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ABSTRACT

How protoplanetary discs evolve remains an unanswered question. Competing theories of viscosity and magneto-

hydrodynamic disc winds have been put forward as the drivers of angular momentum transport in protoplanetary

discs. These two models predict distinct differences in the disc mass, radius and accretion rates over time, that could

be used to distinguish them. However that expectation is built on models that do not include another important

process - photoevaporation, both internally by the host star and externally by neighbouring stars. In this work we

produce numerical models of protoplanetary discs including viscosity, magnetohydrodynamic disc winds, and internal

and external photoevaporation. We find that even weak levels of external photoevaporation can significantly affect

the evolution of protoplanetary discs, influencing the observable features such as disc radii, that might otherwise

distinguish between viscous and wind driven discs. Including internal photoevaporation further suppresses differences

in evolution between viscous and wind driven discs. This makes it much more difficult than previously anticipated, to

use observations of nearby star forming regions to determine whether discs are viscous or wind driven. Interestingly

we find that evolved protoplanetary discs in intermediate FUV environments may be the best cases for differentiating

whether they evolve through viscosity or magnetohydrodynamic disc winds. Ultimately this work demonstrates the

importance of understanding what are the key evolutionary processes and including as many of those as possible

when exploring the evolution of protoplanetary discs.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Planet formation is likely to be intrinsically linked to the
evolution of the circumstellar discs of material around young
stars (e.g. Andrews et al. 2018; Keppler et al. 2018; Pinte
et al. 2018; Teague et al. 2019). However, understanding this
is an extremely challenging problem. We observe each disc at
only a snapshot in its evolution, and any given disc is diffi-
cult to age. This is further complicated by the fact that star
formation happens over time in stellar clusters (e.g. Getman
et al. 2014a,b; Qiao et al. 2022; Concha-Ramı́rez et al. 2023).
Since discs have a huge radial variation in composition, tem-
perature, density and optical depth, any single observation
also only probes a limited region of the disc (see e.g. Figure
1 of Sicilia-Aguilar et al. 2016).
Whilst there are numerous observational challenges, there

are many processes that are thought to affect how and on
what time-scales protoplanetary discs evolve. For example
discs evolve through accreting on to the central star (e.g.
Pringle 1981; Manara et al. 2016b, 2020, 2021), internal
photoevaporative (e.g. Alexander & Armitage 2007; Owen
et al. 2012; Ercolano & Pascucci 2017) or magnetically driven
winds (Balbus & Hawley 1991; Pudritz et al. 2007; Suzuki &
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Inutsuka 2009; Turner et al. 2014; Bai et al. 2016; Tabone
et al. 2022b; Pascucci et al. 2023) as well as winds driven by
external irradiation from nearby massive stars (e.g. O’dell &
Wen 1994; Richling & Yorke 2000; Adams et al. 2004; Smith
et al. 2005; Kim et al. 2016; Haworth & Clarke 2019; Ha-
worth et al. 2021). Typically most disc evolution models only
include one or two of these processes.

Focusing on accretion through the disc and onto the central
star, the main theories accounting for the necessary angular
momentum transport are through viscous accretion or mag-
netohydrodynamic (MHD) driven disc winds. Traditionally,
turbulence in the disc, driven by the magnetorotational in-
stability (MRI)(Balbus & Hawley 1991) was thought to drive
accretion. This turbulence was modelled as a form of viscos-
ity (Shakura & Sunyaev 1973; Lynden-Bell & Pringle 1974),
where shearing rings of gas would drive turbulent transport
through the disc. Using the popular α-disc model (Shakura
& Sunyaev 1973), this was found to require α ∼ 10−3–10−2

in order to match observed accretion rates (King et al. 2007;
Rafikov 2017). More recently, numerous works have provided
additional observational estimates for the viscosity parameter
α, through for example, accretion on to the central star, or
the vertical extent of dust discs (Flaherty et al. 2017; Ansdell
et al. 2018; Trapman et al. 2020; Villenave et al. 2020, 2022).
They typically find a range in α from ∼ 10−4 to ∼ 10−2 with
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a median between 3× 10−4–3× 10−3 (see Rosotti 2023, for a
recent review).

