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We discuss how helium sedimentation in galaxy clusters can affect the history of star formation
in the central cluster galaxy. As helium sediments, the gas density in the inner regions of the
cluster increases and there is also a non-trivial, radially dependent redistribution of the atomic
nuclei and electrons. As a result, the cooling rate in the center increases and this can enhance
star formation. On the other hand, there is a slow contraction of the intracluster gas, which may
induce gravitational heating and therefore has an opposite effect on star formation. In this work
we present these effects and aim to estimate their relevance. For this we have performed a 1-
dimensional numerical simulation of helium sedimentation and applied it to a simple semi-analytical
model of star formation. We find that for clusters with a halo mass Mhalo . 1014Msun, helium
sedimentation effects on the star formation rate are negligible, even under idealized conditions. In
the intermediate range, 1014Msun . Mhalo . 1015Msun, the effects are at most mild, below a factor
∼ 2 in the isothermal model we consider, even for idealized conditions. For clusters with a halo
mass Mhalo & 1015Msun, helium sedimentation effects can potentially be very important and renew
star formation activity in the central galaxy.

I. INTRODUCTION

The brightest cluster galaxy (BCG) grows at the center
of a hot, stratified atmosphere, where cooling, feedback,
and gravitational settling act together. In semi-analytic
models (SAMs), the build-up of massive centrals follows
models for gas cooling, mergers, and active galactic nu-
cleus (AGN) regulation which are calibrated using ob-
servational data on galaxies and clusters (e.g. see Cole
et al. 1, Springel et al. 2, Croton et al. 3, Bower et al.

4, Somerville et al. 5, Lacey et al. 6). Recent develop-
ments include molecular-gas based star-formation laws
and prescriptions tuned for massive centrals (De Lucia
and Blaizot 7, Lagos et al. 8, 9). None of these schemes
tracks helium sedimentation in the intracluster medium
(ICM).
Cooling cores provide the broader context. Short

central cooling times are balanced, on average, by in-
termittent AGN heating, which limits classical cooling
flows and keeps most BCGs quiescent (as reviewed by
Fabian [10] and McNamara and Nulsen [11]). Residual
star formation is, however, observed in low-entropy cores
and correlates with cooling-time thresholds (e.g. Rafferty
et al. 12, O’Dea et al. 13, Voit et al. 14). Small changes
to density or mean molecular weight near the center can
therefore move systems across condensation criteria.
In a multicomponent, proton-dominated plasma, he-

lium tends to drift inward under gravity. As a result, the
gas becomes inhomogeneous and the density increases in
the inner regions. Some of the concomitant effects have
already been explored in the literature, including biases
in X-ray and Sunyaev–Zel’dovich inferences and modified
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thermodynamics, with the magnitude set by transport
physics and suppression by turbulence or magnetic fields
(see Chuzhoy and Nusser 15, Chuzhoy and Loeb 16, Et-
tori and Fabian 17, Peng and Nagai 18, Shtykovskiy and
Gilfanov 19, Bulbul et al. 20, Medvedev et al. 21). How-
ever, the effects of helium sedimentation on the star for-
mation history of BCGs have not been explored so far. In
particular, they have not been included in SAMs or in hy-
drodynamical simulations. In this work we identify two
competing tendencies that result from helium sedimen-
tation. On one hand, the enhanced central gas density
shortens cooling times (at fixed temperature). On the
other hand, the slow contraction linked to sedimentation
releases gravitational potential energy that can heat the
gas.

These complex processes merit a focused study of he-
lium sedimentation and its effect on the star formation
activity of BCGs. In order to obtain quantitative esti-
mates, we simulate helium sedimentation in cluster atmo-
spheres and couple the resulting mean molecular weight
and density evolution to a simple semi-analytic star-
formation model for massive centrals. Our goal is to
quantify how BCG fueling histories change when helium
is allowed to drift, relative to otherwise identical models
with fixed primordial composition. In this work we de-
liberately switch off AGN feedback to isolate the impact
of helium sedimentation on cooling and BCG growth; a
more realistic treatment is deferred.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II we outline the equations for helium sedimentation
and the numerical simulation we have performed to solve
them. In Sec. III we set the SAM we use to estimate the
stellar mass evolution. Next, in Sec. IV, we describe the
main results. Finally, the conclusions and an outlook are
given in Sec. V.
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II. HELIUM SEDIMENTATION

