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ABSTRACT

Context. The vertical thickness of debris discs is often used as auneas these systems’ dynamical excitation, and as cludseto t
presence of hidden massive perturbers such as planetary@nblowever, this argument might be flawed because thenazsdust
should be naturally placed on inclined orbits by the comibie®ect of radiation pressure and mutual collisions.

Aims. We critically reinvestigate this issue and numericallyireate what the "natural” vertical thickness of a collisiip&volving
disc is, in the absence of any additional perturbing body.

Methods. We use a deterministic collisional code, following the dyreal evolution of a population of indestructible test gsai
sufering mutual inelastic impacts. Grairfidirential sizes as well as th&ect of radiation pressure are taken into account.

Results. We find that, under the coupledfect of radiation pressure and collisions, grains naturadiguire inclinations of a few
degrees. The disc is stratified with respect to grain sizih,the smallest grains having the largest vertical disperand the bigger
ones clustered closer to the midplane.

Conclusions. Debris discs should have a minimum "natural” observed dsp#io hy,, ~ 0.04+0.02 at visible to mid-IR wavelengths
where the flux is dominated by the smallest bound grains.dWaisies are comparable to the estimated thicknesses ofraditally
resolved debris discs, as is illustrated with the specifamgde of AU Mic. For all systems with ~ hg,, the presence (or absence)
of embedded perturbing bodies cannot be inferred from thtécaédispersion of the disc.
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1. Introduction 2000;| Golimowski et &l. 2006). Observations in scatterghtl
11 cal f debris di have also revealed a striking warped profile and possibly the
1. vertical structure of debris discs presence of two slightly tilted distinct discs (€.g Mouik al.

Dusty debris discs have been observed around main sequek2/; Heap et al. 2000; Golimowski etlal. 2006). The othex-rel
stars for over two decades. It is believed that the deteatist! dtively well resolved disc is around tiePic coevol star Au Mic.
is the lower end of a collisional cascade starting at largdtresembles to some extent a scaled-d@ic, with a roughly
possibly planetesimal-sized bodies which are steadilyd-erdlat disc in the inner < 30 AU region and a&/r ~ 0.05 beyond
ing due to high velocity impacts (Wyaft 2008). As of Aprilthat [Krist et al/ 2005), but no obvious vertical asymmetie
2009, 18 such debris discs have been spatially resolved (¥&ps. For the two other resolved edge-on systems, HD15115
httpy/www.circumstellardisks.ofy mostly in scattered light and HD139664, the vertical structure is less constrained be
(visible and near IR) but also in some cases at mid-IR and Gause of poorer resolution and signal to noise ratios. HR$51
to millimetre wavelengths. These images have revealedat gréas a measured aspect ratio 0f0.05 but seems to display
variety of radial and azimutal features, such as rings, pmimpronounced asymmetries in its half-width at quarter maxmu
or two-side asymmetries, and almost no system displays-a fe#ofile (Kalas et all 2007), while HD139664's vertical prefil
tureless structure. These features have been extensiuely shas not been constrained yet (Kalas et al. 2006). For disrs se
ied, mostly through numerical modelling, considerablyimp head-on or at high angle, the geometrical configurationss le
ing our understanding of the processes at play in debrisdis@vourable, and the vertical structure igidiult to retrieve, or
Depending on the specificities of each system, they have b&y through model dependent inversion of brightness @®fil
interpreted as being the signatures of perturbing planestet  The HD181327 rings for example, might haw¢r ratio as large
lar companions, or the results of transitory catastrophénts, as about0.1 atthe positions of maximum surface densityhleut
or due to interactions between the dust and remnantgas. ~ actual ratios could be two times smaller (Schneider et &620

In comparison, fewer discs have been resolved ivéhigcal ~ There is however one non-edge-on system for which a precise
direction. Edge-on seen systems are in this respect the nibitkness estimate has been provided, Fomalhaut, whichtmig
favourable cases. The best resolved disc so fasRictoris, for have an aspect ratio as low as 0.0125 (Kalaslet al.| 2005). We
which the vertical structure is fairly well constrainedhva rel- discuss this specific case in more detail in Section 4.3.

atively constant thicknedd ~ 15— 20 AU (defined by half the , - .
vertical FWHM) in ther < 120 AU region and an aspect ra- Note that there is often an ambiguity regarding the way the

tiol h = H/r ~ 0.05- 0.1 in the outer regions (Heap et gl thicknessH is defin_ed. For an edge-on seen system, this_ thick-
) ' ness, and all the directly related parameters such as asgpiect
Send offprint requests to: P. Thébault or opening angle, is measured on the disc’s luminosity rofil
Correspondence to: philippe.thebault@obspm.fr along its two radial extensions. In other words, in@ a mea-
1 the aspect ratio should not be confused with the openingahtfir  sure of the disc’s local thickness at a given radial locathmrt
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an observed thickness, integrating along the line of sighihg centricities are thus not solely imposed by the gravitatiqrer-
from different radial distancés For systems seen at higher anturbations of hypothetical large embedded bodies but altbéd
gle, however, the thickness inferred through model dependeccentricityegp they naturally gain when being produced. For
fitting is usually the real local thickness at a given radislahce the simplified case of a body of sizproduced from a parent

from the star. body on a circular orbit, this eccentricity reads
- o :C )
1.2. disc thickness as a measure of dynamical excitation €rp = 1-5(9 )

