SFR and SFE. These runs demonstrate the duality of
turbulence: adding a weak to moderate amount of turbulence
slightly enhances star formation, but cranking up the driving
strength too much leads to quenching. We also note that star
formation starts earlier when we increase the driving strength.
Since we start from a smooth density profile, cold gas struc-
tures have to be generated from scratch by the velocity pertur-
bations. The additional external turbulence helps to kick-start
cloud formation. This is followed by a first phase of acceler-
ating star formation, during which stellar feedback establishes
its role in the SFR regulation. Note that this phase is shorter
for the strong driving case. After the initialisation period,
the evolution of the SFE becomes linear, indicating a roughly
constant SFR, as opposed to the bursty nature seen at lower
Σ. Possibly, a similar staircase pattern would emerge if the
simulations were evolved for a longer time.

The qualitative findings described here for modest column
densities are different from the results obtained for columns
densities above 20 M⊙pc−2, where large-scale driving was
found to always reduces the SFR (Brucy et al. 2020, 2023).
This indicates that the relative importance of the processes
involved in star formation varies with the column density of
the region.

3.2. Global SFR
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We can obtain an overall SFR for each simulation by fitting
a linear function to the SFE evolution in the appropriate time
frame. For high-Σ, we choose the range between 50 and
60 Myr where all simulations are in the linearly increasing
SFE regime. We find values of 1.4 × 10−2 M⊙yr−1 for no-
driving and weak driving, 2.0 × 10−2 M⊙yr−1 for medium
driving and 0.39 × 10−2 M⊙yr−1 for strong driving, i.e. a
reduction of roughly a factor 4 compared to the others. To
determine the value for the SFR in the low-Σ regime, we
simply fit the SFE over the entire time range from the moment
the first stars form, averaging over bursts and quiescent phases.
We obtain a value of 7.6 × 10−5 M⊙yr−1 for the no-driving
case, 3.5 × 10−4 M⊙yr−1 for very weak driving, 7.9 × 10−4

M⊙yr−1 for weak driving and 1.6× 10−3 M⊙yr−1 for medium
driving. Here, the SFR increases with driving strength and
the additional turbulence can boost the SFR by more than an
order of magnitude.

4. THERMAL STATE OF THE GAS

In the previous section, we showed that turbulence can either
boost or reduce the SFR, depending on the global conditions
of the simulation box. To gain insight into this behaviour, we
turn our attention to the thermal state of the two-phase ISM.

4.1. Gas phases
In Figure 5, we show the phase diagram of all the gas (neu-

tral and ionised) in a snapshot of the low-Σ simulation with
weak driving. For the other simulations, the diagram look
qualitatively similar. It shows the relation between density
and temperature or pressure, as well as the mass weighted
histogram of each of those quantities. The pressure versus
density diagram exhibits the characteristic S-shape with the
WNM as the left diagonal branch and the CNM as the right
diagonal branch. In between sits the LNM, which connects
the two states. Both the warm and cold medium exist in the
same pressure range. The typical ISM pressure is around 3 ×
10−13 erg cm−3.

On the density-temperature diagram we overlay the theoret-
ical curve given by the cooling model as a dashed black line.
The WNM has a temperature between 3000 and 104 K. Two
distinct WNM branches with each their characteristic temper-
ature are visible: one at 𝑇 ≈ 4500 K (log𝑇 = 3.65) and the
other at 𝑇 ≈ 8000 K (log𝑇 = 3.90). In the appendix, we show
that these can be associated to different levels of ionisation.
The lower temperature branch corresponds to partially ionised
gas (between 0.5 % and 50%). This is likely a numerical arte-
fact caused by inconsistencies in the treatment of cooling and
ionisation, as noted in Section 2.5. From a density of about
1 cm−3, the temperature drops as the gas becomes thermally
unstable until it reaches CNM temperature of 250 K and be-
low. The characteristic CNM temperature is between 30 and
100 K.

In the density PDF (top panel), the WNM and CNM phases
can be identified as distinct bumps around a characteristic
density of about 0.5 cm−3 and 30 cm−3 respectively. Note
however that not all dense gas is cold. Dense shells around
newly formed stars are heated and partially ionised by the UV
radiation emitted by those stars. This makes photoelectric
heating more efficient and brings the gas to WNM tempera-
tures. Further investigation of this phenomenon requires more
careful coupling between photoelectric heating, ionisation and
the propagation of the local UV field in the simulations, which
is beyond the scope of this work.

Fig. 5.— An example of a phase diagram, which show the relation between
pressure 𝑃 or temperature 𝑇 and number density 𝑛 in the simulations. The
colour corresponds to the mass fraction, on a logarithmic scale, with dark
being high and light being low. We also show the mass-weighted histograms
of each quantity. The dashed black line shows the theoretical cooling model,
while the dotted lines indicate the temperature thresholds we adopts for the
definition of WNM and CNM in this work.