On the other hand, it has also been widely accepted that
large areas of protoplanetary discs are too dense to be suf-
ficiently ionised and thus coupled the stellar magnetic field
(Gammie 1996). For such regimes, where the gas is only par-
tially ionised, non-ideal MHD effects dominate and suppress
the MRI (Armitage 2011), resulting in a non-zero magnetic
flux that then drives magnetised disc winds (e.g. Suzuki & In-
utsuka 2009; Bai & Stone 2013; Fromang et al. 2013; Gressel
et al. 2015). The properties of such winds would then be de-
termined by the properties of the magnetic field, rather than
the local disc conditions (Lesur et al. 2023). As the winds
then transport mass and angular momentum away from the
disc, this then drives an accretion flow to conserve angular
momentum (Salmeron et al. 2011). Recently, analytic disc
models have been formulated that include MHD disc winds
as the driver of accretion through the disc, finding qualitative
differences between their evolution and that of purely viscous
discs (Tabone et al. 2022b).

Whilst we cannot directly measure whether discs are vis-
cous or MHD wind driven, we can: place constraints on the
viscous α parameter which indirectly constrains the possi-
ble driving mechanism (e.g. Rosotti 2023), find evidence for
magnetised disc winds (e.g. Booth et al. 2021; López-Vázquez
et al. 2023; Launhardt et al. 2023), or study populations of
discs at different evolutionary stages to compare with the pre-
dictions of work such as Tabone et al. (2022b); Somigliana
et al. (2023). A factor that may complicate the ability to un-
ambiguously distinguish MHD and viscously driven evolution
is photoevaporation, where high energy radiation from either
the central star (internal photoevaporation, e.g. Ercolano &
Picogna 2022), or from nearby stars (external photoevapo-
ration, e.g. Winter & Haworth 2022) heat the outer layers
of protoplanetary discs and drive a thermal wind. Internal
photoevaporative winds and MHD disc winds originate from
similar portions of the disc, which can make them difficult
to distinguish. Both internal and external photoevaporative
winds can affect the disc mass, radius, lifetime and accretion
properties over time (e.g. Jennings et al. 2018; Sellek et al.
2020b; Coleman & Haworth 2022; Ercolano et al. 2023).

With multiple processes acting on protoplanetary discs,
previous works have explored differences between individual
factors. For example Tabone et al. (2022b) analytically com-
pared purely viscous discs to purely wind driven discs, finding
qualitative differences in disc radii and mass accretion rates.
Winter et al. (2020b) studied the interplay between viscous
resupply of an externally driven wind, finding that the rate
of spreading moderates the external mass loss rate in older
systems. More recently Alexander et al. (2023) compared ana-
lytic solutions for wind driven discs and viscous discs, includ-
ing internal photoevaporation. They concentrated on mass
accretion rates, finding that sufficiently large observational
datasets could differentiate between the models. Exploring
the effects of photoevaporation on viscous discs, Coleman &
Haworth (2022) found five different evolution pathways for
protoplanetary discs, where observations could possibly con-
strain the relative importance of internal and external pho-
toevaporation for any given disc.

In this work, we systematically include all of these pro-
cesses in a single numerical model. We adapt the analytic
model found in Tabone et al. (2022b) and couple to the pre-

scribed mass loss rates for internal photoevaporation (follow-
ing Picogna et al. 2021), and interpolate within the newly
updated fried grid of mass loss rates due to external photo-
evaporation (Haworth et al. 2023). Our aim is to determine
if and what differences there are in the evolution of viscously
and wind-driven protoplanetary discs in different star form-
ing environments. These differences could then be compared
to future observations, hopefully placing further constraints
on the processes that are at play, and to what their properties
are, within protoplanetary discs.