Despite the relative lack of observational data, disc watti
structures, or at least their global aspect ratios, havandfeen
used as crucial parameters in debris disc studies, in phatic
those aimed at modelling their dynamical and collisionallev

t|o?. Inbdeed, g;scrt]hlckness_ IS CodmmOUB; cons@ere%asghhm ily transfer a fraction of the high horizontal (in-plane)aeities
only observable that can give a direct information abousi® i1 yertical ones. Exactly how muchw is transferred depends

tem's dynamical excitation, and hence about the proces&es g, 1o geometry of the impact, the mass ratio between impacto
bodies shaping it. The argument is the following: a system Qﬂd target and the distribution of fragments produced by tite
mutually colliding bodies orbiting around a central objEBdS ision byt it is certain thasome in-plane to out-of-plane veloc-
toward an equilibrium wherg impact velocitiés are on aver- ity tra’nsfer will occur. As a consequence, the disc shouiceha
age of the order of the bodies surface escape velogity In 5'natral tendency to thicken, even without any externalceou
addition, there is an equipartition between in-plane andi-ve ¢ o rhations. if proven significant, thisfect could greatly
pal motions such ad) ~ .1[2<e>, Where'. ande are the orb|§al affect the interpretations of debris disc images, by questpni
inclinations and eccentricities respectively. This meta if 4 girect link between disc thickness and dynamical stri

the system is only made of small dust grains, then it should [)e In this study, we propose to numerically investigate thisiés

a!moskt) razorb}h|nﬁ_vxl/<|tm> ~h0. If on the cgntr:’:lry It hr?s a fi- b quantifying the "natural” vertical structure of a coltigally
nite observable thickness, then it means that "someth&\dYt oy 4ving debris disc, and in particular its equilibrium tieal
namically stirring up the system to these large values. d@igs- éhickness

ie

ment is often used to infer the presence of unseen large o
which are governing the disc’s dynamics, and also to quantit

tively estimate their siz&,g from the value of the disc’s aspect2, Model

ratio H/r (e.g.Artymowica 1997, Thébault & Augereau 2007; ) ) o ] )

Quillen et al. 2007). A detailed description of this procegju Numerical studies of debris discs fall into two main cate-
taking into account several parameters such as the dise’s dgpries: those investigating the collisional and size istion
surface density, etc., can be found in Quillen ét/al. (200%®. evolution of the system are usually statistical particigkie-
only present here a simplified version, based on the firstrord®x models, with no or poor spatial resolution and dynamical
assumption that the encounter velocity dispersitw is of the ~€volution (e.c Krivov et &l. 2006; Thébault & Augereau 2007
order Ofves:(Shig) (Artymowicz[1997) s,iq can then be estimatedL.ohne et all 2008), while those studying the dynamics aed th
through the equipartition conditiofly ~ 1/2(e) coupled to the formation and evolution of spatial structures are mostljpddty

relation (Wetherill & Stewalit 1993; Wyatt & Dent 2002): type codes, where size distributions and mutual collisiares
usually neglected (see for example Reche gt al.|2008).

@ The present problem poses however a specific challenge,
inasmuch as it aims to quantify thefect of mutual colli-
sions, within a population of bodies offtérent sizes, on the

wherevkep(r) is the orbital velocity at radial distanae For a .
typical debris disc aspect ratté/r = 0.05 at a typical distance dynamical structure. Unfortunately, to study both the dgna

r = 50AU from the star, this giveSe(Sig) = 400m.s?, and ical and the collisional (and size) evolution of a dusty disc

thusssig ~ 200— 500 km, depending on the bodies physical derg far beyond the present day computing capacities, and only
sityd g a simplified approach is possible. In this respect, one of the

. . . . most suitable available codes is probably the one devel8ped
Th's argument gains additional Cf_ed'_b"'ty from the facath decades ago by Brahic (1977) aﬂd Braf%lic & Hénon (197% to
the inferreds,ig values make sense within the frame of our u - T g :

. > . L . ns'tudy the collisional evolution of planetary rings, latpguaded
derstanding of debris disc evolution. Indeed, it is beldetat by [Thébault & Brahic/(1998) for the study of collisions angon

the debris disc phase starts when the bulk of the planet f% anetesimals. We chose to use here a revised version of this

whereB(s) ~ 0.5 x st/sis the ratio between the radiation pres-
sure force and gravity3(> 0.5 for unbound orbits withs < sy).
Once placed on such higherbits, these particles will impact
other bodies at high velocities. These collisions will resze-

< AV >~ (< i°>+125<¢€ >)O'5 Vicep(r) ~ Vesc(Sbig)

mation process is over and large, Ceres to Moon-sized plan:
etary er?1bryos have formed (egg. Kenyon & Bromley 2084 r_&de, adapted to the present problem.
Observations thus seem to corroborate theory.