The ICM is mainly composed of hydrogen and helium.
The helium, being heavier than hydrogen, tends to con-
centrate more in the inner regions, however this sedimen-
tation process in galaxy clusters is very slow, with time-
scales of the order of the age of the Universe or larger.
The diffusion of particles in a cluster can be described by
Burgers equations. Assuming spherical symmetry, each
species s satisfies an equation of continuity and momen-
tum conservation (see e.g. Peng and Nagai [18]):

∂ns

∂t
+

1

r2
∂
(

r2nsus

)

∂r
= 0 , (1)

∂Ps

∂r
+ nsAsmpg − nsZseE =

∑

t

Kst(wt − ws), (2)

where r is the radial coordinate and t the time. For each
species s we have denoted its mass by As mp (with mp

the proton mass), its charge by Zs e, its number density
by ns, its pressure by Ps, and its velocity by us. The
acceleration due to the gravitational field is represented
by g and the electric field by E (the existence of this
global electric field in plasmas subject to a gravitational
field was first studied in Pannekoek 22, Rosseland 23,
and Eddington [24]). The diffusion velocity ws is defined
as the velocity of species s relative to the center-of-mass
velocity of the composite fluid (u), i.e.,

ws = us − u , (3)

where

u =

∑

s ns As us
∑

s ns As
. (4)

The diffusion velocities satisfy the following relations:

∑

s

As ns ws = 0 , (5)

∑

s

Zs ns ws = 0 , (6)

where the first one comes from the definitions and the
second one from the quasi-neutrality condition. Finally,
the resistance coefficient, Kst, in the absence of magnetic
fields and turbulence is given by

Kst ≃
4
√
2π

3

Z2
sZ

2
t e

4µ
1/2
st

(kBT )
3/2

ns nt ln Λst , (7)

where µst = AsAtmp/(As +At) is the corresponding re-
duced mass. Moreover, Λst is the Coulomb logarithm,
which has a mild dependence on temperature, density
and composition. For the ICM conditions we consider, a
typical value is Λst ∼ 40.
From Eqs. (5) and (6) it is clear to see that, in the

center-of-mass frame of a fluid element, for every helium
nucleus falling to the center, there are roughly 4 protons

and two electrons going up. This radial redistribution in
the number of particles causes a transient change in the
pressure gradient and consequently a break of hydrostatic
equilibrium which, however, tends to recover on a time-
scale much shorter than that of the diffusion process.
This results in a slow contraction of the intracluster gas,
given by

du

dt
= − 1

ρgas

∂Pgas

∂r
− g , (8)

where Pgas and ρgas are the total pressure and mass den-
sity of the gas, i.e.,

Pgas =
∑

s

Ps =
∑

s

nskBT, (9)

ρgas =
∑

s

ρs =
∑

s

Asmpns, (10)

with T denoting the temperature.
Following these equations, we have performed a 1-

dimensional numerical simulation of helium sedimenta-
tion for a completely ionized gas composed of protons
(p), helium (He), and electrons (e), under isothermal
conditions. The gravitational potential is obtained from
a Navarro–Frenk–White profile of dark matter distribu-
tion (Navarro et al. [25]), with the concentration param-
eter obtained from the analytical formula in Appendix
C of Ludlow et al. [26]. The contribution of the gas to
the gravitational potential is neglected. For a given dark
matter halo mass we calculate the virial radius (accord-
ing to Bryan and Norman [27]), Rvir, and define a radial
grid going from 10−5Rvir to Rvir, divided in around 1000
cells.
At the initial simulation time, t = ti, the gas is taken

to be in hydrostatic equilibrium with a homogeneous and
primordial chemical composition. Therefore, the initial
gas density, ngas =

∑

s ns, satisfies

∂Pgas

∂r
= −µmpngas

∂φ

∂r
, (11)

where φ is the gravitational potential and the mean
molecular weight of the gas, µ, is given by

µ = µ(r) ≡
Aene +

∑

j Ajnj

ngas
≈

∑

j Ajnj

ngas
. (12)

The solution to Eq. (11) with constant temperature and
molecular weight, µ = µi, sets our initial conditions,
namely,

ngas(r, ti) = n0
gas e

−µimpφ(r)/(kBT ) . (13)

The constant n0 is determined by the condition that

∫ Rvir

0

ngas(r, ti) 4πr
2 dr =

Ωb

ΩDM

Mvir

µimp
, (14)
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where Mvir is the virial mass. In turn, the initial proton,
helium, and electron densities are just proportional to
the gas density, namely,

np(r, ti) = fp ngas(r, ti), (15)

nHe(r, ti) = fHe ngas(r, ti), (16)

ne(r, ti) = np(r, ti) + 2nHe(r, ti), (17)

where the last equality comes from the requirement of
local quasi-neutrality. In this work we have taken Ωb h

2 =
0.0224, ΩDMh2 = 0.12, h = 0.674 (from Aghanim et al.