This paper is organised as follows. Section 2 outlines the
disc evolution and photoevaporation models as well as the
simulation parameters. In sect. 3 we explore the effects of the
local star forming environment on the evolution of viscous or
wind driven discs. We include the effects of internal photoe-
vaporation and examine its consequences in sect. 4. Section
5 discusses possible observations that could differentiate be-
tween viscous and MHD wind driven models. Finally we draw
our conclusions in sect. 6.

2 PHYSICAL MODEL AND PARAMETERS

Protoplanetary discs lose mass by accretion onto the cen-
tral star and through photoevaporative winds launched from
the disc surface layers. To account for these processes we
follow Tabone et al. (2022b) and include both contributions
from a traditional 1D viscous α disc model (Shakura & Sun-
yaev 1973), in addition to contributions from an MHD disc
wind. The MHD disc wind is controlled by two parameters:
αDW, which quantifies the angular momentum extracted by
the wind, and λ, the magnetic lever arm parameter which de-
termines the amount of mass lost in the wind. The gas surface
density Σ at radius r, is therefore evolved solving an updated
diffusion equation

Σ̇(r) =
1

r

d

dr

[
3r1/2

d

dr

(
νΣr1/2

)]
+

3

2r

d

dr

[
αDWΣc2s

Ω

]
− 3αDWΣc2s

4(λ− 1)r2Ω
− Σ̇PE(r)

(1)

where ν = αvH
2Ω is the disc viscosity with viscous parameter

αv (Shakura & Sunyaev 1973), H is the disc scale height and
Ω the Keplerian frequency. The second and third components
on the right hand side of eq. 1 represent the change in surface
density due to the angular momentum extracted by the wind,
and the the mass lost in the MHD wind itself. The fourth term
represents mass extracted by photoevaporative winds, which
we discuss below. Note there are two components for α in
eq. 1, those being the measure of turbulence for viscosity αv,
and the measure of angular momentum extracted in the wind
αDW. The equation does not however specify the relationship
between the two α parameters. Therefore we follow Tabone
et al. (2022b) and define

α = αv + αDW (2)

where α quantifies the total torque exerted by turbulence and
the MHD disc wind. Further, we define

ψ =
αDW

αv
(3)

as a parameter that quantifies the relative strength between
the two α parameters. In this work we explore between ψ =
10−4 as a viscous case, to ψ = 104 as a wind driven case.
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Viscosity or MHD winds? 3

Our models also include depletion of the disc through pho-
toevaporative winds. This is expressed by Σ̇PE(r) in eq. 1.
Following Coleman & Haworth (2022) we include internal
photoevaporative winds due to X-ray photons coming from
the central star (detailed in section 2.1) as well as winds
launched from the outer disc by far ultraviolet (FUV) radia-
tion emanating from nearby massive stars (e.g. O-type stars,
see section 2.2). When we utilise both internal and external
photoevaporation regimes, we assume that the photoevapo-
rative mass loss rate at any radius in the disc is the maximum
of the internally and externally driven rates

Σ̇PE(r) = max
(
Σ̇I,X(r), Σ̇E,FUV(r)

)
(4)

where the subscripts I and E refer to contributions from in-
ternal and external photoevaporation.
We assume that the disc is in thermal equilibrium, where

the temperature is calculated by balancing irradiation heat-
ing from the central star, background heating from the resid-
ual molecular cloud, viscous heating and blackbody cooling
To attain this equilibrium, we follow Coleman (2021) and use
an iterative method to solve the following equation D’Angelo
& Marzari (2012)

Qirr +Qν +Qcloud −Qcool = 0 (5)

where Qirr is the radiative heating rates due to the central
star, Qν is the viscous heating rate per unit area of the disc,
Qcloud is the radiative heating due to the residual molecular
cloud, and Qcool is the radiative cooling rate.

