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ABSTRACT
We present a new fried grid of mass loss rates for externally far-ultraviolet (FUV) irradiated protoplanetary discs. As a precursor
to the new grid, we also explore the microphysics of external photoevaporation, determining the impact of polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbon (PAH) abundance, metallicity, coolant depletion (via freeze out and radial drift) and grain growth (depletion of
small dust in the outer disc) on disc mass loss rates. We find that metallicity variations typically have a small effect on the
mass loss rate, since the impact of changes in heating, cooling and optical depth to the disc approximately cancel out. The new
fried grid therefore focuses on i) expanding the basic physical parameter space (disc mass, radius, UV field, stellar mass) ii) on
enabling variation of the the PAH abundance and iii) including an option for grain growth to have occurred or not in the disc.
What we suggest is the fiducial model is comparable to the original fried grid. When the PAH-to-dust ratio is lower, or the dust
in the wind more abundant, the mass loss rate can be substantially lower. We demonstrate with a small set of illustrative disc
evolutionary calculations that this in turn can have a significant impact on the disc mass/radius/ evolution and lifetime.

Key words: accretion, accretion discs – circumstellar matter – protoplanetary discs – hydrodynamics – planets and satellites:
formation – photodissociation region (PDR)

1 INTRODUCTION

Planet-forming discs are found around young stars (Hernández et al.
2007; Fedele et al. 2010; Ribas et al. 2015) which in turn generally
reside in stellar clusters (e.g. Lada & Lada 2003; Fatuzzo & Adams
2008; Winter et al. 2020a). In the larger clusters where most stars
are formed, massive stars emit large amounts of UV radiation which
can disperse the star forming cloud (e.g. Mellema et al. 2006; Dale
et al. 2013; Walch et al. 2013; Dale 2015; Bending et al. 2020; Ali
2021; Grudić et al. 2021; Dobbs et al. 2022). This UV radiation can
also strip material from protoplanetary discs, which is referred to as
external photoevaporation (with the term “external” distinguishing it
from photoevaporation by the disc’s host star, which we call “inter-
nal” photoevaporation). For recent reviews on internal and external
photoevaporation see Pascucci et al. (2022) and Winter & Haworth
(2022) respectively.

Observationally there is evidence supporting the idea that external
photoevaporation can have a significant effect on the evolution of
planet-forming discs. The least subtle evidence is that in star forming
regions in Orion (∼ 400 pc distant) the externally photoevaporating
discs take on a cometary morphology due to the winds being driven
from them, and we refer to these objects as “proplyds” (O’Dell et al.
1993; O’Dell & Wen 1994; O’Dell 1998; Henney & O’Dell 1999;
Bally et al. 2000; O’Dell 2001; Ricci et al. 2008; Kim et al. 2016; Ha-
worth et al. 2021; Winter & Haworth 2022). Combining the incident
ionising flux and the radius of the ionisation front, one can estimate
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the mass loss rate from proplyds. These are routinely inferred to be
∼ 10−6 M⊙ yr−1, which implies disc depletion timescales (𝑀/ ¤𝑀) of
order 0.1 Myr (e.g. Henney & O’Dell 1999). This is a lower limit on
the true remaining disc lifetime, as the mass loss rate is a function
of disc radius and the external far ultraviolet (FUV) radiation field
strength, which both change with time (Clarke 2007; Anderson et al.
2013; Concha-Ramírez et al. 2019; Qiao et al. 2022; Wilhelm et al.
2023) but regardless it illustrates that the inferred mass loss rates are
at a level that is significant.

In addition to direct evidence of externally photoevaporating discs,
there is also statistical evidence that the properties of discs vary as
a function of the FUV field strength1. There is evidence for short-
ened disc lifetimes (Guarcello et al. 2016; van Terwisga et al. 2020),
smaller disc radii (Eisner et al. 2018; Boyden & Eisner 2020, 2023),
lower disc masses (Ansdell et al. 2017), and even different gas com-
position (Boyden & Eisner 2023) in higher UV environments. There
is also recent evidence for gradients in disc masses in intermediate–
to–low2 UV environments where there is no observed cometary pro-
plyd morphology (van Terwisga & Hacar 2023). The interpretation
of these statistical trends is not without ambiguity, but coupled with

1 The far ultraviolet (FUV) radiation field strength is usually measured using
the Habing unit, defined as 1G0 = 1.6×10−3 erg s−1 cm−2 integrated over the
wavelength range 912–2400Å. 1 G0 is representative of the mean interstellar
FUV radiation field in the Solar neighbourhood.
2 As a rough guide we refer to low, intermediate and high FUV environments
as FFUV < 102G0, 102G0 < FFUV < 104G0 and FFUV > 104 G0 respectively.
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direct disc observations the evidence for external photoevaporation
being important for disc evolution is continuing to grow.

Unfortunately, computing the rate at which material is lost from an
externally irradiated disc is difficult because the temperature of the
irradiated gas requires solving for photodissociation region (PDR)
chemistry (Adams et al. 2004; Facchini et al. 2016; Haworth et al.
2016). This is rather computationally expensive, particularly if doing
2D or 3D simulations which require computing the degree of line
cooling in many different directions from each point in the simu-
lation. For internally driven winds or inside the disc it is usually
assumed that the escape of line photons is mainly perpendicular to
the disc (e.g. Gorti & Hollenbach 2008; Wang et al. 2019) but that
doesn’t necessarily apply in an external wind. It is therefore currently
impossible to simulate a disc for an appreciable fraction of its life-
time (i.e. for millions of years) and directly work out how it is being
externally photoevaporated simultaneously. What we can do though
is pre-compute the mass loss rate for a large number of star-disc-
UV field combinations and then interpolate over those in a much
faster disc evolutionary model. This allows us to evolve discs for
millions of years, including the effect of external photoevaporation
(e.g. Anderson et al. 2013; Haworth et al. 2017, 2018a).

To address the above issue and open up the modelling of externally
photoevaporating discs to the community, Haworth et al. (2018b)
produced the fried (Far-ultraviolet Radiation Induced Evaporation
of Discs) grid of mass loss rates. For an input stellar mass, disc
radius, disc mass (or surface density) and incident UV field, fried
returns an external photoevaporative mass loss rate. fried has been
widely used, particularly for studying the evolution of discs in dif-
ferent environments (Winter et al. 2018, 2020a; Sellek et al. 2020;
Coleman & Haworth 2020; Wilhelm & Portegies Zwart 2022; Cole-
man & Haworth 2022; Hasegawa et al. 2022) including time evolving
UV fields due to cluster and interstellar medium dynamics (Nichol-
son et al. 2019; Winter et al. 2019; Concha-Ramírez et al. 2019,
2021; Parker et al. 2021b,a; Qiao et al. 2022; Marchington & Parker
2022; Daffern-Powell & Parker 2022; Wilhelm et al. 2023; Concha-
Ramírez et al. 2023). It has also recently been used to demonstrate
that external photoevaporation could influence the properties of giant
planets (Winter et al. 2022) and planets formed by pebble accretion
(Qiao et al. 2023), as well as for studying planet formation in cir-
cumbinary discs (Coleman et al. 2023). It is also featuring now in
planet population synthesis codes (Burn et al. 2021, 2022; Emsenhu-
ber et al. 2023a,b). fried was also used to demonstrate that shortened
disc lifetime in high UV environments could affect stellar rotation
rates (Roquette et al. 2021).

This paper presents a second version of the fried grid, which
builds on the original by i) covering a wider parameter space than
the first, ii) providing mass loss rates down to lower values than
the previous floor value, iii) allowing one to account for whether
grain growth in the disc has proceeded to the disc outer edge and iv)
allowing one to choose the polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon (PAH)
abundance, which can be the dominant heating mechanism in the
PDR. In addition to detailing and presenting the new grid, section 6
of this paper provides a guide to utilising fried in disc evolutionary
models, informed by the lessons learned in applications to date. In
section 7 we also present some initial illustrative disc evolutionary
calculations.