However, there could be a major problem with thi.1. code
observation-based derivation efg. Indeed, it overlooks one
crucial fact, i.e. that the smallest observable dust grahmsse
which dominate the flux in scattered light, are strongfeeted
by radiation pressure from the central star. These pastiele-

It is an N-body type deterministic code, following the dyriam
cal evolution of a population of massless test particlesutite
influence of a central body’s potential as well as possibtii-ad
tional gravitational perturbers. It has a build-in coblisisearch

2 all those withr’ = r.sin(6), wherer is the distance measured along®!90rithm, which tracks, at each time step, all possibleo@yb
the ansae and the real radial distance mutual encounters within the population. Due to the unzaloliel

3 This is a first order estimate. In reality the constraint isdicectly ~ limited number of test particles, typically a few* e statistics
0N g but on the product, Thiq, WhereZyg is the surface density of Of impacts is too poor with the particles’ real sizes. We ttake
Sig bodies (seg Quillen etlal. 2007 ,for more details) the usual "inflated radius” assumption, assigning eachqgbad
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Table 1.Nominal case set up

Radial extent 10<r <100AU
Radial surface density profile T o r=05
Number of test particlehl 5x 10*

Size rangd B(Smax) = 0.025< B(8) < B(Swin) = 0.4
Normal rebound coeky -0.3

Transverse rebound coef. 1

Size distribution dN(s) « s735%ds

Inflated radius (in AU) Sum = 107% X (S/Snin)

Initial dynamical excitatiof ~ (eyn) = (i) =0

a initial location of particlesperiastron

b as parameterized tB/oc 1/s

¢ the value foreyn) is that of hypothetical large particles with=
0, not taking into account the eccentricity component dueatiiation
pressure

numerical sizes,m large enough to get enough impact statistic

Such an approximation is justified as longsags, is smaller than
the minimal distance over which dynamical conditions clean
in the system (e.g. Charnoz etlal. 2001).

Collisions are then treated as inelastic rebounds. Catlisi

2.2. setup

For the sake of clarity, we consider a nominal reference,case
around which several free parameters will be explored iddiv
ually. This reference case roughly corresponds to a hygiothe
typical debris disc, spatially extended from 10 to 100 AU. We
considemN = 5 x 10* test particles. The absolute values of their
physical radius are not relevant here. Indeed, for the siofii
outcome procedure, the decisive factor is the impactors ifoais

§%) ratio. For the collision search routine, the assumed inflated
radius is proportional to the physical sigebut the proportion-
ality factor, and thus the "real” value & is of no importance,
the only constraint being on the absolute valuesgf, which

has to be large enough impact statistics and small enough not
to introduce any bias (see below). As for the orbital evoluti
computation, what matters is the value g{f) for estimating
the radiation pressure force. We thus chose to scale altjeart
sizes by theipB(s) x 1/svalue. We assume that the size distri-
bution has reached a steady state profile following a power la
dN o 9ds, or more exacthydN o« 5~9-2d8. We assume here the
classical valugg = —3.5 for idealized infinite self similar col-
lisional cascades (Dohnanyi 1969), but another possibleesa
are explored. With such steep size distributions, the singe
which can be modelled with % 10* particles is necessarily lim-

fed. We take heramin and spax such a®(syin) = 0.4 (close to

the blow-out cut-ff size) and3(smax) = 0.025. This size range

%overs however most of the crucial grain population whictnelo

inates the flux in scattered light. For the collision seantltine,
the inflated radius,m is taken proportional to the particles real

outcomes are estimated by computing the momentum bef§Hees and is set such as to give enough collision statisttbout
and after impacpyer and par in the two-bodies centre of massintroducing a bias in impact rate and velocity estimatestaie

frame. The link betweem,s; and ppes IS parameterized by a
normal and transversal rebound flo®@ents,ey ander, such as
en = —1 ander = 1 for a perfectly elastic collision.

For the present problem, we modified the code in order
accommodate for a size distribution within the test pagtpbp-
ulation, and more specifically for impacts between objebxtifo

Sum = 107 AUX(B(Smin)/B(S), Which is a typical value for simi-
lar impact search routines (e.g. Charnoz ét al. 2001; Xie &¥h
2008).

For collision outcomes, we follow_Thébault & Brahic
{©998), Charnoz et al. (2001) anhd Thébault & Beust (2004) an
takeey = —0.3 ander = 1. This corresponds to a 90% energy
dissipation for head-on impacts, which is the usual firsteor

ferent sizes. In this case, the momentum balance is weidiytedestimate for high velocity impacts (elg. Petit & Farinel03;
the mass ratio between the 2 impacting bodies. Anotheraru@ujiwara et all 1989), but other values are explored.

improvementis that we now take into account tffeet of radia-
tion pressure on the smallest particles. This force is cdatbloy
correcting the gravitational force from the central starabiac-
tor (1 - B(s)), whereg(s) = Frp/Fgav. In this respect, it might
be more convenient to scale particle sizes by theialue, with
B(s) = 0.5 for the smallest bound objects (if released from ci
cular orbits).

Of course, this "bouncing balls” model is a crude approxim%—

tion of the real behaviour of a collisionally evolving dedbdisc.