In what follows, we will adopt the following definitions for
the gas phases. Neutral gas with a temperature below 250
K is considered to be CNM. This threshold temperature is
in agreement with the one used in observations (McClure-
Griffiths et al. 2023). Note that this definition also includes
molecular hydrogen, which is expected to form from cold gas
at high densities but whose formation is not tracked explicitly
in these simulations. For the lower bound on the tempera-
ture of the WNM we choose 3000 K, a value slightly below
what is proposed in McClure-Griffiths et al. (2023), to include
our lower temperature WNM branch. The LNM is then ev-
erything with temperatures in between these thresholds. Our
boundaries are shown as dotted lines in Figure 5.

4.2. Fraction of gas in each phase
We quantify the fraction of neutral gas that is in each thermal

phase. In Figure 6, we show how the CNM and LNM fractions
evolve over time in all runs. The WNM fraction is simply
1 − 𝑓CNM − 𝑓LNM.

For low-density environments, large-scale turbulence driv-
ing significantly promotes the formation of cold material, seen
as an increase in both the CNM and LNM fraction. Without
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Fig. 6.— Evolution of the CNM and LNM mass fractions in full and empty
circles respectively.

driving, there is almost no CNM, nor LNM. Turbulence driv-
ing thus triggers thermal instability and sets in motion the
conversion from WNM to LNM to CNM. The stronger the
driving, the larger the increase in CNM fraction. There is
up to an order of magnitude more CNM in the driving runs
compared to no driving.

For the high-density regions on the other hand, the CNM
is less affected by the external driving. The CNM fraction
is generally larger than in the low-Σ runs, around 40%. This
indicate that the external driving is not the dominant mech-
anism for creating CNM here. However, possibly turbulence
injected by stellar feedback plays a similar role. Alternatively,
the thermal transition occurred spontaneously due to the larger
average density.

We also note important differences in the LNM fraction:
driving increases the LNM fraction for all simulations. No-
tably for the high-Σ runs, the ratio of fCNM/fLNM decreases.
Driving keeps more gas in the thermally unstable phase, pos-
sibly preventing the formation of more CNM or reheating the
CNM that was formed before. This effect could potentially
be used to constrain the level of turbulence in galaxy simula-
tions where the turbulence driving strength in sub-regions is
not controlled. Perhaps this relation can also be used to find
signatures of turbulence driving in observations, although it
remains challenging to observationally quantify the neutral
gas phase fractions.

4.3. Dense gas
While stars are found to form mainly in molecular clouds,

only the densest parts of these clouds are actively star-forming.
Figure 7 shows a cumulative distribution function of the den-
sity, quantifying how much of the gas is above a certain den-
sity. We normalised the curved using the total mass in the
simulation.

For the low-Σ runs, the large differences in the amount of
CNM are again visible here as the curves start to diverge above
about 0.5 cm−3, the density where the WNM becomes ther-
mally unstable. This difference propagates to larger densities
and only a few percent of the LNM+CNM gas reached densi-
ties beyond 100 cm−3.

The situation is different for the high-Σ runs, which all have

Fig. 7.— Cumulative distribution function of the density, in absolute gas
mass units for a representative snapshot of each simulation. The simulations
are colour-coded as in Figure 6.

Fig. 8.— The efficiency of the conversion of cold into dense gas, quantified
as the fraction of cold gas which has a density higher than 100 cm−3. The
x-axis is the column density of the low-density CNM (𝑛CNM < 100 cm−3).
The simulations are colour-coded as in Figure 6.

a similar cumulative density distribution up to about 10 cm−3,
at which point the strong driving run starts to deviate from
the other three runs. In the case of strong driving, there is
significantly less gas with densities above 100 cm−3.

We further quantify the efficiency of the formation of dense
gas in cold clouds in Figure 8, where we plot the ratio between
the amount of CNM versus the amount of gas with densities
greater than 100 cm−3. For a point in the bottom left part
of the diagram, the amount of cold material is small and the
conversion to high density gas inefficient. If a point is in he
top part of the diagram, it means the conversion to dense gas
is efficient. In the low-Σ regime the conversion from cold
to dense gas occurs at a roughly equal, albeit low, efficiency
which is independent of the level of externally driven turbu-
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lence. While the amount of cold HI is similar for all high-Σ
runs, there is about a factor 2 to 3 less dense gas for the strong
driving case. This brings the efficiency to the levels of the
lower column density simulations. Strong driving hinders the
creation of dense self-gravitating clumps. This is in line with
predictions by analytical theories of gravo-turbulent fragmen-
tation (Hennebelle & Chabrier 2008; Hennebelle et al. 2024).

4.4. A dual role of turbulence on the thermal state?
It is already established that turbulence has a dual nature

with respect to gravity. On the one hand, it generates local
overdensities which are the seeds of gravitationally unstable
clumps. On the other hand, it provides additional support
under the form of turbulent kinetic energy against this exact
same gravitational collapse. This effect is seen in the high-Σ
runs where strong driving significantly reduces the fraction of
dense gas.