2 1D MODELS OF EXTERNAL PHOTOEVAPORATION
WITH TORUS-3DPDR

The calculations in this paper use the torus-3dpdr code (Bisbas
et al. 2015; Harries et al. 2019). Much of the approach is the same
as in other applications of this code to disc photoevaporation in re-
cent years, including the original fried grid (Haworth et al. 2018b).
However there are also some new additions in order to study and in-
terpret the impact of microphysics. We therefore provide only a brief
overview of the core methodology and focus on new developments
here.

The external photoevaporation calculations with torus-3dpdr run
here are 1D grid based models of hydrodynamics with a locally
isothermal equation of state where the temperature is set by pho-
todissociation region (PDR) physics. The grid itself uses adaptive
mesh refinement (AMR, Harries et al. 2019). The PDR and hydro-
dynamic steps are done iteratively (i.e. using operator splitting). The
PDR calculation uses a reduced UMIST network (McElroy et al.
2013) with 33 species and 330 reactions, tailored to give tempera-
tures within ∼ 10 per cent of the full network (215 species > 3000
reactions). For further information on the network and heating and
cooling processes see Bisbas et al. (2012) and we note that the heat-
ing and cooling processes are the same as summarised in Figure 2 of
Facchini et al. (2016).

Radiation in the 1D PDR calculation is assumed to be purely radial,
with UV radiation incident on the disc outer edge and cooling radi-
ation escaping in the opposite direction. All other lines of sight are
assumed to be infinitely optically thick. This 1D approach is the same
as used by e.g. Adams et al. (2004) and Facchini et al. (2016) and was
validated in comparison to 2D models (at least for computing mass
loss rates) by Haworth & Clarke (2019), who demonstrated that 1D
models give slightly lower mass loss rates than the 2D calculations.

The hydrodynamics is total variation diminishing finite volume
scheme with Rhie & Chow (1983) interpolation and a van Leer
(1979) flux limiter. Given the simple geometry of these models we
just consider a point source potential set by the host star, so do not
treat self-gravity.

In these calculations a protoplanetary disc acts as a fixed inner
boundary condition that is not allowed to evolve. We define this
inner boundary based on the surface density normalization at 1 au
Σ1au and the disc radius assuming a surface density profile of the
form

Σ(𝑅) = Σ1au

(
𝑅

au

)−1
(1)

and temperature profile as set by the disc host star of the form

𝑇 (𝑅) = 𝑇1au

(
𝑅

au

)−1/2
(2)

with a floor value of 10 K. The mid-plane density profile modelled
on the 1D grid is then set by 𝜌mid = Σ√

2𝜋𝐻
where 𝐻 = 𝑐𝑠/Ω is the

disc scale height (the ratio of sound speed to angular velocity). 𝑇1au
is assumed to scale with the host star mass 𝑀∗ as

𝑇1au = 100 (𝑀∗/𝑀⊙)1/4 (3)

which stems from a simple 𝐿 ∝ 𝑀∗ pre main sequence mass-
luminosity relationship and radiative equilibrium. Stellar pre main
sequence evolution and accretion may alter the temperature structure
of the passively heated disc, but this is time variable and adds com-
plexity to the model beyond the scope of this paper that would not
significantly influence the results. Beyond the fixed inner boundary
described above the medium is allowed to evolve towards a steady
state wind solution.

MNRAS 000, 1–14 (2023)
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Table 1. The 33 species included in the reduced network of our PDR-
dynamical models (Asplund et al. 2009). The sum of hydrogen atoms in
atomic and molecular hydrogen is unity. The other abundances are with re-
spect to the sum of hydrogen parameters.

Species Initial abundance Species Initial abundance

H 4 × 10−1 H2 3 × 10−1

He 8.5 × 10−2 C+ 2.692 × 10−4

O 4.898 × 10−4 Mg+ 3.981 × 10−5

H+ 0 H2+ 0
H3+ 0 He+ 0
O+ 0 O2 0
O2+ 0 OH+ 0
C 0 CO 0
CO+ 0 OH 0
HCO+ 0 Mg 0
H2O 0 H2O+ 0
H3O 0 CH 0
CH+ 0 CH2 0
CH2+ 0 CH3 0
CH3+ 0 CH4 0
CH4+ 0 CH5+ 0
e− 0

This approach applies best in the regime where the disc outer edge
is optically thick to to the incident FUV radiation. It is possible that
our calculations can set up a scenario where the disc outer edge is
optically thin, which is artificial because in reality the FUV would
penetrate deeper into the disc and drive the wind from smaller radii.
A slim-disc approach to this problem was introduced by Owen &
Altaf (2021) which circumvents that issue and naturally connects the
disc and an isothermal wind. We retain our approach and note that in
the regime that the outer disc is optically thin it evolves rapidly into
the optically thick regime (Σ(𝑅𝑑)/ ¤Σ is short).

The disc boundary condition is irradiated and the PDR-dynamics
run until a steady state wind solution is reached. The mass loss in
the wind is calculated from the 1D model by assuming a spherical
wind into the solid angle subtended by the disc outer edge (Adams
et al. 2004). That is, the mass loss rate at some point 𝑅 in the flow of
density 𝜌 is

¤𝑀 = 4𝜋𝑅2 ¤𝑅𝜌F (4)

where

F =
𝐻𝑑√︃

𝐻2
𝑑
+ 𝑅2

𝑑

(5)

is the solid angle subtended by the disc outer scale height 𝐻𝑑 at
radius 𝑅𝑑 . The scale height at the disc outer edge is dependent on the
sound speed (and hence temperature) there, which is the maximum
of the temperature set by the host star or the external irradiation.

The species included in our models is summarised in Table 1. The
cosmic ray ionisation rate is assumed to be 5× 10−17 s−1. The other
microphysical parameters to do with the dust and PAH abundances
are discussed below. In all calculations the grid extent is 2000 au with
a maximum spatial resolution with the AMR of 0.97 au.

3 THE MICROPHYSICS OF EXTERNAL
PHOTOEVAPORATION

There are many variables that enter into the calculations of external
photoevaporative mass loss. Some are macroscopic, such as the star-

disc-UV parameters, which were explored in the first fried grid
(Haworth et al. 2018b). However other important parameters are
to do with the microphysics such as the metallicity, degree of dust
grain growth/entrainment in the wind and the PAH abundance. We
therefore undertook a preliminary study with a smaller subset of
models in which we varied a number of microphysics parameters
to determine their expected importance, and hence decide what to
prioritise in the new fried grid. Note though, that this exploration is
limited in scope and so does not exhaustively demonstrate the relative
importance of different parameters.

Before we go into the parameter exploration, we first quickly recap
what are generally the key microphysics processes in these models.
The included and relevant importance of heating and cooling pro-
cesses is summarised in Figure 2 of Facchini et al. (2016). In a
fiducial model the key heating process is photoelectric heating by
PAH’s, except for at high extinction where cosmic rays, turbulence
and gas-grain heating takes over. Other heating processes include
carbon ionisation, H2 formation and photodissociation, FUV pump-
ing and other chemical heating processes. Line cooling is included
from CO, C, C+ and O. CO dominates the cooling in the very inner
subsonic part of the flow where CO is not yet dissociated (Facchini
et al. 2016; Haworth et al. 2016), then there is a small layer where
C and C+ are important, but the bulk of the flow outside of the CO
cooling zone is dominated by O line cooling. The other key factor,
which is also discussed in Facchini et al. (2016), is the extinction (and
hence properties of the dust) in the wind. This affects the attenuation
of the incident UV radiation and hence the ability of the external
radiation field to heat the outer disc.