[28]), and µi = 0.59, which corresponds to fHe/fp ≃
3/38.
Then, at each time step and for given values of the

densities ns(r) (s = e, p, He), we obtain the diffusion
velocities from Eqs. (2), (5), and (6) neglecting the mass
of the electron, so that, approximately,

E =
1

Zee ne

∂Pe

∂r
, (18)

wHe = −
K−1

pHe
(

1 + AHe nHe

Ap np

)

[

∂PHe

∂r
+ nHeAHe mp g

−nHe ZHe eE

]

, (19)

wp = − AHe nHe

Ap np
wHe . (20)

In turn, the center-of-mass velocity, u(r), is calculated
from Eq. (8). Finally, at each time step the number
densities of protons and helium are updated from the
continuity Eqs. (1), which we solve numerically simu-
lating an actual flux of particles. The electron density
is always established by the quasi-neutrality condition,
namely, ne = np + 2nHe. The only border conditions we
impose are zero flux of proton and helium particles at the
borders, i.e., at r = 10−5Rvir and r = Rvir.

III. SEMI-ANALYTICAL MODEL FOR STAR

FORMATION

In this section we introduce a simplified version of a
semi-analytic model designed to isolate the impact of
helium sedimentation on the star-formation histories of
massive cluster galaxies. We explicitly track the main
components of the ICM (protons and helium nuclei),
while keeping all other prescriptions identical in a refer-
ence model that includes no sedimentation. To highlight
the maximal effect of the modified gas density and chem-
ical composition, we intentionally do not include AGN
feedback, so that cooling flows and star formation re-
spond only to the change in gas thermodynamics and
mean molecular weight at fixed cosmology [28]. In what
follows we give details on our simplified model which is
adapted from Springel et al. [2].
Our model is based on simple definitions, starting with

the cooling time, which is a measure of the time scale

required for the gas at each radius to cool due to radiative
emission. It is given by

tcool(r) =
3ngaskBT/2

Λnet(ns, T, Zgas)
,

where the cooling function, Λnet, is the energy radiated
per unit time and volume. In this work we use the stan-
dard collisional ionization equilibrium cooling function
given in the table 6 of Sutherland and Dopita [29], for
zero metals, but with a correction factor to take into ac-
count the inhomogeneous gas composition that results as
helium sediments. This factor can be approximated by
noticing that helium sedimentation can only be signifi-
cant for the most massive galaxy clusters, for which the
intracluster gas is completely ionized and the X-ray emis-
sion is dominated by thermal bremsstrahlung. In this
case (and neglecting the dependence of the Gaunt factor
on the temperature and charges of the ions), the total
energy emitted per unit time and volume is proportional
to

Λnet ∝
∑

j

Z2
j ne nj , (21)

where the summation goes over all ion species, i.e., pro-
tons and helium nuclei in our case. Then, we calcu-
late the cooling function taking the values tabulated
in Sutherland and Dopita [29], dividing by the sum
∑

j=p,He Z
2
j ne nj computed using the densities also given

in table 6 of [29], and multiplying by the sum evaluated
using the densities obtained from our simulation.
Based on the cooling time it is possible to define the

cooling radius, rcool, as the radius at which the cooling
time is equal to a typical time scale of the cluster, tavail,
which we take here as the age of the cluster for most
of the analysis. Therefore the cooling radius is defined
through the equation

tcool (rcool) = tavail = t . (22)

In case tcool(r) < t for all r ≤ Rvir, we take rcool = Rvir,
while if tcool(r) > t for all r ≤ Rvir, then rcool = 0.
Furthermore, we denote by Mcool the total mass of the
gas that (roughly) has had enough time to cool, which is
the total mass of gas inside a sphere of radius rcool, i.e.,

Mcool =

∫ rcool

0

ρgas(r) 4πr
2 dr. (23)