2.1 Internal Photoevaporation

The absorption of high energy radiation from the host star
by the disc can heat the gas above the local escape veloc-
ity, and hence drive internal photoevaporative winds. EUV
irradiation creates a layer of ionised hydrogen with tempera-
ture ∼104 K (Clarke et al. 2001), however X-rays penetrate
deeper into the disc and are still capable of heating up to
around ∼104 K (Owen et al. 2010) so for low mass stars are
expected to generally dominate over the EUV for setting the
mass loss rate. FUV radiation penetrates deeper still, creat-
ing a neutral layer of dissociated hydrogen with temperature
of roughly 1000K (Matsuyama et al. 2003). The overall in-
terplay between the EUV, FUV and X-rays is a matter of
ongoing debate. Owen et al. (2012) find that including the
FUV heating simply causes the flow beneath the sonic sur-
face to adjust, but otherwise retains the same mass loss rate.
However others suggest a more dominant role of the FUV
(e.g. Gorti et al. 2009, 2015). Recent models including all
three fields suggest a more complicated interplay (e.g. Wang
& Goodman 2017; Nakatani et al. 2018; Ercolano et al. 2021).
The outcome also depends sensitively on how the irradiated
spectrum is treated (Sellek et al. 2022).
The radiation hydrodynamic models of Owen et al. (2012)

used pre-computed X-ray driven temperatures as a function
of the ionisation parameter (ξ = LX/n/r

2) wherever the col-
umn to the central star is less than 1022cm−2 (and hence op-
tically thin). This approach has since been updated with a se-
ries of column-dependent temperature prescriptions (Picogna
et al. 2019; Ercolano et al. 2021; Picogna et al. 2021).
We follow Picogna et al. (2021) who further build on the

work of Picogna et al. (2019) and Ercolano et al. (2021) and

find that the mass loss profile from internal X-ray irradiation
is approximated by

Σ̇I,X(r) = ln (10)

(
6a ln(r)5

r ln(10)6
+

5b ln(r)4

r ln(10)5
+

4c ln(r)3

r ln(10)4

+
3d ln(r)2

r ln(10)3
+

2e ln(r)

r ln(10)2
+

f

r ln(10)

)
× ṀX(r)

2πr

M⊙

au2yr

(6)

where

ṀX(r)

ṀX(LX)
= 10a log r6+b log r5+c log r4+d log r3+e log r2+f log r+g

(7)

where a = −0.6344, b = 6.3587, c = −26.1445, d = 56.4477,
e = −67.7403, f = 43.9212, and g = −13.2316. We follow
Komaki et al. (2023) and apply a simple approximation to the
outer regions of the disc where the internal photoevaporation
rates drop to zero. The reasons given for this sudden drop is
that the wind itself blocks radiation from heating the outer
regions of protoplanetary discs. However these do not take
into account the effects of when the disc and/or the wind
become optically thin and therefore ineffective at blocking
the radiation. The temperature of X-ray irradiated gas varies
from ∼ 103–104 K depending on the distance in the disc (e.g.
Owen et al. 2010). To be conservative we define the radius
at which the internal photoevaporation scheme drops off as
the gravitational radius for 103 K gas. We therefore apply the
following approximation at radial distances greater than rrgx

Σ̇I,X,ap = 37.86× Σ̇rgx

(
r

rrgx

)−1.578

(8)

where Σ̇rgx is equal to eq. 6 calculated at r = rrgx, and

rrgx =
GM∗

c2s
(9)

where cs is the sound speed for gas of temperature T = 103K,
and µ = 2.35. In the outer regions of the disc the loss in
gas surface density due to internal photoevaporation then
becomes

Σ̇I(r) = max(Σ̇I,X(r), Σ̇I,X,ap) (10)

Following Ercolano et al. (2021) the integrated mass-loss
rate, dependant on the stellar X-ray luminosity, is given as

log10

[
ṀX(LX)

]
= AL exp

[
(ln(log10(LX))−BL)

2

CL

]
+DL,

(11)

in M⊙ yr−1, with AL = −1.947× 1017, BL = −1.572× 10−4,
CL = −0.2866, and DL = −6.694.