Here we demonstrated that turbulence possibly has a second,
thermal, dual nature which typically occurs at larger scales.
Hennebelle & Pérault (1999) already showed that turbulence
can create cold condensations in the ISM. Here, we saw that it
acts as a perturbing force, promoting phase change and moving
the gas away from thermal equilibrium, seen by a consistent
increase in LNM fraction (Figure 6). The duality then lays
in the creation versus destruction of CNM. Our simulation re-
sults seem to indicate turbulence has a stronger impact on the
WNM-to-CNM conversion than on the reverse conversion. In
fact, there is no indication that turbulence is able to bring the
gas back into the WNM state, as the WNM fraction decreases
and more gas is in the unstable regime. However, we have to
keep in mind that turbulence is not only driven by the external
large-scale force that is applied during the simulation. Stellar
feedback also drives turbulence. For the set of high-Σ simu-
lations, the turbulent energy injection by SN is either stronger
or comparable to that of the large-scale driving, except for the
run with strong driving (Figure 1). Furthermore, the SFR in
those three runs is similar, so only in the case of strong driving
would we be able to directly link a change in the gas-phase
fractions to an excess of turbulence. If the level of turbulence
is a determining factor for CNM formation, we would expect
the three other simulations to have similar CNM fractions, as
is indeed the case. Possibly the stellar feedback self-regulated
the WNM and CNM fractions. Controlled simulation of a
multi-phase ISM without stellar feedback, could help quan-
tify the dual role of turbulence on the CNM fraction further.
Note that the role of feedback is more complex than just in-
jecting turbulence, as massive stars emit UV radiation which
contributes directly to the heating of the ISM.

4.5. Caveats of the simulations
The transition point between WNM and CNM depends on

the UV radiation field, metallicity and hydrogen ionisation
rate (Wolfire et al. 2003). While our simulations do track
the local UV photon field which is used to determine the
ionisation of the gas, this information is not used in the cooling
model where a uniform background UV field fixed to the
solar neighbourhood value 𝐺0 is assumed. Observations in
the Milky-Way and nearby galaxies show that the UV field
strength decreases as a function of galactic radius. The UV
field in our low-Σ runs may thus be too high compared to real
low density regions in galaxies. A lower UV field implies less
heating which would lead to naturally higher CNM fraction.
Furthermore, in the majority of environments we expect the

UV field to be directly coupled to the formation of new stars,
especially massive ones. Test simulations where the uniform
UV background is proportional to the SFR according to the
recipe of Ostriker et al. (2010), indeed result in more structure
formation and enhanced SFRs compared to the low-Σ runs
presented here. It is however unclear how local variations in
the UV field may affect the overall CNM fraction. While we
demonstrated a clear influence of turbulence under a fixed UV
field, in practice regions with conditions similar to those in the
low-Σ runs may be rare.

Our simulations also do not take into account complex galac-
tic effects such as differential rotation or the presence of spiral
arms.

5. STAR FORMATION RELATIONS

In section 4 we have investigated the effect turbulence driv-
ing has on the amount of cold gas and dense gas. In this
section, we link changes to these mass reservoirs to changes
in star formation activity.

5.1. SFR versus different gas phases
As discussed in the introduction, observations have revealed

correlations between the gas surface density and the SFR. In
Figure 9 we correlate the SFR with different gas reservoirs
in the simulations. The SFR is measured over time intervals
of 0.1 Myr. Observations usually distinguish between HI and
H2, the later estimated from CO emission. Our simulations do
not track chemical evolution and it is non-trivial to estimate
the fraction of the neutral gas which would be H2. Instead, we
will simply separate the dense gas component, that is cold gas
with densities exceeding 𝑛neutral > 100 cm−3 as in Section 4.3.

In the left panel of Figure 9, we show the total neutral gas
versus the SFR. We compare with the observational results
from Bigiel et al. (2008), who studied the KS-relation in a
sample of 18 galaxies. Their results for HI + H2 are shown as
contours, where the outer contour sketches the full extend of
their data points and the inner contour indicate where most of
the measurements are situated. The observations are charac-
terised by a break at 9 M⊙pc−2. For higher column densities,
a power-law relation with index 1.4 is found, while for lower
column densities the relation is steeper with a lot of scatter
(Kennicutt & Evans 2012). The results from the high-Σ runs
fall in the observed range, though the SFR might be a bit high
compared to the majority of the observations. Possibly this is
because we do not include early feedback in the form of stellar
winds and jets, which are expected to reduce the SFR by a
factor 2 (Rathjen et al. 2021; Verliat et al. 2022). At low col-
umn density, we reproduce the large scatter. The simulations
without driving produce SFRs which are below the observed
range. This could mean that the environment modelled by this
simulation is unlikely to occur in real galaxies. Indeed, large-
scale dynamic effects such as rotation or infall would provide
a minimal level of turbulence driving. The simulations with
strongest driving (orange and green points) generally agree
best with the observations.