3.1 Metallicity and PAH-to-dust mass ratio

One of the most obvious features missing from fried is the option
to vary the metallicity (e.g. the abundance of gas metals, dust and
PAH’s in a consistent manner). However, even for fixed metallicity
the abundance of the species responsible for the (potentially) dom-
inant heating channel – photoelectric heating by PAH’s – is poorly
constrained in the outer region of discs. PAH’s are molecules domi-
nated by carbon rings with delocalised electrons that are quite easily
ejected, heating the gas (see Tielens 2008, for a review).

We discuss observational constrains on the PAH abundance in
proplyds and the implications for using fried in section 6.2. However
for now we note that the small number of estimates available find
that the PAH-to-gas ratio is lower than that in the ISM (though this
could also be because the dust-to-gas ratio is depleted in the wind
rather than pure PAH depletion, Facchini et al. 2016). Additionally
PAHs could be “hidden” in aggregate clusters (Lange et al. 2021).
Ultimately the PAH abudance is uncertain, and so we therefore need
to ask whether it is more prudent with finite resources to provide an
option to modify the overall metallicity (abundance of gas metals,
dust and PAH abundance simultaneously) or rather just modify the
PAH abundance.

In torus-3dpdr, scaling of the PAH abundance is implemented in
practice as a scaling of the PAH-to-dust mass ratio. The fiducial value
of PAH-to-dust mass ratio is 𝛿PAH = 2.6 × 10−2 following Wolfire
et al. (2003). We use the parameter 𝑓PAH,d to deplete the PAH-to-dust
abundance relative to that fiducial value, so 𝑓PAH,d = 1 is an ISM-like
PAH-to-dust ratio. Observational constraints on the PAH abundance
are usually in terms of the PAH-to-gas mass ratio (e.g. Vicente et al.
2013). In this paper we write the PAH-to-gas ratio relative to that
in the ISM using 𝑓PAH,g, so a factor 50 depletion of the PAH-to-gas
abundance relative to the ISM would be 𝑓PAH,g = 0.02, but if that
were due to a factor 50 reduction in the dust-to-gas mass ratio then

MNRAS 000, 1–14 (2023)
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Figure 1. Comparison of abundances as a function of metallicity, comparing
torus-3dpdr with the 𝐼𝑈𝑉,0/𝑛3 = 1 model from Bialy & Sternberg (2015).
Lines are from Bialy & Sternberg (2015) and points are from torus-3pdr

it would still be the case that 𝑓PAH,d = 1. When we reduce both the
PAH abundance (i.e. 𝑓PAH,d) and the metallicity, the PAH abundance
is first be scaled down by the factor 𝑓PAH,d and then further scaled
linearly with the metallicity.

Before exploring the impact on external photoevaporative mass
loss rates we perform a benchmarking calculation of abundances as
a function of metallicity to compare our torus-3pdr calculations
against the 𝐼𝑈𝑉,0/𝑛3 = 1 (Draine FUV field/number density in units
of 103 cm−3) results of Bialy & Sternberg (2015), finding excellent
agreement as illustrated in Figure 1.

We ran a small set of models comprising a 1 M⊙ host star with
Σ1au = 103 g cm−2, a 𝑅𝑑 = 100 au disc and an external FUV radia-
tion field of 103 G0 at a range of metallicities and values of the base
PAH-to-dust mass ratio 𝑓PAH,d. The results of this are presented in
Figure 2, which shows the mass loss rate as a function of metallicity
for different base PAH-to-dust mass ratios. The variation of mass
loss rate as a function of metallicity is actually rather modest. This is
due to an approximate balance between the competing processes that
promote and hinder mass loss. On the one hand, at lower metallici-
ties there is weaker line cooling, less dust in the wind and hence less
extinction, which would both act to promote heating and mass loss.
However this is offset by the reduction in PAH abundance, which is
the most significant process heating the PDR. Conversely, changing
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Figure 2. Exploratory calculations of the external photoevaporative mass loss
rate as a function of metallicity for a 100 au disc around a 1 M⊙ star irradiated
by a 103 G0 radiation field. Each coloured line represents a different value of
the base PAH-to-dust mass ratio scaling.

the base PAH-to-dust mass ratio solely changes the heating, without
affecting the cooling processes, and hence has a much larger impact
on the mass loss rate. Note that at very low metallicity and low PAH
abundance the outer disc is not sufficiently heated to unbind material,
which is why the mass loss rate is so much lower. We reiterate that
this is just one subset of parameters and sensitivity to both metallicity
and PAH abundance will differ in strength for different star/disc/UV
field parameters. However, based on this initial exploration it seems
that the more prudent parameter to vary is the PAH-to-dust mass
ratio rather than the metallicity.

3.2 Dust grain entrainment and dust evolution

Facchini et al. (2016) determined the maximum size of dust grains
that can be entrained in an external photoevaporative wind. Given
that this is typically small (e.g. < 10 𝜇m) the implication is that the
nature of dust entrained in the wind is dependent upon the degree of
grain growth and radial drift (Weidenschilling 1977) within the disc
itself. If the dust in the disc has grown to larger sizes then the small
grain reservoir in the disc is depleted, less dust is entrained in the
wind and the disc becomes more optically thin to the FUV radiation.
Conversely if the dust in the disc has not undergone growth and drift,
being like that in the interstellar medium (ISM-like), then much more
dust is entrained in the photoevaporative wind and the attenuation of
the FUV radiation is stronger. Although grain growth could proceed
very quickly (e.g. Birnstiel et al. 2012), it does so from the inside-out.
The early external photoevaporation of discs may therefore take place
somewhat less effectively than expected from models that assume
grain growth has occurred (i.e. as the original fried grid did) which
could be important for helping to protect the solids reservoir for
planet formation (Qiao et al. 2023).

Changing the dust entrained in the wind affects the calculation
in a few main ways. Firstly it affects the grain surface chemistry
in the wind by changing the dust abundance. Secondly, and more
significantly, it affects the PAH abundance in the wind (since it
is defined as a PAH-to-dust mass ratio in our models). Finally, it

MNRAS 000, 1–14 (2023)
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Figure 3. The mass loss rate in an external photoevaporation calculation as a
function of the mean cross section in the wind. When dust is ISM-like, more
dust is entrained and the mean cross section is larger. When dust growth and
radial drift depletes small dust near the disc outer edge the mean cross section
in the wind and hence the extinction to the disc outer edge decreases, meaning
the mass loss rate increases. The vertical lines show the two choices of mean
cross section that we include in the new fried grid.

changes the effective mean cross section in the wind, which alters
the extinction in the flow.

In Figure 3 we show the sensitivity of the mass loss rate to that
mean cross section to the UV. When the dust in the disc has grown
to large sizes, there is less small dust to entrain in the wind, leaving
the wind dust depleted (this is the case on the left hand side of Figure
3) and the mass loss rate is higher as FUV radiation more effectively
reaches down to the disc outer edge. This higher mass loss rate is
in spite of the reduced PAH abundance due to the reduction in the
dust abundance. Conversely, when the dust in the disc is ISM-like
the mean cross section in the wind is higher, less FUV reaches the
disc outer edge and the mass loss rate drops (by around an order
of magnitude in this case), this again is despite the higher PAH
abundance in this model.

Given the importance of the grain properties in the wind we choose
two dust scenarios for the new fried grid. In one the dust entrained
in the wind is ISM like (i.e. there is little/no grain growth in the
disc), and in the other the dust entrained in the wind is depleted
(i.e. small grains in the disc have grown to larger sizes that are not
entrained). We refer to these as “ISM-like” and “grain growth” cases
respectively. The corresponding mean cross sections are illustrated
by the vertical dotted and dashed lines in Figure 3. To account for
less effective external photoevaporation early on in the disc lifetime,
a viscous disc model with a Birnstiel et al. (2012) (or similar) grain
evolution scheme could evolve the disc under the ISM-like subset
of the new fried grid until the pebble production front has reached
the disc outer edge, and then transition to the dust depleted external
photoevaporation scheme.