All the quantities we have defined actually depend on
time because we consider clusters with a certain history
of mass growth (to be described below), and also because
the gas density profile changes due to helium sedimenta-
tion.
The star formation rate in a galaxy depends on the

amount of cold gas and can be modeled as [2]

dMstar

dt
= α

Mcold

tdyn
, (24)
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where Mstar is the total mass in stars (at a given time), α
is a parameter related to the efficiency of star formation,
and Mcold is the total amount of cold gas. The dynami-
cal time of the BCG, tdyn, can be approximated roughly
by tdyn = 0.1Rvir/Vvir, where Vvir is the virial velocity.
With no AGN accretion and feedback, Mcold is just that
part of Mcool that has not been converted into stars and
therefore its rate of change is given by

dMcold

dt
=

dMcool

dt
− α

Mcold

tdyn
. (25)

We have solved the Eqs. (24) and (25) numerically, with
the initial conditions Mstar(ti) = Mcold(ti) = 0.
Finally, we specify that in our simplified model galaxy

clusters grow according to the mean mass growth rate
given in Fakhouri et al. [30], namely

< ˙Mhalo > = 46.1Msun yr−1

(

Mhalo

1012Msun

)1.1

× (1 + 1.11z)
√

Ωm(1 + z)3 +ΩΛ . (26)

Using that dMhalo

dz = dMhalo

dt
dt
dz = − < ˙Mhalo > [H(z)(1 +

z)]−1, we can integrate this equation to obtain the evolu-
tion of the mass of a dark matter halo having a present-
day mass equal to Mhalo,0:

Mhalo(z) =

[

M−0.1
halo,0 +

4.61 yr−1

1013.2M0.1
sun H0

× (1.11z − 0.11 ln(1 + z))

]−10

. (27)

Even though this choice includes no mergers as using
merger trees would, it is in line with our target of simplic-
ity. We incorporate a sedimentation suppression factor
fB in the following section which can be loosely inter-
preted as including merger activity, to some degree: it
is thought that clusters of galaxies that have undergone
a recent merger are less relaxed, have higher turbulence,
and this suppresses the ability of gas to sediment. Adding
the suppression factor as a free parameter of our model
allows us to include indirectly the effects of mergers on
sedimentation.

IV. RESULTS

Helium sedimentation changes the density profile of
the intracluster gas, increasing the density -and hence-
forth the cooling rate- in the central regions, which can
induce an increased rate of star formation, particularly
at late times, when helium might have had enough time
to sediment, at least partially. A more subtle effect is
that there is a loss of gravitational potential energy as
the intracluster gas slowly contracts, which can result in
a source of heating, partially inhibiting star formation.

To perform a quantitative estimate of these effects, we
have used the SAM presented in the previous section,
considering at each time step two different gas density
profiles to determine the cooling radius and related quan-
tities. One of them corresponds to the absence of he-
lium sedimentation and it is therefore chemically homo-
geneous, having a radial-independent molecular weight.
For an isothermal ideal gas, the gas density at time t is
given by Eqs. (13) and (14), where Mvir = Mvir(t) and
Rvir = Rvir(t) are the virial mass and radius at time t
of a galaxy cluster that evolves according to Eq. 27 and
that at present times (t = t0, z = 0) has a given halo
mass Mhalo,0. Moreover, in most of the analysis we have
taken the temperature equal to the virial temperature,
T (t) = Tvir(t). The other density profile is obtained,
at each time t, considering again a galaxy cluster with
Mvir = Mvir(t) and Rvir = Rvir(t), but where helium
sedimentation took place during a time period equal to
t (which is taken to be the age of the cluster at time t).
To obtain this sedimented density profile we perform, at
each time step, the complete numerical simulation de-
scribed in Sec. II, taking as the initial density profile, the
homogeneous one that we had just described, i.e., the one
obtained for Mvir(t), Rvir(t) and Tvir(t). We note that a
more realistic simulation of a cluster growth and helium
sedimentation is expected to yield a more homogeneous
gas distribution, i.e., with less sedimentation, since ha-
los grow via accretion of external gas and mergers with
smaller halos. As mentioned above, we have included this
indirectly by introducing a suppression of the sedimen-
tation. The case of no suppression can be taken as an
upper bound of the effect of sedimentation.
To estimate the effect of the gravitational heating as-

sociated to helium sedimentation, we have also solved the
equations of the SAM, but adding a heating term in the
Eq. (25), as commonly done to model AGN feedback [3],
namely

dMcold

dt

∣

∣

∣

h
=

dMcool

dt
− α

Mcold

tdyn
− Ėhs

1.5 kBT/(µmp)
. (28)

