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HISA
• HI self-absorption

• Cold, dense HI 
viewed against 
warmer background 
at same vLOS

• Trace early stages of 
cloud formation

• Detected in 
observations
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Conclusions

• HI scale height matches observations 
better when feedback included

• More realistic HISA with feedback

• Can form supernova driven shells

• See Acreman et al, arXiv:1201.4970