In a real system highv collisions should result in fragmenta-

tion rather than inelastic rebounds, producing each timewdc

of small fragments. As mentioned before, such chain reastio

of fragment-producing collisions are impossible to nurmegty
model. However, if we make the reasonable assumption th

steady-state has been reached in the system, so that tltbssize

tribution no longer globally evolves due to collisidhshen the
present code gives a first order estimate of how mutual amiiés
between bodies of fferent sizes redistribute in and out-of-plan

velocities. Indeed, thisfiect is for each impact proportional to i

the relative velocity, the mass ratio between impactoes g

ometry of the impact and energy dissipated at impact, all pa-

In order to avoid confusion, we labétyn) the "dynami-
cal” component of the particles initial eccentriciti€8gyn) is
thus asize independent quantifty, the other component being
the (size dependent) radiation pressure imposed ecdgnsiig
(see Edq.R). For the starting dynamical conditions, we ctarsi
&n extreme fiducial case witlegyn) = (i) = 0, i.e. the most dy-
namically quiet state possible for the system. This is ireotd
et a minimum value for the "natural” thickenin¢fect studied
ere, i.e., the collisonal transfer of higlv induced by radiation
pressure. Note that eveneéfy, = 0, small grains will have a
non-zero initial eccentricity because of radiation pressu
All initial conditions are summarized in Tab.1.

We let the simulations run until we do not see any further

aE;/?%Iution of the average dynamical characteristics fordtiie

nt particle size groups. In practice this is achieveckdhe

average number of impacts per particle i8. Beyond this point,

the system has reached a steady state and only the slow and pro
ressive decrease @) and(i), due to the energy dissipation at
pacts, is observed (see Fig.2 and Bet.4.1 for a modeetbtail

scussion). In this respect, the absolute time scale isaiet

vant as long as the relaxation time of a few impacts per bodies

rameters which our code handles (the energy dissipa}tidng b? 4 for each given size there is an equilibrium between thegastiost
tuned-in by the values fasy ander). We discuss these issues irby fragmenting collisions and the ones newly produced agnfemts

more details in Se€t4.1.

from collisions involving bigger bodies
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Fig. 1. Final positions in the vertical plane, once the system h&gy. 2. Evolution of (i), for different grain sizes in the nominal
reached a collisional steady state, for thet 30* particles in run.

the nominal run. The colour scale is indicative of the péatic

physical sizes.

40 r - - r T r 1T T oo T
is short compared to the age of the system, a condition whkich i

most likely to be fulfilled for any observed debris disc (see f 20
instance Wyalit 2005)

3. Results

Z (AU)

Fig[d shows the final positions, once the system is collaign

relaxed, of all particles in the (x,z) plane. An obvious tesi

that, in sharp contrast to its initially perfectly thin stture, the —=20
disc is now significantly extended in the vertical directiamith a

large fraction of the test particles being more than 10 AUvabo

or below the midplane. Moreover, the disc’s vertical stouet —a0l ! ! s s
is strongly stratified with respect to sizes. The bigger disje -100 -50 0 50 100
are clustered close to the midplane while the (most numgrous X (AU)

smaller grains with higl® have a much larger spreadanThis

feature appears more clearly in [Eig.2 showing the evolution Fig. 3. Synthetic image of a disc seen edge-on, once the steady

(i) for different size ranges: particles close to the blow-out sizellisonal state is reached, in scattered light assumiay geat-

reach inclinations of about’8but the largest simulated grainstering. The dotted line corresponds to the vertical full thidt

(about 15 times this minimum size) settle to less thaf.@bese  half maximum (FWHM), while the full line marks the location

results are logical since the smallest grains are thosenthad of the full width at one tenth maximum FWO0.1M

the most eccentric orbits because of radiation pressureuéls . The fluxes have been averaged over 2AUx1AU bins.

they have the highest impact velocities and thus more kineti

energy to transfer from the horizontal to the vertical dit

Likewise, since they are the smallest grains, they are ttes otis however enough to resolve both the FWHM and the FWO0.1M

which are most likely to get large dynamical "kicks” from im-in the whole 0—120 AU region. As can be seen, the twledent

pacts with larger impactors (because of the momentum balarisicknesses, i.e., the edge—on profile deriktaghe and the local

in the centre of frame). geometricalHgeom have relatively comparable values, and can
To better visualize theffect of this inclination increase onas a first approximation be considered to be identical withén

the disc’s aspect, we consider two cases: a disc seen edgeeoror bars imposed by the noisiness of our profiles. The afly d

for which we show a synthetic profile of the disc’s verticalerences occur close to the inner edge of the parent bodies di

FWHM and FWO0.1M in scattered light assuming grey scattearound 10 AU, wherédgeom drops to O while the edge-on seen

ing (Fig[3), and a disc seen at higher angle, for which welajsp luminosity has a roughly constant thickness in the whole20

the azimuthally averagddcal thickness (FWHM and FW0.1M) to 20 AU region because it integrates along the line of sight ¢

Hgeom(r) Of the disc, derived from the vertical profile of the intributions from particles at dlierent radial locations. We ignore

tegrated geometrical cross section of all particles pteisen for the time being these limited fikerences (we rediscuss them

given radial annulus (Figl.4). Due to the limited number af pain Sec{4.B) and consider hereafter that the parantétsands

ticles, the resolution is limited to 2AUx1AU and the profilag for both possible definitions of the disc’s thickness.