Here 1.5 kBT/(µmp) is the thermal energy per unit mass

and Ėhs is the heating power, which we take equal to
the rate of change of the gravitational potential energy
of the gas inside a sphere of radius r = rcool(t). This
corresponds to the assumption that all the gravitational
energy that is lost by the gas inside ∼ rcool contributes
to heating the gas.
In Fig. 1 we show the resultant stellar-halo mass rela-

tion without helium sedimentation, with helium sedimen-
tation and no heating, and with helium sedimentation in-
cluding the associated gravitational heating. Notice that
the stellar masses are somewhat larger than in models
with AGN feedback, as expected since the effect of this
type of feedback is to decrease the ability of the BCG to
increase its stellar mass (see e.g. Bower et al. [4]); this
figure is solely intended to isolate the possible effects of
helium sedimentation. Fig. 2 shows the ratio between
stellar mass with and without helium sedimentation, for
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M
st

ar
/M

su
n

Mhalo/Msun

without sedimentation
with sedimentation

with sedimentation and heating

FIG. 1. Stellar mass as a function of halo mass at redshift
z = 0, both in solar mass units. The stellar-halo mass relation
without helium sedimentation, with helium sedimentation but
without heating, and with helium sedimentation and heating
are given by the green solid, blue dashed, and red dotted lines,
respectively. Here we have taken α = 0.05.

different values of the the star-formation efficiency pa-
rameter α within a factor of a few from the fiducial value
α = 0.05. The two plots in this figure correspond to two
different choices of the time scale used for defining the
cooling radius, tavail = t and tavail = 1/3 t, to cover a
range of values, as this choice is not unique in the liter-
ature and it can be taken as another parameter of the
model.

Some conclusions can be inferred from these figures:
(I) Given the procedure we have implemented for com-
paring star formation with and without helium sedimen-
tation and the majority of the assumptions we have made
(except for constant temperature, see below), it seems
more appropriate to interpret the results as conservative
upper bounds on helium sedimentation effects. There-
fore Figs. 1 and 2 show that helium sedimentation ef-
fects on star formation are negligible for galaxy clusters
with Mhalo . 1014Msun. (II) For clusters with masses in
the range 1014Msun . Mhalo . 1015Msun the effects are
moderate or absent, although it could be interesting to
consider more realistic temperature profiles (e.g. Nelson
et al. [31]) to draw more definite conclusions. (III) For
the most massive clusters, Mhalo & 1015Msun, the effects
can potentially be very large and even O (10) effects seem
in principle plausible. (IV) When helium sedimentation
effects are significant, the associated gravitational heat-
ing can be relevant and should be included in order to
obtain the net effect on star formation coming from the
sedimentation process. This also motivates to develop a
more detailed treatment of this heating effect. Note in
particular the dependence on tavail that is apparent from
Fig. 2: a smaller tavail implies a smaller rcool and there-
fore a reduced heating when estimated as described after

Eq. (28).

In Figs. 1 and 2 we have assumed that the resistance
coefficient KpHe is given by Eq. (7), with no suppres-
sion of transport by magnetic fields and plasma instabil-
ities (see e.g. Berlok and Pessah 32, 33). Some observa-
tions suggest that transport coefficients, like the viscosity,
might be very suppressed in the ICM, below 25% (Ignesti
et al. [34]) or by more than a factor 10 in the Coma cluster
(Zhuravleva et al. [35]), with respect to the idealized val-
ues (see also the discussions in, e.g., Chuzhoy and Loeb
16, Peng and Nagai 18, Bulbul et al. 20). However, these
bounds depend on several assumptions and how observa-
tional data is interpreted, see e.g. Marin-Gilabert et al.

36, 37. More recent and direct observations of the ve-
locity dispersions in the Coma cluster could, on the con-
trary, be indicative of a large effective viscosity (Audard
et al. [38]), although this also depends on the model-
ing and interpretation of the measurements (Vazza and
Brunetti [39]). Moreover, the suppression might differ
substantially among clusters and it might also not be
the same for different transport coefficients. Overall, the
transport properties of the ICM are an open issue and
they are subject of current research (see e.g. Zhang et al.