2.2 External Photoevaporation

In addition to internal winds driven by irradiation from the
host star, winds can also be driven from the outer regions
of discs by irradiation from external sources. Massive stars
dominate the production of UV photons in stellar clusters
and hence dominate the external photoevaporation of discs.

MNRAS 000, 1–16 (2024)



4 G. A. L. Coleman et al

External photoevaporation has been shown to play an impor-
tant role in setting the evolutionary pathway of protoplane-
tary discs (Coleman & Haworth 2022), their masses (Mann
et al. 2014; Ansdell et al. 2017; van Terwisga & Hacar 2023),
radii (Eisner et al. 2018) and lifetimes (Guarcello et al. 2016;
Concha-Ramı́rez et al. 2019; Sellek et al. 2020a; Winter et al.
2020a) even in weak UV environments (Haworth et al. 2017).
We do not include shielding of the protoplanetary discs, i.e.
by the nascent molecular cloud, that has been shown to have
an effect on the effectiveness of external photoevaporation
(Qiao et al. 2022, 2023; Wilhelm et al. 2023), but instead will
infer it’s effects by examining weaker environments.
In our simulations, the mass loss rate due to external pho-

toevaporation is calculated via interpolating over the recently
updated fried grid (Haworth et al. 2023). This new grid ex-
pands on the original version of fried (Haworth et al. 2018)
in terms of the breadth of parameter space in UV field, stellar
mass, disc mass and disc radius. The new grid also provides
the option to use different PAH-to-dust ratios, which is im-
portant because polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH) can
provide the main heating mechanism in a photodissociation
region (PDR, which is the region at the base of an external
photoevaporative wind) and their abundance is uncertain. Fi-
nally, the new grid provides the option to control whether or
not grain growth has taken place in the disc, which affects
the opacity in the wind since only small grains are entrained.
The fried grid provides mass loss rates for discs irradi-

ated by FUV radiation as a function of the star/disc/FUV
parameters. In our simulations, we determine the mass loss
rate at each time step by linearly interpolating fried in three
dimensions: disc size Rd, disc outer edge surface density Σout

and FUV field strength FFUV.
We evaluate the fried mass loss rate at each radius from

the outer edge of the disc down to the radius that contains
80% of the disc mass. We choose this value as 2D hydrody-
namical models show that the vast majority of the mass loss
from external photoevaporation, comes from the outer 20% of
the disc (Haworth & Clarke 2019). The change in gas surface
density is then calculated as

Σ̇ext, FUV(r) = Gsm
Ṁext(Rmax)

π(R2
d −Rmax

2) +Asm

, (12)

where Asm is a smoothing area equal to

Asm =
π(R22

max − (0.1Rmax)
22)

11R20
max

(13)

and Gsm is a smoothing function

Gsm =
r20

R20
max

. (14)

The fried grid contains multiple subgrids that vary the
PAH-to-dust ratio (fPAH) and specify whether or not grain
growth has occurred. The effects of using different combina-
tions of these parameters will be explored in future work, but
we do not expect such changes to affect the differences be-
tween viscous and MHD wind driven discs. The combination
we use here is fPAH = 1 (an interstellar medium, ISM,-like
PAH-to-dust ratio) and assume that grain growth has oc-
curred in the outer disc, depleting it and the wind of small
grains which reduces the extinction in the wind and increases
the mass loss rate compared to when dust is still ISM-like.
This combination of parameters results in PAH-to-gas abun-

dances comparable to our limited observational constraints
on that value (Vicente et al. 2013).