The middle panel shows the relation with cold gas, that is
CNM and cold dense gas which would be molecular. A pos-
itive correlation now appears at low column densities. These
findings are in line with the results from Smith et al. (2023)
who studied the distribution of CNM in their full galaxy sim-
ulation. Overall, the relation between the column density of
cold gas and the SFR exhibits a scatter of about one order of
magnitude around a power-law with index 1.4. This is the
same index as found for the relation with total gas, above a
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Fig. 9.— Relations of the SFR with column density for different gas reservoirs. In the left panel, the contours sketch the location of the data point from Bigiel
et al. (2008): the outer contour tracers roughly all points, while inner one corresponds roughly to their orange contours denoting 2 independent data point per
0.05 dex. In the middle panel, we show a power-law with index 1.4 to guide the eye. In the right panel, we show the linear relation found by Bigiel et al. (2008)
between the SFR and the column density of H2 gas, and extrapolate to to lower densities. The simulation data is colour-coded as in Figure 6.

column density of 20 M⊙pc−2. This leads us to the conclusion
that the scatter in the observations of the KS-relation at low
column densities, as shown in the left panel, is likely due to
regional differences in the CNM fraction. Following this line
of thought, it implies that at higher column densities the CNM
fraction on a scale of 1 kpc does not vary significantly between
regions. Indeed, in the simulations we find it to be around 40
% independent of the external driving strength.

Finally, the right panel shows the relation of the SFR with
the dense, cold gas. As expected, we find a good correlation
especially at higher densities. We compare with the linear
relation between SFR and H2 found by Bigiel et al. (2008) and
extrapolated to lower column densities and find good agree-
ment. That the agreement extends to the normalisation of
the relation may be fortuitous. The linearity of the relation
is however not a coincidence, as many other studies confirm
the existence of a linear relation between dense gas and star
formation (Lada et al. 2010; Elia et al. 2022).

5.2. Knee-density of the KS-relation: two regimes
The kink in the KS-relation is observed around 9 M⊙pc2, in

between the low- and high-Σ runs. The findings from our sim-
ulations suggest this marks a transition between two regimes
of star formation, each with a different dominant limiting pro-
cess.

In the low density regime, we find a correlation between
the amount of CNM and the SFR. In this regime, star for-
mation is regulated predominantly by the formation of cold
clouds. This in turn is set by the complex balance of cooling
and heating processes in the ISM, which depend on environ-
mental conditions such as the strength of the UV field and the
metallicity of the gas. Additionally, we found that turbulence
can boost the CNM fraction in this regime, due to its ability
to generate overdensities in which cooling is more efficient.
Low density regions exposed to an external form of turbulence
driving would thus have increased CNM fractions and SFRs
compared to unperturbed regions. The increased amount of
cold gas gives rise to an increase in the amount of dense gas
which, in turn, is directly and linearly proportional to the SFR.
These environmental dependencies for CNM formation lead

to large scatter in the KS-relation at low density.
In the high-Σ regime, CNM fractions are naturally higher

since the densities at which cooling is efficient are reached
more easily, leading to an abundance of cold clouds. Even
though we found small variations in the CNM due to exces-
sive turbulence driving, these could not explain the reduction
by a factor 4 of the SFR in the run with strong driving. In this
regime, star formation is limited by the formation of dense
clumps inside cold clouds rather than the formation of the
clouds themselves. The role of turbulence changed, as exces-
sive turbulence provides additional support against gravita-
tional collapse and reduces the amount of dense gas available
for star formation.

From our simulations, it is not clear whether turbulence still
plays an important role in the creation of cold clouds at high
densities. We saw that strong external driving keeps a signifi-
cant amount of the gas in the thermally unstable phase. Stellar
feedback also injects turbulence and so a certain minimum
level of turbulence driving can be associated to a SFR. To-
gether with the additional UV heating of young stars, this may
lead to a self-regulation of the CNM-fraction on kpc scales in
regions with Σ > 9 M⊙pc2.

6. MODEL FOR TURBULENCE INDUCED CNM FORMATION

The simulation results indicate that turbulence can trigger
the cooling of gas initially in the WNM state, and that this
may be an important regulator for star formation in the low
density regions. The mechanism behind this is similar as
for the balance of turbulence with gravity: turbulence creates
overdensities. Since cooling is efficient in high density gas,
overdensities created by shocks cool fast to the CNM state.

While many numerical studies have investigated structure
formation in a turbulent multi-phase ISM (Audit & Hennebelle
2005; Hennebelle et al. 2007; Walch et al. 2011; Seifried et al.
2011; Saury et al. 2014; Walch et al. 2015; Kim & Ostriker
2017; Colman et al. 2024), an analytical model that described
the interaction of turbulence with the thermal state of the
gas is still lacking. Here, we propose such a model with
the aim of predicting the CNM fraction. The general idea
is to integrate the mass-weighted density PDF of a turbulent
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Fig. 10.— Theoretical temperature-density and pressure-density curve ob-
tained from the cooling model of Wolfire et al. (2003), as described in Sec-
tion 2.5, for different values of the UV field strength 𝐺0. The gray line
indicates the chosen temperature threshold for CNM.

two-phase ISM above a threshold density derived from the
temperature-density curve predicted by the cooling/heating
model.