[40]). Furthermore, it is important to note that direct he-
lium abundance measurements that could shed light on
this topic are simply not available. In order to estimate
how a suppression of transport may affect our previous
idealized results, we have solved the Burgers equations
with the substitution KpHe → KpHe/fB, where fB is
a suppression factor. In Fig. 3 we show the ratio be-
tween stellar mass with and without sedimentation for
fB = 1/3 and different values of α. In the left plot we
have taken T = Tvir, as in Figs. 1 and 2. It can be seen
that helium sedimentation effects are very reduced with
respect to the ideal case with fB = 1 and they give at
most a factor ∼ 2 correction for the largest clusters with
Mhalo ∼ 5× 1015Msun.

On the other hand, the sedimentation process does
show a strong dependence on the temperature, asKpHe ∝
T−3/2. To illustrate this, in the right plot of Fig. 3 we
have taken fB = 1/3 and a constant temperature 30%
larger, namely T = 1.3Tvir (a conservative choice, see for
instance Nelson et al. [31]). This partially compensates
the suppression coming from fB. More generally, it is
important to note that realistic, radial-dependent tem-
perature profiles, may yield larger effects than the ideal-
ized isothermal one we have considered. This is because
in the isothermal scenario, although higher temperatures
increase the velocity of sedimentation, they also give a
more extended gas distribution, which tends to reduce
the cooling rate in the inner regions of the cluster. A
detailed study of helium sedimentation effects with more
realistic temperature profiles lies outside the goal of this
paper and is left for future work.

The suppression of transport coefficients has been as-
sociated to turbulence (see the above references for dis-
cussions and caveats), which in turn seems to be related
to recent merger activity. Clusters of galaxies show dif-
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FIG. 2. Ratio between stellar mass with helium sedimentation and stellar mass without helium sedimentation as a function
of halo mass, at redshift z = 0, without including heating (blue solid curves) and including heating (red dotted curves). Each
panel corresponds to a different value of α, α = 0.01, 0.05, and 0.2, from bottom to top. The left plot is for tavail = t and the
right plot for tavail = t/3.
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FIG. 3. Ratio between stellar mass with helium sedimentation and stellar mass without helium sedimentation as a function of
halo mass, for a suppression factor fB = 1/3, at redshift z = 0, without including heating (blue solid curves) and including
heating (red dotted curves). Each panel corresponds to a different value of α, α = 0.01, 0.05, and 0.2, from bottom to top. The
left plot is for T = Tvir and the right plot for T = 1.3Tvir.

ferent levels of turbulence and merger activity, so it is
possible that they could also present different sedimenta-
tion suppression factors. For instance the galaxy cluster
El Gordo, at z ∼ 0.9 with M ∼ 2×1015M⊙, is extremely
massive and its BCG shows low star formation activ-
ity; morphological analysis of the gas emission suggests
a recent merger while spectroscopic analysis shows that
it has a high turbulence velocity of ∼ 1000 km/s (Kale
et al. [41]). This might be indicative of a significant sup-
pression factor of sedimentation and could be the rea-
son for its low star formation rate. On the other hand,
the Phoenix galaxy cluster, of similar mass at z ∼ 0.6
(Williamson et al. [42]), has high star formation rate,
grater than ∼ 500M⊙/yr (McDonald et al. 43, 44, Mittal
et al. 45), and line broadening associated with a rela-
tively low turbulence of 300 km/s, and no evidence of a

recent merger (Pinto et al. [46]). It is tempting to think
that the lack of recent merger activity and/or lower tur-
bulence could be associated to a lower suppression factor
in which case sedimentation would favor star formation
in this cluster. This link has not been confirmed, but it
lends support to the possibility of a wide range of sup-
pression factors affecting different clusters of galaxies.