2.3 Simulation Parameters

Whilst our previous work examined the evolution of viscously
evolving discs, including internal and external photoevapora-
tion, around stars of different masses (Coleman & Haworth
2022), here for simplicity, we only consider Solar mass stars.
In future work, we will explore populations of stars with vary-
ing masses and in varying environments. To explore the differ-
ences that arise from viscous or MHD-wind driven discs, we
vary the ratio of the MHD-wind to turbulent viscous trans-
port, ψ, in log intervals of 0.1 between ψ = 10−4, that be-
ing the viscosity dominated case, to ψ = 104, that being
the MHD-wind dominated case. Note that ψ = 1 represents
the hybrid case, where α is evenly split between viscosity
and the MHD wind. Numerous works have provided obser-
vational estimates for the viscosity parameter α (Isella et al.
2009; Andrews et al. 2010; Pinte et al. 2016; Flaherty et al.
2017; Trapman et al. 2020; Villenave et al. 2020, 2022). To
ensure consistency, we assume that the maximum that our
value for αv can be is 10−3, consistent with estimates (see
Rosotti 2023, for a recent review). This is also consistent
with our previous disc evolution scenarios (Coleman & Ha-
worth 2022), as well as planet formation scenarios that show
that α ≤ 10−3 in order to form circumbinary systems simi-
lar to BEBOP-1 (Standing et al. 2023; Coleman et al. 2024).
For the external photoevaporative mass loss rates, we vary
the strength of the local environment, ranging from 10 G0 to
105G0, which spans most of the range found in star forming
regions (Fatuzzo & Adams 2008; Winter et al. 2020a). X-ray
luminosities are observed to vary by up to two orders of mag-
nitude even for stars of the same mass, due to a combination
of measurement uncertainty and genuine intrinsic differences
in X-ray activity levels, which are time varying (see figure
1 of Flaischlen et al. 2021, and the associated discussion).
Whilst we do not perform a parameter study including vari-
ations in X-ray luminosities, we take LX = 1030ergs−1 to
account for the central star driving an internal photoevapo-
rative wind. We define this as a weak photoevaporative wind,
since the X-ray luminosity chosen is half a magnitude smaller
than the average found for Solar mass stars in nearby clus-
ters (LX = 1030.5ergs−1; Flaischlen et al. 2021). With this
X-ray luminosity, it yields an integrated mass loss rate of
5.4 × 10−8 M⊙ yr−1, but this value would be the maximum
possible total internal photoevaporative mass loss rate, since
we assume the mass loss due to photoevaporation at any given
point in the disc is the maximum of the internal and exter-
nal photoevaporative winds. Note that any plausible value
for LX within these simulations would give mass loss rates
due to internal photoevaporation comparable to or exceeding
the stellar accretion rate, as this is a natural consequence of
internal photoevaporation (Ercolano et al. 2009; Owen et al.
2010; Picogna et al. 2019; Ercolano et al. 2021).

We initialise our discs following Lynden-Bell & Pringle
(1974)

Σ = Σ0

(
r

RC

)−1

exp

(
− R

RC

)
(15)

where Σ0 is the normalisation constant set by the total disc
mass, (for a given RC), and RC is the scale radius, which sets
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Viscosity or MHD winds? 5

Figure 1. Temporal evolution of gas surface densities for viscous discs (left panel), and wind-dominated discs (right panel). The uppermost
blue line is the initial profile, whilst the black line shows the final output. The interval between profiles here is equal to 2 Myr.

Parameter Value

rini( au) 100
Md,max(M⊙) 0.17

RC( au) 50

rin( au) 0.1
rout( au) 500

log10(LX) 30
α 10−3

ψ 10−4–104

G0 101–105

fpah 1

Table 1. Simulation Parameters. They are, from top to bottom, the

initial disc radius, the maximum stable initial disc mass (we use

half of this value in our initial conditions), the X-ray luminosity, the
viscous α parameter and the external FUV radiation field strength

and the assumed PAH-to-dust ratio relative to the ISM.