6.1. General assumptions
We assume that turbulence is the dominant source of density

fluctuations and thus the main mechanism for CNM creation.
This assumption may not be valid in regions with strong gra-
dients in the gravitational potential. We do not specify the
source of turbulence, which could be for example stellar feed-
back and/or large-scale galactic processes. The strength of the
turbulence is considered to be a free parameter and a char-
acteristic of the environment. It can depend on the level of
star formation and whether the region is subject to large-scale
galactic processes.

We do not take into account that CNM formation will lead
to star formation which is associated with an increase in UV
field strength, ionisation and heating (Ostriker et al. 2010).
This could potentially contribute to self-regulating the CNM
fraction.

As in the simulations, we only consider the case of solar
metallicity gas and solar neighbourhood abundances for the
dominant coolants. Other metallicities can be explored by
adapting the cooling/heating prescription on which the model
is build.

6.2. Heating/cooling model and threshold density
We use the cooling/heating model from Wolfire et al. (2003)

described in Section 2.5. The combination of processes leads
to the curves shown in Figure 10. The only parameter we vary

here is the UV field strength 𝐺0. A strong UV field will boost
photoelectric heating and move the WNM – CNM transition to
higher densities, while leaving the shape of the curve relatively
unchanged.

To determine the threshold density 𝑛thr (𝐺0), we could calcu-
late at which density the sign of the derivative 𝑑𝑃/𝑑𝑛 changes.
The first change, from positive to negative, marks the transi-
tion from WNM to LNM. The second change, from negative to
positive, is associated with the transition from LNM to CNM.
Here, we simply impose the same temperature thresholds as
used to define the phases in the simulation, 3000 K and 250 K,
and determine numerically to which density this corresponds.
The 250 K threshold for CNM formation is marked with a
gray line in Figure 10. It agrees well with the bend in the
pressure-density curve.

6.3. Density PDF generated by turbulence
It is well-established that turbulence generates log-normal-

like density PDFs in isothermal media and that the Mach
number controls the width of the distribution (Federrath et al.
2008, 2010a), as highly turbulent regions contain stronger
density fluctuations. As a function of the density contrast
𝛿 = ln(𝑛/𝑛0), where 𝑛0 is the average number density of the
region, the density PDF of a turbulent isothermal medium can
be described by

P(𝛿) = 1
√

2𝜋𝑆
exp

(
− (𝛿 − 𝛿)2

2𝑆

)
(1)

with

𝑆 = ln
(
1 + 𝑏2M2

)
(2)

𝛿 =−𝑆/2, (3)

For the compressibility factor 𝑏, we assume the value of 0.5
for a natural mix of solenoidal and compressive modes. M =
𝜎/𝑐s is the Mach number, with 𝜎 the 3D velocity dispersion
generated by the turbulence and 𝑐s the sound speed in the
medium.

6.4. Modified density PDF of a two-phase ISM
The sound speed in the neutral ISM depends on the temper-

ature

𝑐s =

√︄
𝑘B𝑇

1.4𝑚p
, (4)

where 1.4 is the molecular weight of a mixture of atomic
hydrogen and helium. The ISM is however not isothermal.
Due to the temperature difference, the sound speed in the
WNM is typically about a factor 10 larger than in the CNM.
As a result, the Mach number of the WNM is smaller than that
of the CNM.

Instead of choosing one constant sound speed to calculate
the Mach number that regulates the width of the density PDF,
we explicitly take into account the dependence of the tem-
perature. Using the relation between temperature and density
dictated by the heating/cooling model, shown in Figure 10,
this temperature dependence transforms into a density depen-
dence. This effectively makes 𝑆 density dependent. Writing
this explicitly, we obtain

𝑆(𝑛) = ln

(
1 + 𝑏2 1.4𝑚p 𝜎

2

𝑘B𝑇 (𝑛)

)
. (5)
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Fig. 11.— Model for the mass-weighted density PDF of a turbulent two-phase ISM subject to the relation between temperature and density shown in Figure 10.
The parameter dependence on UV field strength 𝐺0, average density 𝑛0 and 3D velocity dispersion 𝜎 in km/s is explored. The dotted lines mark the densities
corresponding to the boundary temperatures, 3000 K and 250 K, used to separate the WNM, LNM and CNM phases.

Note that this implicitly also adds a dependence on 𝐺0, which
we consider constant here. We assume that 𝜎 = 𝜎WNM =
𝜎CNM, which may not be the case.