One of the most interesting aspects of helium sedimen-
tation effects is that, if present, they become important
at late times. Therefore helium sedimentation provides a
plausible physical mechanism for inducing a stage of late
star formation. This can be seen in Fig. 4, where we show
the time evolution of the stellar and cold gas masses, for
a galaxy cluster with Mvir = 5×1015Msun at z = 0. The
star formation history is the same with or without sedi-
mentation at times earlier than ∼ 0.3 t0. At later times,
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thin green solid and blue dashed curves, respectively. As a
reference, we have indicated with a vertical line the time cor-
responding to the redshift of the Phoenix cluster (z ≃ 0.6).
For this plot we have taken α = 0.05.

the simple model without helium sedimentation predicts
basically no more star formation, while helium sedimen-
tation leads to an era of renewed star formation or even
to a starburst. Intriguingly, as mentioned above, a high
starburst activity has been found in the central galaxy of
the Phoenix cluster, which has a redshift z ≃ 0.6 (vertical
line in the figure) and a mass ∼ 2× 1015Msun, which, in
the simplified accretion model we have considered, cor-
responds to a cluster with a mass Mhalo ∼ 5× 1015Msun

at z = 0. As can be seen from Fig. 4, helium sedimen-
tation could lead to starburst activity at late times, and
in particular at z ∼ 0.6, as is the case of the Phoenix
Cluster.
To understand in more detail why this can happen, we

compare in Fig. 5 the gas density profiles with and with-
out helium sedimentation at redshift z = 0.6, relevant
for a tentative comparison with the Phoenix cluster (left
plot) and also at z = 0, when helium sedimentation has
proceeded further (right plot). The total amount of gas
inside Rvir is the same with or without sedimentation,
but it is substantially more concentrated in the center
when there is sedimentation. Accordingly, the cooling
time in the inner regions is much shorter, as can be seen
in Fig. 6. In the isothermal model without sedimenta-
tion, the cooling time is larger than the age of the cluster
for almost all radii at z ∼ 0.6 and everywhere at z = 0,
therefore the amount of gas that can cool is negligible

or essentially zero. Instead, when there is helium sedi-
mentation, a significant amount of gas can cool and this
amount increases with time, as seen in Fig. 4 (Figs. 5
and 6 are two snapshots of the complete time evolution
depicted in Fig. 4).

V. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

Helium sedimentation has the potential to produce
substantial changes in the gas density profile of galaxy
clusters. Here we have studied how this can affect the
history of star formation in central cluster galaxies. The
main effect is that, as helium sediments, the gas density
in the inner regions of the cluster increases, boosting the
cooling rate and therefore the amount of cold gas that
can form stars. Helium sedimentation also results in a
slow contraction of the gas (the center of mass moves in-
wards very slowly), and the gravitational energy that is
released may, at least partially, heat the gas.
To obtain a quantitative estimate of these effects we

have performed a 1-dimensional numerical simulation of
helium sedimentation within a simple SAM of star for-
mation without AGN feedback, as our current aim is
to isolate the effects of helium sedimentation. In sum-
mary, our results show that helium sedimentation effects
on the star formation rate are irrelevant in clusters with
a mass Mhalo . 1014Msun, the effects seem at most mild
in clusters with 1014Msun . Mhalo . 1015Msun, and they
can potentially be very significant in the largest clusters,
Mhalo & 1015Msun (see Figs. 1 and 2). The strong de-
pendence on the mass arises mainly because the velocity
of helium sedimentation scales with the temperature to
the power of 3/2. We have also found that the gravita-
tional heating due to helium sedimentation can be im-
portant, partially countering the increase in the cooling
rate. Hence, it could be interesting to develop a more
detailed treatment of this heating effect.
Sedimentation can be hindered by magnetic fields and

plasma instabilities, which can be represented, as a first
approximation, by a suppression factor. Our calculations
indicate that a suppression factor of 1/3 in the diffusion
velocity of helium already reduces the effects consider-
ably (see Fig. 3), while a suppression factor around 1/5
seems enough to inhibit any effects of helium sedimen-
tation on star formation. However, it is important to
stress that the magnitudes of the effects we have obtained
correspond to an isothermal model, while more realistic,
radially dependent temperature profiles, could substan-
tially increase the effects of sedimentation and partially
compensate suppression contributions (this further anal-
ysis is left for future work). It is also worth noticing that
clusters in different dynamical states, or with different
recent merger histories, appear to show wildly different
turbulence velocities, which could indicate that the sup-
pression can take an extended range of values.
An interesting and distinctive issue is that, since he-

lium sedimentation is a very slow process, the effects
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FIG. 6. Same as Fig. 5, but plotting tcool/t instead of the gas density.

(if any) arise at late times (see Fig. 4). Therefore he-
lium sedimentation is a possible physical process that
can drive an era of late star formation in a cluster (as
e.g. observed in the Phoenix cluster).
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