relatively noisy, especially in the outermost regions iseaof We see that, in both cases, the system’s aspecthratibl/r

the radial and vertical dilution of the particle number dgndt is relatively constant and is rough#y0.04. The FWO0.1M profile
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We first consider two extreme values for normal rebound co-
40 ' ' ' ' ' efficientey, -0.2 and -0.5, corresponding to a 96% and 75% en-
I ] ergy dissipation respectively, both values being as theuapd
lower range of expected energy losses for high velocity-frag
menting impacts| (Fujiwara etlal. 1989). As could be logicall
expected{iw) decreases with increasing energy dissipation, but
the dependence o#y remains relatively weak, witkiy) only
varying by~ 50% between our two extreme cases.

Surprisingly, varying the dynamical excitation of the sys-
tem doesn’t lead to any change in the fikal) as long as
(egyny < 0.15. For this range ofegyn), the inclinations acquired
by collisional redistribution of the eccentric velocitigge tora-
diation pressure (which donot depend oregy,) dominate over
the value oKigyn).

I I T e The only case for which we get a significantly flatter disc
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 is when considering a much shallower slope for the sizeidistr
R (AU) bution @ = -2.5). In this case{ign) = 2.2°, almost half the

inclination of the nominal case. This is because in this thse
ﬁystem’s geometrical cross section, and thus the flux ineseat
ight, is now dominated by the larger bodies of the distiitnut
which stay on low inclination orbits close to the mid-plane.

Fig. 4. Same run as in Figl3, but displaying the FWHM an
FWO0.1M for the azimuthally averaged local geometrical khic
ness as a function of radial distance

6 ‘ ‘ ‘ 4. Discussion
| nominal case ———— dN o g7%° ]
........... €=-0.2 4.1. limitations and strength of our approach
[ - - - &=—05 b
I <e> =015 _---l_________| We want to stress that this work is in no way an attempt at real-

istically modelling the coupled dynamical and collisiorab-
lution of debris discs. As already mentioned, no determinis
tic code can presently achieve this task, mainly because-a co
rect treatment of collisions would require to take into aguo
] the numerous individual small fragments produced afteheac
o - high-velocity impact, thus leading to an exponential iase
i 1 of simulated test particles, rapidly exceeding any redskena
i | value[d. Our study should be regarded as a numerical experi-
: ment aimed at exploring one specific mechanism: the abifity o
] mutual collisions to convert the high in-plane velocitiegedo
small, radiation-pressurdfacted particles into vertical ones.

The main and unavoidable problem with our approach is
that it considers that particles acquire their dynamicsugh
. . : . . .. a succession of inelastic rebounds. This is obviously disrea
1|‘:e|?er51t E{g;?gg?_g;gm’ averaged over all particle sizes, for dIf'tic, especially for the smallest grains close to the blowsize

Sat- In our runs, such grains evolve mostly through rebounds

with grains their own size (which dominate the total popiolal,
is much wider, witto 1 ~ 0.1-0.15. The seemingly "flatter” as- Whereas in reality they should be fragments produced frdm co
pect of the disc, when compared to the (x,z) positions djgala 1S10nS on bigger parent bodies (while collisions betwees
in Fig[ is due to the fact that in deriving the scattered tligi9rains should produce smalk s debris quickly removed by
flux, particles’ geometrical cross sections are taken intwant, 'adiation pressure). However, for the specific issue addtes
which increases the contribution of larger grains, havingler N€ré, what matters is only if this departure from realityont
z dispersion. This is illustrated in Fig.5 showitig,), the aver- duCes a systematic error when estimating the finalExactly
age inclination for the whole grain population weighted byl duantifying such a potential bias is clearly beyond the sanp
particle’s cross section. It can be seen tia) ~ 3.5°, roughly tr_ns study, bl_Jt it is possible to get a first idea. Statlstcmih-
half that of the smallest grains (Fi§.2). Note that this weggl Sional evolution model (e.g. Thebault & Augereau 2007vsho
(iw) is approximately equal toy(2)h, which is consistent with that, for extended_ debris discs with low dynamical exaitati
the relation between inclination and aspect ratio, for srtial ((Edyn < 0.05), grains close ts,« are mostly produced through
values, in single-sized particle discs (Quillen et al. 2007

time (arbitrary units)

5 Note however the pioneering work of Beauge & Aarseth (1990),
whose code produced 4 fragments after each shatteringsioalli