Replacing Eq. (2) by Eq. (5) results in a density PDF with
a more complex dependence on 𝑛, as shown in Figure 11 for
a variety of values for the parameters 𝜎, 𝑛0 and 𝐺0. Interest-
ingly, in most configurations we reproduce a bimodal shape
similar to the one seen in the density PDF of the simulations
(Figure 5). This is due to the combination of the low Mach
number WNM which produces a narrow log-normal compo-
nent, with a higher Mach number CNM described by a broader
distribution.

The narrow WNM peak is most pronounced when𝐺0 is high
or 𝑛0 is low. Under these conditions, the WNM is the dominant
phase. On the other hand, when 𝑛0 is high and 𝐺0 low,
the broad CNM distribution is dominant and the WNM peak
barely noticeable. Both components broaden with increasing
levels of turbulence, now quantified directly through 𝜎 rather
than M.

The relative importance of the broad versus the narrow com-

ponent sets the CNM fraction. The model qualitatively cap-
tures the behaviour observed when increasing the external
driving strenght in the low-Σ simulations: when 𝜎 increases,
the WNM peak becomes less pronounces, while the opposite
happens for the broad CNM contribution.

6.5. Parameter dependence of the predicted CNM fraction
To obtain the CNM fraction 𝑓CNM in a region of turbulent

ISM characterised by 𝜎, 𝑛0 and 𝐺0, we integrate the modi-
fied mass-weighted log-normal density PDF above the CNM
density threshold:

𝑓CNM =
1
𝑁

∫ ∞

𝑛thr (𝐺0 )
P(𝑛, 𝑛0, 𝜎)𝑛d𝑛, (6)

where 𝑁 is a normalisation factor such that 0 ≤ 𝑓CNM ≤ 1,

𝑁 =

∫ ∞

0
P𝑛d𝑛. (7)

The resulting CNM fraction and its dependence on 𝜎, 𝑛0 and
𝐺0 is illustrated in Figure 12.
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Fig. 12.— Parameter dependence of the CNM fraction model.

The behaviour of 𝑓CNM with increasing 𝜎 depends on how
the average density compares with the CNM threshold den-
sity. If 𝑛0 < 𝑛thr, the CNM fraction is zero at low levels of
turbulence and increases steadily with 𝜎. When 𝑛0 ≈ 𝑛thr, we
still find an increasing behaviour of 𝑓CNM with 𝜎 but a point
of diminishing returns is reached where increasing the turbu-
lence further provides a smaller gain in 𝑓CNM. This is because
the PDF broadens not only to high densities but also to low
densities as large voids are being created as counterparts to
the dense shocks. Once 𝑛0 > 𝑛thr, the medium is predicted to
be fully in the CNM state at low levels of turbulence. Adding
turbulence now typically broadens the density PDF to densi-
ties below the CNM threshold, slightly decreasing 𝑓CNM in
favour of the creation of LNM and WNM. This is a theoretical
form of CNM destruction by turbulence which was not clearly
observed in the simulations.

6.6. Comparison to simulation results
To test the accuracy of our model, we want to quantitatively

compare with the simulation results. One complication is that
galactic disks are not uniform but on average have a Gaussian
density profile around a mid-plane density. To partially miti-
gate this issue, we consider only the inner region of the disk,
that is a band between 𝑧midplane −100 pc and 𝑧midplane +100 pc.

For each snapshot, we measure the average total density
of neutral gas 𝑛0 and the velocity dispersion 𝜎 in the mid-
plane region to input into our model for 𝑓CNM. The average
density varies over time as the vertical balance in the disk
first evolves from the initial conditions to balance the various
supporting pressure forces against gravity, and later on adapts
to the varying levels of star formation activity. We find values
between 0.35 and 1.55 cm−3 across simulations. The velocity
dispersion results from the combination of external turbulence
driving on large scales and stellar feedback. We find values
between 2 and 25 km s−1. We set 𝐺0 = 0.6, as this is the value
of the constant UV background used in the cooling routines.

6.6.1. Gas phase fractions

In Figure 13, we compare the model predicted phase frac-
tion to the ones measured in the simulations1. While our main
goal is to model the amount of CNM, we also verify what
the model predicts for the LNM. For the low-Σ runs, which
have fairly low 𝑓CNM, the prediction is excellent (left panel,
bottom left corner). The model accurately describes the trend
of increasing 𝑓CNM with increasing external turbulence driv-
ing strength. The agreement is less satisfying for the high-Σ
simulations. While 𝑓CNM is predicted correctly in the strong
driving case, it is underestimated in the other three simula-
tions. The discrepancy can be slightly reduced by increasing
the parameter 𝑏 of Eq. 5 for these three runs. This is justified
by their higher SFR which lead to more SN feedback, a mostly
compressive turbulence driver. Gravitational compression is
also stronger when the average density is higher.