3.3 Carbon depletion

Carbon depletion in the outer disc could be facilitated by freeze out
onto grains (e.g Hayashi 1981; Öberg et al. 2011; Booth & Ilee 2019)
coupled with radial drift (Weidenschilling 1977) moving the carbon
to the inner disc so that when the outer disc is externally irradiated
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Figure 4. The change in external photoevaporative mass loss rate as the carbon
abundance (and hence cooling from CO, C and C+ which is dominant in the
inner wind, Facchini et al. 2016) is depleted. The main coolant throughout
the bulk of the wind is O line emission.

it isn’t simply desorbed. Depletion of carbon in the disc has already
been demonstrated to be significant for internal photoevaporative
mass loss rates (since carbon is an opacity source to the X-rays;
Wölfer et al. 2019). In the colder outer disc, from which grains drift
inwards without replenishment, it would seem only more likely that
depletion occurs. It has also been suggested as a possibility in the
NGC 1977 proplyds (Haworth et al. 2022).

To explore this effect we set up an initial calculation with abun-
dances as in Table 1 and then scaled down the abundance of carbon
by some arbitrary factor. The effect of this on the mass loss rate is
illustrated in Figure 4, which shows that with 2 orders of magnitude
variation in the carbon abundance the mass loss rate changes by only
around a factor of 2. As discussed above, the main coolant in the
bulk of the wind is atomic oxygen line cooling. So the reduction in
carbon abundance only affects the cooling in the CO zone and thin
C/C+ cooling layers, which has a small impact on the mass loss rate.
We therefore deem that carbon depletion is not as significant a factor
to include as changes to the PAH abundance or dust properties in
the wind, at least as far as the mass loss rate is concerned. Although
we do not prioritise it for calculating mass loss rates, depletion in
the outer disc will be very important for understanding observables
(Haworth et al. 2022, Sellek et al. in prep). Given that oxygen is
the dominant cooling mechanism in the outer wind the sensitivity of
mass loss rate to the oxygen abundance should be explored in future
work.

3.4 Including the EUV

fried v1 only included photodissociating FUV radiation. It does not
include photoionising extreme ultraviolet (EUV) radiation, which
is what gives rise to the cometary ionisation-front morphology of
proplyds. However torus includes a Monte Carlo photoionisation
scheme (Haworth & Harries 2012) so the EUV can be included quite
easily. To include both FUV and EUV radiation we first do a Monte
Carlo photoionisation calculation that calculates the photoionised
gas temperature, and since it is polychromatic simultaneously cal-
culates the FUV radiation field distribution (e.g. as done by Ali &
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Harries 2019). We then do the PDR phase of the calculation, apply-
ing the resulting PDR temperature in any cells that are hotter than
the photoionisation computed temperature. In these calculations we
do not arbitrarily specify a particular external EUV and FUV flux,
but calculate both consistently based on a blackbody stellar source
at some distance assuming geometric dilution of the radiation field.

For our exploration of the impact of the EUV we consider a massive
star that is a blackbody with radius 8 R⊙ and effective temperature
𝑇eff=40,000 K, so similar to the Orion Nebular Cluster Trapezium
star 𝜃1 Ori C. We place a 100 au disc around a 1 M⊙ star and move
it progressively closer to the massive star, comparing the mass loss
rate if we only include the EUV, only include the FUV, or include
both. This test model used 𝑓PAH,d = 1 and grain growth. The results
of this exploration are given in Figure 5. Inclusion of the EUV has
a negligible impact on the mass loss rate, at least until the disc is at
< 0.03 pc from a 𝜃1 Ori C type O star. When the FUV is included
too, the EUV just sets the location of an ionisation front downstream
in the flow. When only the EUV is included, there is a hot (104 K),
fast (∼ 10 km s−1), but much more rarefied wind, meaning that the
mass loss rate is lower. Ultimately for determining the mass loss rate
and keeping calculations simple for users of the grid we opt not to
include EUV radiation in fried at this stage.

Johnstone et al. (1998) analytically studied EUV and FUV driven
flows from discs. They found that the EUV dominates setting the
mass loss very close to a 𝜃1C type star. Moving away from the
O star they infer that there will be an FUV dominated set of dis-
tances, but that then at larger distances still, the EUV will dominate
again. The argument that the EUV dominates again at larger dis-
tances stems from their requirement that the FUV driven flows are
super-critical (the outer disc is warmed above the escape velocity),
which needs 1000 K gas, or > 104 G0. This means that discs could
still be embedded within the H ii region beyond that threshold and
the EUV radiation heats close to the disc surface. However, Adams
et al. (2004) demonstrated that sub-critical winds can be launched
down to weaker FUV fields (down to ∼ 102G0), which is supported
by other models (Haworth et al. 2018b) as well as observations in
regions where the EUV is low such as van Terwisga & Hacar (2023).
It is unclear whether it is possible to have an FUV field < 102 G0
within the photoionised gas of an H ii region but we suggest that
generally if the EUV plays a dominant role it will only be in close
proximity to the UV sources rather than at larger distances. This is
to be explored further in future work.

Johnstone et al. (1998) do provide an analytic expression for the
EUV driven mass loss rate in section 2.3. If one wanted to consider
the possible role of EUV driven mass loss the maximum of the fried
and EUV driven mass loss rates could therefore be used, which is the
approach used by Concha-Ramírez et al. (2019).

3.5 Other improvements to the new grid

3.5.1 Capturing lower mass loss rates

A disc subject to external photoevaporation is rapidly truncated until
the mass loss rate drops to a value that matches the rate of viscous
spreading (Clarke 2007). Accurate low mass loss rates are still there-
fore important for determining the disc radius once truncation has
taken place and the external mass loss is less significant. An issue
with the original fried grid is that it has a floor on the mass loss
rate of 10−10 M⊙ yr−1. This was chosen because for weak winds the
flow is sometimes pseudo-steady, making it difficult to determine the
mass loss rate. The balance of viscous spreading and external pho-
toevaporation leads to mass loss rates of the order of the accretion
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Figure 5. The external photoevaporative mass loss rate as a function of
distance of a disc from a 𝜃1 Ori C like UV source. The FUV is dominant in
determining the mass loss rate.

rate (Winter et al. 2020b). Since accretion rates are observed down
to 10−12 − 10−10 M⊙ yr−1 (Manara et al. 2023), implementations
of the existing grid have either had to terminate the model while it
would still have observable accretion (Sellek et al. 2020), or extrap-
olate below the floor (Emsenhuber et al. 2023a; Burn et al. 2022). In
the new version of the grid we track the median mass loss rate in the
flow over time and impose no floor value to capture lower mass loss
rates.

3.5.2 An update to the dust temperature calculation

The dust temperature in the UCL-PDR/3D-PDR code (Bell et al.
2005, 2006; Bisbas et al. 2012) which constitutes the underlying
microphysics of these models is calculated following Hollenbach
et al. (1991). This assumes that infrared emission re-radiated from
the top of the PDR penetrates deeper into the PDR to set the dust
temperature, but includes no attenuation of that infrared radiation.
However, in dense PDRs like external photoevaporative winds this
is not accurate. Attenuation of the infrared radiation has therefore
been introduced by using an approximation for the infrared-only dust
temperature from Rowan-Robinson (1980)

𝑇dust = 𝑇0 (𝑁/𝑁0)−0.4 (6)

where 𝑁0 is the column corresponding to 𝐴𝑉 = 1. This can lead to a
cooler inner part of the flow in some cases, which reduces the mass
loss rate compared to the original fried grid.