3.1. parameter exploration but had to be restricted to only 200 initial bodies, or that of
. . . . . lLeinhardt & Richardson| (2005), allowing the breakup of &rgbble
Using (iw) as an approximate measure of the disc’s verticgjes of gravitationally bound hard spheres, as well as theemecent
thickness (through the relatiofiw) ~ V{2)h), we display in  work by|Grigorieva et 21 (2007) who combined the statistavad N-
Fig[8 how our results vary when changing the values of themajody approaches by using numerical "super-particles"waue limited

parameters considered here. to short timescales
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cratering and shattering collisions betweersy, projectiledi drive the in-to-out-of-plane kinetic energy transfer:lision ve-

and targets in the 5x s;; to ~ 100x St range. In other words, locity, impact geometry, mass ratio between the impactonds a
the most common way to produce sy} fragmentis by an im- energy loss at impact. Note that such a "bouncing balls” ap-
pact involving a previous (and ultimately shattered¥,: pro- proach has also been recently proposed by Chiang et al.[2009
jectile. If we now use the simplified estimate of Stern & Cdiwe as the best way to address a not—sffedént issue, i.e., the col-
(1997) foﬂr the velocity of fragments produced after an intdic lisional relaxation of grain orbits in the Fomalhaut ring.

speedAv

feeEiin\>° 4.2. the "natural” thickness of debris discs
e kln)

Vi = 2— 3
" ( Mtar get @) Despite the limitations inherent to our numerical approgete

) ) , previous section), we believe our main result to be reltive
whereEin = 0.5(Miarget + Mproj)Av® and fie is the fraction of st j.e., there is a "natural” thickening of a debris dise do
kinetic energy not dissipated at impact, we see#iat f2°Av the combined action of radiation pressure and mutual ewtits
whenMearget >> Mproj. This means that the fragment velocity isExpressing the disc’s thickness in terms of its averagecaspe
comparable to the outcome velocity for an inelastic rebdusd tio h = H/R, we find that (from Fig5 and using the relation
tween two equal-sized bodies dissipating-(e) of the kinetic (i) ~ v(2)h)

energy at impact. Thus, by tuning in the valuefgf the dynam-
ical outcome of a collision between twg, particles bouncing hy,, = 0.04+ 0.02 (4)
at speed\v can be made to roughly mimic that oég; fragment
produced by a\v impact of ans: projectile on a larger target. where the error bar is probably overestimated, as it is nbthi
This is why the rebound cdigcientsey ander have been given when assuming rather extreme values for our parameter explo
values corresponding to the typical energy loss expectad fr ration (see S€c.3.1). A direct consequence is that therddshe
high velocity fragmenting impacts (see $ed.2.2). We ar@mrevin principle no debris disc with an aspect ratio smaller thap,
theless aware that it is impossible to make this N-body collie f at least in the generic case of systems whose geometriczd cro
bias free in this respect. It is in particular likely that lightly —section is dominated by the smallest grains close to the-olaiv
overestimates the glob#l, transfer for smalk s grains, size (see discussion ot the end of this subsection).
since a small fraction of them should in reality be producgd b  Another important result is that the disc’s vertical thieks
fragmenting collisions involving projectiles s, for which the is almost independent of its intrinsic dynamical excitatias
impact kinetic energy is lower than that fers,; projectiles. long as(egyn) = 2(ign) < 0.15. In this case, all intrinsic dy-
A second issue is that, due to the succession of dissipativemical éfects, in particular the out of plane excursion due to
collisions, the numerical system'’s total kinetic energsteadily the "dynamical”i, are masked by the "natural” thickening ef-
decreasing. In particular, the high initig) of the smaller parti- fect studied here. Likewise, it means that for a disc with bn o
cles are progressively damped as theffesumore and more im- servedh < 0.04 (or 0.06 to be conservative), the correlation be-
pacts. This is an artificial behaviour, since in reality theafler tween vertical structure and intrinsic dynamical excitafis lost.
grains should not survive several high-impacts and should be In particular, no information on potential embedded pédiituy
destroyed before having had the time to be dynamically dampebjects can be retrieved, except that they cannot be langer t
while newly produced grains of the same size should progres500 km (Ed.1).
sively enter the system with high initial eccentricitieaftomat- A third result is that discs should be stratified with respect
ically” acquired when they are collisionally released fridmir to sizes, with the bigger grains being clustered much claser
parent body). To minimize this numerical bias, simulatians the midplane. This might have interesting observationakee
stopped before the average number of collisions per body extences. Indeed, it should imply that discs should appeahmu
ceeds 3. As can be seen from Elg.2, this is enough for thersystéinner at longer wavelengths, where smaller grains are poo
to reach a steady state in terms(Dffor each grain population. scattereflemitter and where the flux is dominated by bigger par-
Nevertheless, an artificial decrease of the system’s diwmité&s ticles. For a typical valugy: ~ 2 — 1Qum, this should thus hap-
observed, which leads to underestimating the f{al pen fora > 50um, i.e. in the mid to far IR thermal emission.
We thus see that it is impossible to make our N-body apinfortunately high-resolution images are vertfidult to obtain
proach fully bias free. Nevertheless, for the reasons jisst dat these long wavelengths and there is to our knowledge no de-
cussed, the two main sources of systematic errors shoulaimernbris disc that is vertically resolved beyond the mid-IR.
relatively limited. Moreover, they should to some extenineo There might however be one marginal possibility for a disc to
pensate each other. As a consequence, we are relativelgeonfi appear flatter thah, even in scattered light, i.e. if its total geo-
that, for systems which are Siciently evolved to have reachedmetrical cross section is dominated by grains significaatiyer
a steady state where the size distribution and dynamiaat-strthan the blow out size. This is clearly not the case for a Dajina
ture no longer evolves due to collisions, the present codesgi  size distribution indN o s73°ds, as well as for most of the more
satisfying first-order estimate. As mentioned in $éct2mitin realistic "wavy” distributions derived from collisionavelution
strength is that it takes into account the main parametets thhodels (e.gl Krivov et al. 2006; Thébault & Augereau 2007).
There is however a range of systems for which these numerical