The prediction for the LNM fraction is shown in the middle
panel. In most cases, it is overestimated and for the high-Σ
runs we do not reproduce the expected increase with turbulence
driving strength. Our model does not take into account the
unstable nature of the LNM, which could explain why we
overestimate it. Looking at the right panel, we see that the
agreement between the model and the simulations is generally
good for the sum 𝑓CNM + 𝑓LNM (or equivalently 𝑓WNM). This
indicates that once in the LNM state, the gas is likely to quickly
cool down further to form CNM.

6.6.2. Density PDF

We can gain more insight in the results by directly com-
paring the measured density PDF with the modelled one. In
Figure 14, we show such a comparison for a selection of exam-
ple snapshots, one for each simulation. Generally, the WNM
peak around 1 cm−3 is quite well-described by the model. The
point of transition to CNM is also captured reasonably well.
What does not match well is the shape of the CNM component.
In most cases, the model does not reproduce the position of
the peak of the distribution. This component of the PDF is
also too broad, resulting in an overestimation of the amount of

1 Note that the measured CNM fractions here are higher than those shown
in Figure 6 since here we are limiting ourselves to the densest part of the disk.
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Fig. 13.— Comparison between the mass fractions measured in the simulation with the ones predicted by the model. We show the fraction of CNM (left), LNM
(middle) and the sum of both, which is equivalent to 1 − 𝑓WNM.

Fig. 14.— Comparison between the measured mass-weighted density PDF and the modelled PDF for a representative snapshot of each simulation. The black
curve corresponds to the total neutral gas in the simulation, while the orange and blue curves show the contribution from the WNM and CNM respectively. The
dashed line show the model calculated using the average density and velocity dispersion measured in the snapshot. Only the inner part of the disk, between -100
and +100 pc around the mid-plane, is considered for the measurement of the PDF and average properties. The low-Σ runs are shown in the top panels, the high-Σ
ones in the bottom. External driving strength increases from left to right.
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dense CNM. Even though the shape of the CNM component
leaves much to be desired, the relative importance of CNM
versus WNM is well-captured, resulting in a good prediction
for 𝑓CNM.

6.7. Caveats and further improvements
Modelling the density PDF of the multi-phase ISM is a

difficult problem. Here we proposed a basic model with the
aim of self-consistently estimating the CNM fraction. In this,
the model succeeds surprisingly well, given that all we did was
introduce a density-dependent sound speed. However, more
work is needed to accurately describe the full shape of the
density PDF. While this is beyond the scope of this paper, we
list here some of the ideas we started exploring.

A first avenue is to take into account the magnetic field.
Molina et al. (2012) found that this can be achieved by includ-
ing an additional factor in 𝑆:

𝑆 = ln
(
1 + 𝑏2M2 𝛽

(1 + 𝛽)

)
(8)

where 𝛽 = 𝑃thermal/𝑃magnetic. When 𝛽 < 1, this would reduce
the width. This dependence is not unlike the dependence on
𝑏, which decreases the width when the turbulence is more
solenoidal. We tested several values of 𝑏 and found that as-
suming the turbulence is fully solenoidal (𝑏 = 0.3) decreases
the amount of dense gas while only slightly reducing the CNM
prediction. However, this did not solve the problem of the mis-
matched CNM peak.

It has been pointed out that the PDF may not be exactly
log-normal, but has a skewness to it especially at high Mach
numbers (Hopkins 2013; Hennebelle et al. 2024; Brucy et al.
2024). This may be important in the CNM. For the low Mach
numbers that characterise the WNM, the log-normal form is a
good approximation. We tried replacing the log-normal by this
skewed version, dubbed the Castaing-Hopkins PDF (Castaing
1996; Hopkins 2013). While this produces a better approxi-
mation for the transition to LNM and an improved peak shape
for the CNM, it introduced a sharp cut-off at high densities
and essentially predicted zero gas with densities above 100
cm−3. One could argue that at this point gravity would signif-
icantly alter the density distribution, producing the additional
power-law-like tail (Burkhart et al. 2017).

The lack of high density gas was not the only issue with the
Castaing-Hopkins PDF. While it can reproduce the shape of
the WNM component when modelling the high-Σ simulations,
for the low-Σ runs the WNM peak is shifted too far to the right.
These experiments indicate that the WNM is better described
by a log-normal, while the CNM may consist of a Castaing-
Hopkins PDF with an added power-law to include gravity.

That we do not capture the characteristic LNM minimum
and CNM maximum, is likely due to the fact that we do not
actually take into account that the LNM is an unstable equilib-
rium. The gas is more likely to be in one of the stable states,
that is WNM or CNM. Furthermore, gas that is in the CNM
and WNM has a preferred pressure and thus density. This
pressure is given by the various vertical balancing forces in a
galactic disk, among which feedback from star formation (Os-
triker et al. 2010; Ostriker & Kim 2022). Indeed, in Figure 5
we see the distribution of pressures is broad but peaked. This
should somehow be taken into account.