4 THE FRIED V2 PARAMETER SPACE

In section 3 we have determined that varying the base PAH-to-dust
mass ratio and having the option for grain growth to have occurred
or not adds the most utility to the fried grid. Metallicity variation,
coolant depletion and the EUV could be included in future higher
order expansions of the grid. Adding these new features still dramat-
ically increases the overall number of models required for the grid
compared to fried v1. We therefore reduced the sampling in disc
radius at large disc radii compared to the original fried grid. To val-
idate this sparser sampling of macroscopic parameters we compared
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Parameter Symbol Range Notes
of values

Surface density at 1au Σ1au
{
1, 10, 102, 103, 104, 105} g cm−2

Radius of disc boundary condition 𝑅𝑑 {5, 10, 20, 40, 60, 80, 100, 150, 250, 500} au Σ (𝑅𝑑 ) = Σ1au

(
𝑅𝑑
au

)−1

Stellar Mass 𝑀∗ {0.1, 0.3, 0.6, 1.0, 1.5, 3.0} M⊙
PAH-to-dust ratio relative to ISM 𝑓PAH,d {0.1, 0.5, 1} 𝑓PAH,d = 1 gives ISM-like PAHs for ISM-like dust
UV field strength 𝐹FUV

{
1, 10, 102, 103, 104, 105} G0

Parameters associated with whether or not grain growth has occurred out to the disc outer edge
Grain growth to disc outer edge? – Y/N Referred to as “grain growth” and “ISM-like” respectively
UV cross section in the wind 𝜎FUV 4.5 × 10−23/8 × 10−22cm2 Values from Facchini et al. (2016) Figure 13
Dust-to-gas mass ratio in wind 𝛿𝑤 10−4/10−2

Typical grain radius in wind 𝑎𝑤 1 𝜇m Grain radius for grain surface chemistry
Effective PAH-to-gas ratio relative to ISM 𝑓PAH,g

{
10−3, 5 × 10−3, 10−2} /{0.1, 0.5, 1}

Table 2. The parameters spanned by the fried v2 grid. It totals 12960 models comprised of 6 sub-grids with different microphysics. We consider the 𝑓PAH,d = 1
with grain growth subset to be the fiducial one (see section 6.2 for discussion).

disc viscous evolutionary calculations with the original fried and
a version of the original grid with sparser radial sampling beyond
100 au, finding very close agreement.

The parameters of the new grid are shown in Table 2. The new grid
totals 12960 models, more than triple the size of the original grid. In
addition to the improvements discussed in section 3, we also extend
the range of the FUV field. The lower limit is down from 10 G0
to 1 G0, a typical value in well-studied nearby regions like Lupus
(Cleeves et al. 2016), and the upper limit up from 104 to 105 G0,
which is at the level some proplyds are exposed to. This improves the
situation where previously users were having to extrapolate or use
the mass loss rates at the boundaries of the grid. The surface density
normalisation in the new grid spans 6 orders of magnitude, but the
lowest surface density is actually slightly higher than in the previous
grid. We checked this negligibly affects disc evolutionary models.
The maximum disc radius is extended from 400 au to 500 au, whereas
the minimum radius is increased from 1 au to 5 au. The increase in
minimum radius is because the 1 au values in the previous grid were
basically all at the floor value, solutions there are very hard to obtain
and external FUV driven mass loss from such a compact disc is not
expected and internal winds will always dominate at those radii.

Note that the only model that has an ISM-like PAH-to-gas ratio
is 𝑓PAH,d = 1 with ISM-like dust (i.e. the case without dust growth
in the disc). The other PAH-to-gas ratios are shown in the final row
of Table 2 and are all lower, either due to a low dust-to-gas ratio or
lower PAH-to-dust ratio. At this stage we consider the fiducial subset
of the grid to be that with 𝑓PAH,d = 1 and grain growth, based on
limited observational constraints on the PAH-to-gas ratio in propylds
(Vicente et al. 2013) which we discuss further in section 6.2.

For reference, the original fried grid had 𝑓PAH,d = 0.1, which
was chosen to be conservative. The original grid assumed grain
growth had happened in the disc, with a UV cross section in the wind
of 𝜎FUV = 2.7 × 10−23 cm2, whereas the models here with grain
growth use 𝜎FUV = 4.5 × 10−23 cm2 (i.e. there was less extinction
in the wind for the original grid). The original fried grid assumed a
dust-to-gas mass ratio in the wind of 𝛿 = 3 × 10−4, whereas in our
dust depleted models we assume 𝛿 = 10−4, which means that the
PAH abundance in the original grid was a factor few higher than in
our 𝑓PAH,d = 0.1 models. These differences combine to mean that
there is no perfect analogue to the original grid in the new grid.

We note that if the community has applications that fried v2
does not accommodate, smaller scale bespoke grids (e.g. for a single

stellar mass regime and/or smaller range of other parameters) could
be developed in collaboration by contacting the authors.

5 RESULTS: THE FRIED V2 GRID

5.1 The data release

Both the new and original versions of the fried grid are available as
supplementary data to this paper, as well as on GitHub3

The original fried grid was released as a single file with columns
of: host star mass (M⊙), FUV field strength (log10 G0 ), surface
density at the disc outer edge (log10 g cm−2), disc (i.e. boundary
condition) radius (au) and mass loss rate (log10 M⊙ yr−1). Rather
than distribute the new grid as a single file, we release it as 36 files
for different stellar masses, 𝑓PAH,d values and dust parameters. They
are named as, for example

FRIEDv2_0p1Msol_fPAH0p1_growth.dat

where "0p1Msol" refers to the host star mass being 0.1 M⊙ ,
"fPAH0p1" refers to 𝑓PAH,d = 0.1 and "growth" referring to this
being for the case of grain growth in the disc (the alternative be-
ing "ISM"). The columns in the new files are then: host star mass
(M⊙), disc (i.e. boundary condition) radius (au), the assumed surface
density normalization Σ1au (g cm−2), the surface density at the disc
outer edge Σ(𝑅𝑑) (g cm−2), the incident FUV radiation field strength
(G0) and the mass loss rate (log10 M⊙ yr−1). We provide advice on
incorporating these mass loss rates into disc viscous evolutionary
calculations in section 6.

5.2 A look at a subset of the grid

The fried v2 grid is sufficiently large that it is difficult to discuss in
its entirety in detail. However we explore and discuss a small subset
to illustrate some key behaviours here and in Figures A1–A6 in the
appendix include a larger set of plots for reference.

Figure 6 shows the mass loss rate as a function of radius in the
upper panels and as a function of the external UV radiation field in the
lower panels. In each panel the black, red and blue lines correspond to
𝑓PAH,d = 1, 0.5 and 0.1 respectively. Solid lines assume grain growth,

3 https://github.com/thaworth-qmul/FRIEDgrid
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Figure 6. Example fried v2 mass loss rates as a function of disc outer radius (upper panels) and as a function of the external UV radiation field (lower panels).
The properties of each model are defined in the upper right of each panel. The solid lines are models where grain growth has taken place in the disc outer regions,
whereas the dashed lines still have small dust in the outer disc. The black, red and blue lines are for 𝑓PAH,d = 1, 0.5 and 0.1 respectively. The orange lines are
interpolated from the original fried grid.

whereas dashed is ISM-like dust in the outer disc. The orange lines
are interpolated from the original fried grid for comparison. The
left hand panels are a 0.3 M⊙ star with Σ1𝑎𝑢 = 10 g cm−3. The upper
left has an external FUV radiation field of 10 G0, the lower left has a
disc outer radius of 40 au. The right hand panels are a 1 M⊙ star with
Σ1𝑎𝑢 = 103 g cm−3. The upper right has an external FUV radiation
field of 104 G0 and the lower right has a disc outer radius of 40 au.