the initial disc size, taken here to be equal to 50 au. For the
initial mass of the disc we follow Haworth et al. (2020) where
from hydrodynamic simulations they find the maximum disc
mass Md,max that a gas disc of radius rini, and a radial slope
of -1 around a star of mass M∗ can be before becoming grav-
itationally unstable

Md,max

M∗
= 0.17

( rini
100 au

)1/2
(
M∗

M⊙

)−1/2

. (16)

Given that we initialise the disc with the Lynden-Bell &
Pringle (1974) self similar solution, and not a constant slope,
we take rini = 100 au, twice that of the scale radius, in or-
der to obtain appropriate protoplanetary disc masses that
are gravitationally stable. Therefore in this work, with rini =
100 au, the initial disc mass corresponds to Md = 0.17M⊙.
Table 1 shows the simulation parameters that we used in this
work.

3 EFFECT OF THE LOCAL RADIATION
ENVIRONMENT

The main focus of this section is on the effects of the lo-
cal radiation environment, through external photoevapora-
tive winds, on the evolution of discs that otherwise evolve
through either viscosity or MHD-winds. Within the simula-
tion parameters we use, this corresponds to ψ = 10−4 for the

viscous disc, and ψ = 104 for the wind-driven disc. These are
most equivalent to the ψ = 0 and ψ = ∞ in Tabone et al.
(2022b). Initially we will explore the effects of a weak FUV
environment, equivalent to 10G0, and similar to the FUV
field strength found in star forming regions such as Taurus
and Lupus (e.g. Cleeves et al. 2016). For this section, we do
not include the effects of internal photoevaporation, so that
we can systematically determine the effects of the local en-
vironment on the evolution of viscous or MHD wind driven
discs.

In fig. 1 we show the temporal evolution of the gas surface
densities for a viscous dominated disc (left panel), and a wind
dominated disc (right panel). Because of the (weak) external
FUV field, both discs evolve in a similar way at the start
of their lifetimes, where they begin to truncate and reduce
in size. For the viscous case, the disc truncates to ∼ 300 au
where the viscous expansion rate equals the mass loss rate
through external photoevaporation (Clarke 2007). Over the
rest of the disc lifetime here, the disc continues to accrete
onto the central star and lose mass through the external pho-
toevaporative wind. In contrast, for the wind dominated disc
(where there is no outwards expansion like in the case of vis-
cous spreading) this results in no balancing of the disc with
the external photoevaporative wind, and so the disc continues
to truncate over the disc lifetime.

Comparing fig. 1 with figure 6 of Tabone et al. (2022b), the
wind dominated disc evolves in a similar manner with it con-
stantly reducing in size and mass. However, whilst the viscous
case here truncated to an equilibrium, the equivalent case in
Tabone et al. (2022b) continued to expand in size as it lost
mass. This shows the importance of including, even to a small
degree (e.g. 10G0), the effects of external photoevaporation.

3.1 Disc radii

In terms of the disc radius, it is clear that there is a differ-
ence in evolution between viscous and wind dominated discs,
with the wind dominated discs truncating at a much faster
rate. Figure 2 shows the evolution of the disc radius, defined
as that containing 90 per cent of the mass, for the viscous
(blue line), hybrid (ψ = 1, red line) and wind (orange line)
dominated discs. The solid, dashed and dotted lines are for
external FUV radiation fields of 10, 103 and 105 G0 respec-
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6 G. A. L. Coleman et al

Figure 2. Evolution of the disc radius taken at the radius that
encompasses 90% of the disc mass for discs evolving in different

FUV environments: 10 G0 (solid lines), 103G0 (dashed lines) and

105G0 (dotted lines). The main disc evolution processes are shown
by the colours: viscous discs (blue lines), hybrid discs (red lines)

and wind driven discs (orange lines).