:h's IS ma.'”'ytgecﬁ.”ie gtriqnstplose to the %'%W ouths'.ze aramhd studies have shown that they could be depleted in small gjrain
pactors carrying the highest kinetic énérgy and have thusaaase i,e., those with very low dynamical excitatideqn). Indeed, as

i i i € ) 2 . o - .
s)é?;\l/sgré?:gﬁgggggoﬁiﬁzggyiSFSSESS)ThebauIt & Augerrau 2007, for|8ent|f|ed byl Thébault & Wul (2008), fofeyyn) < 0.01, there is

7 This is of course a very simplified expression, which neglect'jm imbalance betweef‘ the rates of Sma.‘” gmm.lucuon’Wh'Ch
the fact thatvy, should in principle depend on fragment size and oftrongly decreases wittyn, anddesiruction, which only mod-
the way fragments are produced: cratering or shatteringheftar- erately changes for loey,, values (because it is mostly imposed
get. Nevertheless, we can ignore these refinements for ther-of- by epr). For these systems, the scattered light flux should be
magnitude purpose of our discussion dominated by grains typically 10-18§; in size, which should
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2006). As for our previous runs, we consider a limiting dyiam
RO[TT T T T T ™) cally cold case witRegyn) = (iintia) = 0, the rest of the param-
eters are those for our nominal set-up ([ab.1). As can be seen
in Fig[g, a reasonably good fit of the system’s FWHM radial
15k Numerical profile (standard case) ] profile is obtained. Note that this simple fit has been obthine
I 1 with our arbitrarily defined nominal set-up, and we expectmu
better fits to be possible when tuning in all free parameters (
bound cofficients, size distribution, etc..). Of course, this result
should not be regarded as a proof that the AU Mic disc is com-
pletely dynamically cold. It is just a numerical test shogvthat
this system’s vertical structure is easily explained byrtatural
thickening mechanism identified in this study, without theed
of additional exciting sources such as hidden large plairatds
or planets. The presence of such hidden objects can of coatse
be ruled out, and they might even make sense within the frdme o
our current understanding of debris discs, but we want &sstr
that nothing can be inferred about their presence or ab$eoroe
the disc’s observed aspect ratio.
There is however one specific system which might appear as
a counter example to our study: Fomalhaut and its strikirgide
ring surrounding a recently discovered giant planet (Kates.
2008). Indeed, this ring’s aspect ratio has been obsenadto
estimated to béa = H/r ~ 0.0125 (Kalas et al. 2005), a value
fiich was corroborated by the numerical estintate0.017 by
Chiang et al.[(2009). These values are below the minimunevalu
for hyin derived in EqUL¥ and seem to invalidate our conclusions.
However, two important points should be stressed here. Téte fi

have very lowi and thus lead to a very flat aspect. Note how?ne is that the disc’s thickness estimates were obtainedrfer

- . : . ific region, i.e., the sharp inner edge of the bright kin
ever that thé Thébault & Vifli (2008) estimates did not take intPcCc!C region, 1.e., P redg - brig 9
account the mechanism identified here of collisional reithist cated at 133 AUl. The second one is that the thickness which

tion of in-plane to out-of-plane velocities, which shouad to has been estimated for Fomalhaut is the local geometricd ve

reduce the rate of small grains destructions by spatialiytidi g?lt:]fgﬁkr;?.i?g?m' ?Qﬂgogghfolrm;noég'geh_to'lqtggé?]tedqst?"i/lf/geﬁ; o
them inz It remains to see to which extent thifext might re- uminosity profi 9 ISC. v

duce the depletion of s grains and if these dynamically cold,seen in Sedf]3 that, although these twiiedent thicknesses do

small-grains-depleted systems are a realistic altermativ most of the time give similar valuesigeom distinguishes itself

Let us stress that this discussion regards the global aspiQﬁ?ne specific case, i.e., the inner edge of the parent bdiies

ratio or thickness of the disc, not possible local clumpebbl wnere it can reach very small values (see[]_}|g_.4). Exa_lctly how
or other asymmetries in its vertical structure, like the @ small is dificult to evaluate because of the limited radial reso-

beta Pic warp. Such local features could well be the sigeatfur lution of our synthetic profiles, but it is clearly beldvin, and

: ould thus be compatible with the Fomalhaut estimate. Glear
hidden perturbers but are not the purpose of the present Worl{his specific case hzls to be investigated in more detaila)l%dev

in particular be of great help to obtain a thickness estirhate
4.3. comparison to real systems ther out in the disc, where our model predicts a wider velrtica

. .. dispersion.
As already mentioned, the two best resolved debris dISCS,p

B Pictoris and AU Mid, have aspect ratidgs~ 0.05-0.1 and 0.05

respectively. AU Mic’s vertical thickness thus falls withthe ;

range for the "naturalhy,, derived in Eq.4, whereasPictoris 5. Summary and Conclusions

is around the upper end of this range. Note that the preliminalhe main results of our numerical investigation can be summa
estimate for HD15115 aspect’s ratio, i-€0.05, also falls within rized as follows:

our estimated range fdwn.