There is no perfect analogue here to the original fried models,
though those are closest to the models assuming grain growth (solid
lines), which also assumed in fried v1. Generally though, if anything
the old grid has higher mass loss rates. The general behaviour is that
as the PAH abundance is reduced the mass loss rate decreases. There
is also a significant drop in mass loss rate if the outer disc still has
small dust (dashed lines). We will briefly explore the importance of
this in section 7, but the lower mass loss rates early on could be
important for protecting the planet forming reservoir.

All panels in Figure 6 show the importance of overcoming the
old floor value of 10−10 M⊙ yr−1, and that the new grid accurately
captures mass loss rates down to at least 6 orders of magnitude lower
than the old floor value.

The general and well known behaviour of the mass loss rate with
disc radius (smaller discs are more bound and so have lower mass

loss rates) and external UV field strength (higher UV fields lead to
higher mass loss rates) is maintained here.

These examples also show that the new grid, which extracts mass
loss rates from the models entirely automatically, is not perfectly
“noise free” (nor was the original grid). This noise is at a sufficently
low level that the different microphysical regimes are distinct. For
example for a given 𝑓PAH,d whether grain growth has occurred or not
regularly changes the mass loss rate by an order of magnitude. We
note that the feature at 100 au in the upper right hand panel is real (as
in it is not noise) and also appears in some other models. It is a result
of the mass loss rate being sensitive to both the surface density at the
disc outer edge (which is a function of disc radius) and the disc outer
radius.

Figure 7 shows some additional examples for host star masses of
0.1, 0.3, 0.6, 1.0, 1.5 and 3 M⊙ from left to right, top to bottom. There
is the same general sensitivity to the microphysics and disc radius
parameters as discussed for Figure 6. As expected from previous
work, as the host star mass increases the boundedness of the outer
disc increases and the mass loss rates decreases.

Figure 8 compares the mass loss rates in the new fried grid with
𝑓PAH,d = 1 and grain growth (which in section 6.2 we suggest is
the fiducial one) with interpolated values from the original grid in
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Figure 7. Mass loss rate as a function of disc outer radius for an external UV field of 103 G0, Σ1𝑎𝑢 = 102 g cm−2 and host star mass of 0.1, 0.3, 0.6, 1.0, 1.5 and
3.0M⊙ from left to right, top to bottom.

the 1 M⊙ host star case. The points are colour coded by disc radius.
Figure 8 illustrates that there are regions of the parameter space that
are consistent, but also components where the new grid gives higher,
and others lower, mass loss rates. The abrupt feature at log10 ¤𝑀 = −10
is due to the floor value in the original grid.

Finally Figure 9 compares the mass loss rates in the new grid in
the case with grain growth and 𝑓PAH,d = 1, which gives the highest

mass loss rates, and the case with ISM-like dust and 𝑓PAH,d = 0.1,
which gives the lowest mass loss rates. This highlights that the choice
of sub-grid can affect the mass loss rates by orders of magnitude,
which underscores the importance of empirically determining the
PAH abundance in discs (particularly in externally photoevaporating
discs), and the possible role of small dust in reducing the impact

MNRAS 000, 1–14 (2023)



10 T. J. Haworth et al.

Figure 8. A comparison of the original fried grid mass loss rates with those
from the 𝑓𝑃𝐴𝐻 = 1, grain growth models of the new fried grid presented
here. The colour scale denotes the disc radii and the host star mass in all cases
is 1 M⊙ . This plot illustrates that typically the new grid has lower mass loss
rates. The feature at log10 ¤𝑀 = −10 is due to the floor value in the v1 grid.

Figure 9. A comparison of the two most different subsets of the new fried
grid. The vertical is mass loss rates in the case of grain growth and 𝑓PAH,d = 1
(typically giving the highest mass loss rates) and horizontal is the ISM-like
dust case with 𝑓PAH,d = 0.1 (typically giving the lowest mass loss rates).

of external photoevaporation at early times before the dust grows to
sizes that is not entrained in the wind.

6 LESSONS LEARNED: SOME HINTS REGARDING
IMPLEMENTING FRIED IN DISC EVOLUTIONARY
MODELS

Many different groups have utilised the original fried grid in disc
evolutionary calculations and a lot has been learned about the chal-
lenges in the implementation, and means of overcoming them. Here
we provide a brief overview of some of the known challenges and
ways of resolving them.

In 1D external photoevaporation models like fried, external pho-
toevaporation extracts mass from the outermost part of the disc only.
In 2D (or 3D) discs do not exclusively lose mass from the disc outer

edge, but the mass loss is genuinely from the outer 20 per cent of the
disc or so (Haworth & Clarke 2019). Either way, the conditions in
the outer disc are important.

6.1 Where is the disc outer edge?

The main note of caution that has arisen in implementing fried is
that to obtain a mass loss rate a disc outer radius and surface density
is required. Discs typically have an exponential fall off in surface
density in the outer disc, and the mass loss rate is sensitive to both
radius and surface density. So there is an issue in that an incremental
change in the chosen “disc radius” in this exponential tail can lead
to a large change in surface density and hence mass loss rate. So
how do we define the outer radius for a continuous disc in a manner
that is robust? In reality the wind will be driven close to the 𝜏 = 1
surface, however if the wind profile is not being solved for (as is the
case in these viscous evolutionary models) that cannot be trivially
calculated.

Resolving this potential issue has been done in a number of ways,
all of which have provided qualitatively similar results. For exam-
ple Concha-Ramírez et al. (2019) define a floor surface density of
10−12 g cm−2 and consider the disc outer edge to be the cell adjacent
to where that floor value is reached (though note that that will not
reliably identify the 𝜏 = 1 surface). Another example is that Sellek
et al. (2020) identify the point at which the fried grid mass loss
rates have optically thick solutions. They do so by calculating the
fried mass loss rate at all radii in the disc, defining the disc outer ra-
dius (and hence relevant mass loss rate) as the location of maximum
mass loss rate. When the wind becomes optically thin, the velocity
is independent of the density normalisation and so the mass-loss rate
becomes linear in the density (Facchini et al. 2016). Thus a strongly
declining mass-loss rate with radius is a hallmark that the wind would
be optically thin if launched there. The maximum therefore gives an
approximation to the 𝜏 = 1 surface where these optical depth ef-
fects dominate over the effects of the gravitational potential. They
then compute a weighted mass loss rate from that point of maximum
mass loss rate outward through the disc (see Sellek et al. 2020, for
full details). We suggest new users study the implementation in these
papers. A further benefit of this approach is that since it relies on the
intrinsic properties of an optically thin flow, it should consistently
approximate the 𝜏 = 1 surface regardless of the microphysics.

The points above relate to calculating the mass loss rate. We also
caution briefly that the disc outer edge in fried does not necessarily
correspond to an observed gas disc radius (e.g. a CO radius). In
particular the CO dissociation front can often be in the wind (Haworth
et al. 2018b). A good example of why this is IM Lup. That disc has
CO emission out to about 1000 au, but exhibits a break in the surface
density profile at ∼ 400 au (Panić et al. 2009). Haworth et al. (2017)
found that a CO extent of around 1000 au could be reproduced in an
external photoevaporative wind model where the "disc outer radius"
in the language of a fried-type calculation was 400-450 au. IM Lup
is an extreme example in a low UV environment. At higher UV field
strengths the CO dissociation front does move closer to the “disc
outer edge”.