An alternative approach would be to model the WNM and
CNM separately and sum the two to obtain the total PDF.
Each PDF would be centred around a characteristic density

obtained from a pressure equilibrium model. The width is
obtained using the corresponding temperature and optionally
a density-dependent velocity dispersion. The problem with
this approach is that the CNM and WNM fractions need to be
assumed or modelled separately, since PDF = 𝑓WNM PDFWNM
+ 𝑓CNM PDFCNM. Since our base model gives good results
for the CNM fraction, a possibility could be to use this to
normalise the individual contributions.

7. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we investigate the effect of large-scale turbu-
lence driving on star formation and the thermal balance of the
ISM. We analyse a suite of numerical simulations of a 1 kpc3

part of a galaxy including stellar feedback in the form of SN
and HII regions. The cooling model reproduces a multi-phase
ISM with warm and cold neutral phase. The simulation suite
explores the star formation behaviour for two initial column
density values representative of regions in the Milky Way:
10.2 and 19.1 M⊙pc−2. For each subset of simulations, we
tested four different strengths of the external large-scale tur-
bulence driving, including a reference simulation without this
external component.

We found that the additional turbulence is not only capable
of decreasing the SFR, as found in previous studies, but can
also enhance it under the right conditions. In the simulations
with a lower column density, the SFR increases with increasing
external driving strength and the star formation activity is
easily an order of magnitude higher than in the case without
driving. In the simulations with higher column density, we
saw that when the external LS driving becomes significantly
stronger than the turbulence injection from SN, the SFR is
reduced.

This behaviour is linked to the thermal state of the gas. In
the lower column density simulations, increasing the level of
turbulence boosts CNM formation which in turn leads to more
dense gas for star formation. The CNM fraction increases with
driving strength. For the higher column density simulations,
the CNM fraction is similar for all runs, while the LNM frac-
tion increases with increasing levels of turbulence as it acts as
a perturbing force and promotes phase change. Additionally,
the amount of dense CNM is reduced, leading to a smaller star
formation rate.

Studying the relation between the SFR and the column den-
sity of different mass reservoirs, we further characterise the
two regimes. Overall we find a linear relation between the
dense gas and the SFR, as in observations. For the lower
column density runs we identify an additional correlation be-
tween the SFR and the CNM. Our interpretation is that at low
densities star formation is limited by the formation of cold
gas clouds. At higher densities, an abundance of cold clouds
exist and the limiting process is the formation of dense clumps
inside those clouds. This change in regime may be an explana-
tion for the observed knee in the Kennicutt-Schmidt relation.
This would imply that the scatter in this relation at low column
densities is due to variations in the CNM fraction.

To better understand the mechanism behind the generation
of CNM by turbulence, we introduce an analytical model con-
taining two main ingredients: the density PDF generated by
turbulence and the theoretical temperature-density curve given
by the ISM cooling/heating model. To calculate the Mach
number, which controls the width of the density PDF, we use a
density-dependent sound speed derived from the 𝑇 − 𝜌 curve.
This leads to a bimodal shape for the PDF, with a narrow
WNM peak and a broad CNM component. Their relative
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importance then sets the CNM fraction, which we compute
by integrating the modified PDF above the density associated
with the maximum CNM temperature.

Our analytical model predicts that when the average density
of a region is low compared to the threshold density for CNM
formation, increasing the level of turbulence will boost the
CNM fraction. This is because more shocks and sharper
density contrasts are created at higher Mach numbers, resulting
in a widening of the density PDF which now extend to values
above the CNM threshold. On the other hand, if the average
density was already larger than the CNM threshold, all the
gas will be in the cold phase at low levels of turbulence.
Increasing the turbulent velocity dispersion broadens the PDF
both to higher and lower densities, resulting in the generation
of WNM and a small decrease in CNM fraction.

Using this model, we are able to predict the CNM fraction
from most of the simulations. The match is especially good
in the low column density regime where the WNM is the
dominant phase. However, when directly comparing the model
density PDF to the one measured in the simulations, we see
that the shape of the CNM component is not well-described.
This shows that more work is needed to accurately model the
complex ISM.
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Fig. 15.— Mass weighted temperature PDF for different levels of ionisation fraction 𝑥 for an example snapshot.
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APPENDIX

WNM TEMPERATURES FOR DIFFERENT IONISATION FRACTIONS

Figure 15 shows a mass weighted histogram of the WNM temperatures in an example snapshot of our simulations. The
histogram is split according to the ionisation fraction of the gas 𝑥. We see that gas with an ionisation fraction between 0.5 and
50% has a lower temperature than gas which is more than 50% ionised. This results in two distinct branches of WNM in the
phase diagram in Figure 5. This can likely be associated to inconsistent way of calculating the ionisation for the cooling model.
fractions. in the treatment of cooling and ionisation, as mentioned in Section 2.5

This paper was built using the Open Journal of Astrophysics LATEX template. The OJA is a journal which provides fast and easy
peer review for new papers in the astro-ph section of the arXiv, making the reviewing process simpler for authors and referees
alike. Learn more at http://astro.theoj.org.
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