To push our analysis a step further we perform one additionat Even in the absence of perturbing bodies, debris disc should
run specifically aimed at fitting AU MicAPictoris has a much ~ naturally thicken because of the couplefteet of radiation
more complex radial and vertical structure, especiallyvisp, pressure and mutual grain collisions
which does not make it an ideal candidate for such a simple fity- The basic mechanism is the following: because of radiation
For this task, we take input parameters adapted to the sgpecifi pressure, the smallest grains have high in-plane velscitie
ties of this system, i.e., a "birth ring” (where all non raiba which are partially converted into vertical motions by col-
affected larger particles are located) centered at0 AU and lisions with other grains. The dynamical outcome depends
of width ~ 5AU (Augereau & Beust 2006; Strubbe & Chiang ~ on the grain dierential sizes and the collision geometry.

............ Observed profile (Krist et al.,2005)

Fig. 6. Vertical FWHM (=2H) for the AU Mic disc, as derived
from observations (Krist et &l. 2005) and obtained for a mest
merical disc initially confined to a narrow annulus~at40 AU
with (egyn) = (igyn) = 0. The observed FWHM has been av
eraged over the two ansae (see Fig.7_of Krist et al. |2005).
synthetic profile has been degraded to the resolution ofdhte s
tered lightimages, i.e. 2 AU

8 AU Mic is an M star where, in addition to radiation pressutellar % They are based on the measure of this edge’s dfbprsurface
wind is also acting to place small grains on eccentric or unboorbits  brightness, which, because of the system’s inclinationhto line of
(Wood et al. 2002; Augereau & Beust 2006; Strubbe & Chiang6200sight, could either be due to an infinitely flat disc with a #rspread in
Fitzgerald et al. 2007). This additional force has to a firdeothe same the radial direction, or a perfectly sharp radial edge wifimiée vertical
dependency on particle size and radial distance as radiptessure.  thickness (see Sect.3.2.2 of Chiang et al. 2009)
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— The disc is stratified in the vertical direction with respct Schneider, G.; Silverstone, M. D.; Hines, D. C.; AugereatC.J Pinte, C.;
particle sizes, the smallest grains having the largesedisp Mnard, F; Krist, J.; Clampin, M.; Grady, C.; Golimowski, ;DArdila, D.;

; ; ; ; ; Henning, T.; Wolf, S.; Rodmann, J., 2006, ApJ, 650, 414
sion while the bigger ones remain close to the midplane. Stern. A., Colwell, J., 1997, ApJ, 480, 879

— At wavglengths We(e_the flux .is domir_1ated by the. s.malle§ ubbe, LE., Chiang, E.I.. 2006, ApJ, 648, 652
grains, i.e., in the visible to mid-IR, this natural thickem Thebault, P., Augereau, J. C., 2007, A&A, 472, 169
effect places a minimum valu®g,, on a disc’s aspect ratio. Thébault, P., Beust, H. 2001, A&A, 376, 621
We find hyin ~ 0.04 + 0.02, although this estimate shouldrhébault, P., Brahic, A., 1998, Planet. Space Sci., 47, 233

; - - L ebault, P., Wu, Y., 2008, A&A, 481, 713
be taken with some care given the unavoidable limitations wethermy G.W.: Stewart, G. R., 1993, Icarus, 106, 190

our model. o _ Wood, B.E ; Miler, H.-R.; Zank, G.P.; Linsky, J. L., 2002, 574, 412
— Most vertically resolved debris discs have aspect ratios-cowyatt, M. C.; 2005, A&A, 433, 1007

patible with hyn, which can thus be explained without reWyatt, M. C.; 2008, ARA&A, 46, 339
sorting to the perturbing presence of large "hidden” badie@¥ah M. ©. bent, iR, 2002 MNRAS, 334, 589
As an illustration, we obtain a relatively satisfying fit oA ’ ’ ' ’ $ RS, BB,
Mic’s vertical profile.
— A corollary is that, for all systems with ~ hpn, N0 infor-
mation about the presence of embedded planetary embryos
can be directly retrieved from measuring the disc’s vettica
dispersion.

Let us conclude by stressing that these results should inayo w
be interpreted as a proof that debris discs are dynamicalty c
and devoid of hidden massive perturbing bodies. Indeed, the
presence of such perturbers is fully compatible with ouultes

As an example, a disc with = 0.04 could harbour embryos as
large as a few 100 km. As a matter of fact, we subscribe to the
theoretical arguments supporting the presence of largeehid
bodies, which are in particular needed to provide the massre
voir for sustaining the high collisional activity of debriiscs
(Lohne et al! 2008). What we have shown is that direct obser-
vational evidence can probably not be easily obtainedgesioc
aspect ratios lower than 0.06 there is no direct link between
vertical thickness and the dynamical excitation of theesyst
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