6.2 What should be considered the fiducial fried v2 subset?

fried has been widely used, and here we introduce additional di-
mensionality that users may not be familiar with. In particular, some
subsets of the new grid have substantially lower mass loss rates. There
is therefore a danger that this exploration of parameters ends up being
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misinterpreted. We hence discuss here which subsets we consider to
be fiducial, and which are included as more of an exploratory tool
given the lack of observational constraints on the microphysics pa-
rameters.

The new parameters are whether or not grain growth has occurred,
and the PAH-to-dust ratio. Grain growth to sizes that are not entrained
in the wind proceeds reasonably quickly in the disc, from the inside-
out. It is for that reason that the original grid considered a dust-
depleted wind. However for a 100 au disc it could take ∼1 Myr to
move to the “grain growth” state. The lower mass loss rates in that
period predicted by fried v2 could help with solids retention for
planet formation (we leave it to the community to explore this).

There are very limited constraints on the PAH abundance in exter-
nal photoevaporative winds, which is why we include a substantial
range here. As facilities like JWST provide further constraints, use of
the grid can adapt to the findings of those studies. So far there is just
one estimate of the PAH-to-gas ratio 𝑓PAH,g, which is for the proplyd
HST 10. For that proplyd Vicente et al. (2013) inferred a PAH-to-gas
value that is 1/50th that of the surrounding Orion Bar and 1/90th that
in NGC 7023 (Berné & Tielens 2012). Overall, while we have some
idea that the PAH-to-gas abundance is probably slightly depleted, we
don’t have a good idea of a fiducial value, nor to what extent this is
due to PAH depletion or dust depletion.

The PAH-to-gas abundance in the 6 subsets of the new fried grid
are

• 𝑓PAH,d = 1, ISM-like dust: PAH-to-gas is 𝑓PAH,g = 1
• 𝑓PAH,d = 0.5, ISM-like dust: PAH-to-gas is 𝑓PAH,g = 1/2
• 𝑓PAH,d = 0.1, ISM-like dust: PAH-to-gas is 𝑓PAH,g = 1/10
• 𝑓PAH,d = 1, grain growth: PAH-to-gas is 𝑓PAH,g = 1/100
• 𝑓PAH,d = 0.5, grain growth: PAH-to-gas is 𝑓PAH,g = 1/200
• 𝑓PAH,d = 0.1, grain growth: PAH-to-gas is 𝑓PAH,g = 1/1000

With Vicente et al. (2013) finding PAH depletion at the level of
1/50 – 1/90, At this stage we therefore consider the fiducial subset
of the grid to be that with 𝑓PAH,d = 1 and grain growth, which has
a PAH-to-gas ratio of 𝑓PAH,g = 1/100. This would also imply that
the ISM-like dust version with 𝑓PAH,d = 1 would be fiducial until
the pebble production front reaches the disc outer edge (how one
transitions from the ISM-like dust to grain growth subsets of the
grid could conceivably be done in various ways and is left to the
community to explore).

So our advice is using 𝑓PAH,d = 1 as the fiducial value, however
𝑓PAH,d = 0.5 is certainly plausible and further observational con-
straints are required to pin down the microphysics of external photo-
evaporation. Users are free to explore the impact of different subsets
on disc evolution and planet formation. That said, we wouldn’t advise,
for example, drawing strong conclusions from models exclusively us-
ing the 𝑓PAH,d = 0.1 ISM-like dust case which has a corresponding
PAH-to-gas ratio of 𝑓PAH,g = 1/1000 (orders of magnitude lower
than our existing constraints).

6.3 Using the grid efficiently

A more minor problem encountered in the use of the original fried
is that it is computationally expensive to interpolate over a four-
dimensional ¤𝑀 (Σ𝑑 , 𝑅𝑑 , 𝐺0, 𝑀∗) grid. However for many applica-
tions this has been circumvented by using a lower dimensionality
subset of the grid. For example, removing the sensitivity to stellar
mass for a disc evolving around a given star (Qiao et al. 2022), which
is reasonable because the stellar mass does evolve slowly compared
to the timescale for external photoevaporation (e.g. Choi et al. 2016;

Roquette et al. 2021). Others assume a constant external radiation
field (e.g. Winter et al. 2018; Sellek et al. 2020).

These reductions in dimensionality are valid and can be continued
with the new version of the grid. In particular it makes sense to use
a subset of the grid (or a new interpolated grid) for a single stellar
mass in any given calculation. The UV field may vary substantially in
time (Qiao et al. 2022; Wilhelm et al. 2023; Concha-Ramírez et al.
2023) but fixing is still reasonable for some applications. For the
microphysics, we would generally advise either using a single subset
of the grid at a time rather than interpolating between them (e.g.
a single 𝑓PAH,d value). If interested in following how the external
photoevaporation changes as dust evolves, we would advise using
a version of the grid with ISM-like dust in the outer disc until the
pebble production front reaches the disc outer edge, then switching
entirely to the subset that considers grains to have grown, and small
dust to be depleted in the outer disc.

7 DISCUSSION

7.1 An initial comparison of disc viscous evolution

We now make an initial exploration of how discs evolve in different
components of the new fried grid compared to the old. There are
myriad science applications with these kind of models, but our goal
here is simply to illustrate how different the forms of the grid are.

We use the disc evolutionary code of Coleman (2021) that has
previously been used for studies of the evolutionary pathways of in-
ternally and externally photoevaporating discs (Coleman & Haworth
2022). This code was adapted to include the new fried grid and in-
terpolate within it to calculate mass loss rates following Sellek et al.
(2020); Qiao et al. (2022). The reader should refer to these papers for
full details of the methodology. However in short, these are viscous
disc evolutionary calculations with accretion and a pseudo viscous
𝛼 = 10−3. They include no internal winds, but extract mass from
the outer regions of the disc due to external photoevaporation. We
consider solar mass stars with discs of initial mass of 0.1 M⊙ and a
𝑅−1 surface density profile with an exponential cutoff beyond 50 au.
We only consider the gas evolution in this paper and leave consider-
ation of the dust evolution to future work. We also reiterate that this
is just one set of star-disc parameters and that the detailed evolution
of discs is going to be sensitive to those.

In fig. 10 we show the temporal evolution of mass loss rates (upper
panels), disc mass (middle panels) and disc radii (lower panels). The
FUV radiation field is 103, 104 and 105 G0 from left to right. Note
that here we define the disc radius as that containing 90 per cent of
the mass. In the left and central columns the orange line shows the
evolution of a model utilising the original fried grid. The original
grid did not go to 105 G0, so there is no orange line in the right hand
column, though we note that in previous applications such as Qiao
et al. (2022) the 104 G0 mass loss rates were used wherever the UV
field strength exceeded that upper limit, so for a comparison against
what has been done in the past, one could compare the behaviour of
the orange lines in the central column with those in the right column.
In each panel the other lines follow the same colour and linestyle used
throughout the rest of the paper. Models with 𝑓PAH,d = 1, 0.5, 0.1 are
black, red and blue respectively. Solid lines are with grain growth (a
dust depleted wind) and dashed lines are with ISM-like dust in the
outer disc.

There are many interesting features in this collection of disc evo-
lutionary calculations. In the left hand column the orange and black
lines (original grid and the new fiducial model with dust depletion)
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Figure 10. Illustrative disc evolutionary calculations using the new fried grid. The top panels show the temporal evolution of mass loss rates, the middle panels
show the evolution of disc masses, whilst the bottom panels show the evolution of the radius in the disc containing 90 per cent of the mass. These are all for the
case of a solar mass star with a disc that is initially 0.1 M⊙ and has an exponential cutoff in the disc surface density profile at 50 au.

are fairly consistent (note that these models do have different mi-
crophysics). In the central column both of these models are rapidly
(< 1 Myr) truncated down to ∼ 20 au, however there they diverge,
with the model using the original grid being completely dispersed
more quickly. So there is no qualitative change in the expectation
of rapid truncation, but the longevity of inner discs (at least without
internal winds) appears to be increased in the new grid.

The different subsets of the new grid behave in the way one would
expect based on the discussion of the mass loss rates above. Grain
growth in the disc (i.e. dust depleted winds) lead to higher mass loss
rates and hence more rapid truncation of the disc than those with
ISM-like dust. Similarly reducing the PAH-to-dust ratio decreases
the mass loss rate and leads to less rapid disc truncation.

The right hand column shows disc evolution in a UV field strength
beyond the upper limit of the original fried grid. We note that in
that right hand column all calculations with grain growth see the disc
completely dispersed on timescales shorter than the original grid
would have concluded (since it was capped at 104 G0), irrespective
of the PAH abundance. So while the new grid quite widely intro-
duces lower mass loss rates, in high UV environments such as those
typically encountered by proplyds the new grid results in higher mass
loss rates.

7.2 Comparison with proplyds

Proplyds have mass loss rate estimates computed empirically based
on the extent of the ionisation front and ionisation balance arguments
(see Henney & O’Dell 1999; Haworth et al. 2021; Winter & Haworth
2022). This routinely yields mass loss rates 10−7 − 10−6 M⊙ yr−1

(though note the proplyds in the inner ONC are exposed to radiation
fields more like 106 G0 and are in a regime where the EUV really
does probably play a role). Those high mass loss rates compared
to typical disc lifetimes leads to the idea of the proplyd lifetime
problem, because discs should be dispersed so fast that we wouldn’t
expect to see them (Henney & O’Dell 1999). A possible solution
to this is ongoing star formation and stellar motions in the cluster
(Winter et al. 2019).

The evolutionary calculations in the right hand column of Figure
10 are interesting in comparison with proplyds. On the one hand the
models with ISM-like dust entrained in the wind live substantially
longer, so dust entrainment could help alleviate some of the proplyd
lifetime problem. However it cannot be the entire solution since the
high mass loss rates inferred are empirical, and the mass loss rates
in the long-lived models with ISM-like dust are much lower. This
underscores the importance of understanding and observationally
constraining the nature of grain entrainment in external photoevapo-
rative winds, and understanding how long the transition to being dust
depleted takes.

8 SUMMARY

We introduce and explore a new fried grid of mass loss rates from
protoplanetary discs due to external photoevaporation. External pho-
toevaporative winds are driven from the outer regions of discs when
nearby massive stars expose them to significant amounts of UV radia-
tion. This new grid expands on the original version of fried (Haworth
et al. 2018b) in terms of the breadth of parameter space in UV field,
stellar mass, disc mass and disc radius. The new grid also provides
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the option to use different PAH-to-dust ratios, which is important
because PAH’s can provide the main heating mechanism in PDRs
and their abundance is uncertain. Finally, the new grid provides the
option to control whether or not grain growth has happened in the
disc, which affects the opacity in the wind since only small grains are
entrained. We find that these are the most important microphysics
considerations, with the overall metallicity, inclusion of EUV and
coolant depletion being less important. There are also additional im-
provements, including removing a floor value in the possible mass
loss rates, more robust mass loss rate estimates and checks that the
compact discs in weak UV environments (where numerically stable
solutions are most difficult to compute) do not violate energy limited
considerations. Overall the new grid contains 12960 models. We also
undertake an initial exploration of the disc evolutionary calculations
with different external photoevaporation microphysics.

The mass loss rates range from being similar to the original grid
to being lower, depending on the microphysics. In particular, only
small dust grains are entrained in external photoevaporative winds,
so whether or not grain growth has taken place in the disc can dramat-
ically influence the extinction in the wind and hence the UV incident
on the disc, the mass loss rate and the resulting disc evolution.

What we consider to be the fiducial subset of the grid is that
with a PAH-to-dust ratio 𝑓PAH,d = 1 with grain growth in the disc.
This subset has a PAH-to-gas ratio depleted by a factor 100, and
the proplyd HST 10 is observed to have a PAH-to-gas ratio depleted
by a factor 50 – 90 (Vicente et al. 2013). In this framework, the
reduced PAH-to-gas abundance is due to a reduction in the dust-to-
gas ratio in the wind. Despite the aforementioned being the fiducial,
we expect that at early times the model without grain growth in the
disc will be more valid (the exact timescale is dependent on disc
radius, but typically < 1 Myr), after which the model with grain
growth is most applicable. Despite our arguments above, the PAH
abundance in the wind is not generally well understood so other
subsets of the grid with lower PAH abundance can be used to explore
the possible implications for disc evolution and planet formation, and
may transition to being more fiducial as further constraints on the
PAH abundance are obtained.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The friedv2 and original fried grids of mass loss rates are made
publicly available as online supplementary data associated with this
paper.
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Figure A1. The fried sub-grid that has 𝑓PAH,d = 1 and grain growth in the outer disc, depleting the wind of small grains. Each panel shows the mass loss rate
(log10 [ ¤𝑀 ], M⊙ yr−1, colour) as a function of disc outer radius and outer surface denisty. The stellar masses are 0.1, 0.3, 0.6, 1.0, 1.5 and 3.0 M⊙ from top to
bottom and the UV radiation field is 1, 10, 102, 103, 104, 105G0 from left to right.
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Figure A2. The fried sub-grid that has 𝑓PAH,d = 1.0 and ISM-like dust in the outer disc. Each panel shows the mass loss rate (log10 [ ¤𝑀 ], M⊙ yr−1, colour) as
a function of disc outer radius and outer surface denisty. The stellar masses are 0.1, 0.3, 0.6, 1.0, 1.5 and 3.0 M⊙ from top to bottom and the UV radiation field
is 1, 10, 102, 103, 104, 105G0 from left to right.
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Figure A3. The fried sub-grid that has 𝑓PAH,d = 0.5 and grain growth in the outer disc, depleting the wind of small grains. Each panel shows the mass loss rate
(log10 [ ¤𝑀 ], M⊙ yr−1, colour) as a function of disc outer radius and outer surface denisty. The stellar masses are 0.1, 0.3, 0.6, 1.0, 1.5 and 3.0 M⊙ from top to
bottom and the UV radiation field is 1, 10, 102, 103, 104, 105G0 from left to right.
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Figure A4. The fried sub-grid that has 𝑓PAH,d = 0.5 and ISM-like dust in the outer disc. Each panel shows the mass loss rate (log10 [ ¤𝑀 ], M⊙ yr−1, colour) as
a function of disc outer radius and outer surface denisty. The stellar masses are 0.1, 0.3, 0.6, 1.0, 1.5 and 3.0 M⊙ from top to bottom and the UV radiation field
is 1, 10, 102, 103, 104, 105G0 from left to right.
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Figure A5. The fried sub-grid that has 𝑓PAH,d = 0.1 and grain growth in the outer disc, depleting the wind of small grains. Each panel shows the mass loss rate
(log10 [ ¤𝑀 ], M⊙ yr−1, colour) as a function of disc outer radius and outer surface denisty. The stellar masses are 0.1, 0.3, 0.6, 1.0, 1.5 and 3.0 M⊙ from top to
bottom and the UV radiation field is 1, 10, 102, 103, 104, 105G0 from left to right.
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Figure A6. The fried sub-grid that has 𝑓PAH,d = 0.1 and ISM-like dust in the outer disc. Each panel shows the mass loss rate (log10 [ ¤𝑀 ], M⊙ yr−1, colour) as
a function of disc outer radius and outer surface denisty. The stellar masses are 0.1, 0.3, 0.6, 1.0, 1.5 and 3.0 M⊙ from top to bottom and the UV radiation field
is 1, 10, 102, 103, 104, 105G0 from left to right.
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