tively. For low G0 environments, shown by the solid lines, it
is clear that the wind dominated case has a different evolu-
tion track to those including the effects of viscosity, with it
constantly decreasing in size. The viscous and hybrid cases
however expand outwards initially until they reach an equi-
librium with the external mass loss rates, before they then
slowly begin to truncate. This is similar to that seen in other
works (e.g. Tabone et al. 2022b) and should observations give
hints to disc sizes over time, it could be possible to determine
the driver of angular momentum transfer in protoplanetary
discs.
However, in stronger environments, where mass loss rates

are significantly higher, external photoevaporation is able to
truncate the disc and dominate the discs evolution irrespec-
tive of the mode of angular momentum transport, typically
from the outside-in (Coleman & Haworth 2022). The dashed
and dotted lines in fig. 2 show the evolution of disc radius for
stronger FUV environments, that being 1000G0 and 105 G0.
With stronger mass loss rates, the equilibrium point between
viscous expansion and mass lost through external photoevap-
oration moves inward, as can be seen by the steady decline in
disc radii for the blue and red dashed lines in fig. 2, showing
the evolution of discs in a 1000 G0 environment. Interest-
ingly there is no expansion in these discs, with the equilib-
rium point being located closer than that for the initial disc.
Equally of note, there is little difference between the viscous
and wind dominated discs here for the first ∼ 2Myr, with the
only main difference in the end being the faster truncation
of the disc in the latter stages of the disc lifetime, when the
discs are < 40 au in size. This would indicate that maybe,
only in older stellar clusters and with smaller compact discs,
will it be possible to discern whether discs are driven through
viscosity or through disc winds.
Increasing the external field strength further, with the dot-

ted lines showing for a 105G0 environment, it is clear that
all the discs in this case truncate down effectively to ∼ 10 au
where the effectiveness of external photoevaporation strongly
decreases, as the gas is too deep within the stars gravita-
tional well. The later evolution is then determined through

Figure 3. Mass accretion rates on to the central stars for discs
evolving in different FUV environments: 10 G0 (solid lines) and

105G0 (dashed lines). The main disc evolution processes are shown

by the colours: viscous discs (blue lines), hybrid discs (red lines)
and wind driven discs (orange lines).

either viscosity or disc winds, with those evolving through
disc winds doing so at a faster rate, as the viscous case still
attempts to maintain outward expansion, thus reducing the
flow rate of material through the disc on to the star. Evi-
dently here, the differences in disc sizes is extremely small,
making discs in strong FUV environments, poor targets to
test other evolution processes of protoplanetary discs.

3.2 Mass Accretion Rates

Whilst the disc radius shows some environments that could
yield observable differences between viscous and wind driven
discs, the mass accretion rate on to the star provides another
empirical constraint on disc evolution (e.g. Manara et al.
2023). In fig. 3 we show the mass accretion rates over time for
viscous (blue), hybrid (red), and wind driven (orange) discs
in a weak environment of 10G0 (solid lines), and a strong
environment of 105G0 (dashed lines). The wind driven case
can be seen to be around a factor few times smaller than the
viscous discs for most of the disc lifetime. This is irrespective
initially of the environment, since the material in the inner
disc is not affected by the local environment until it begins
to affect the resupply of material from the outer disc. At this
point, the mass accretion rates drop, to balance what mass
is flowing through the disc. Interestingly for the stronger en-
vironment, the more viscous discs evolve faster and reduce
in accretion rate quicker than the wind driven discs. This is
mainly due to the balancing of viscous expansion, limiting the
supply of gas to the inner regions of the disc, to be accreted
on to the central star. Since there is no expansion for wind
driven discs, this allows them to continue accreting through
the disc at a similar rate until, the end of the disc lifetime
when there is no material remaining and the accretion rate
plummets dramatically.

Whilst there are some subtle differences in the mass accre-
tion rates, in practice this is likely to be a prohibitively diffi-
cult individual measure to differentiate between viscous and
wind driven discs. Since the accretion rate is dependent on
the inner regions of the disc, it is therefore heavily dependent
on the initial disc properties. These include the disc mass,
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Figure 4. Evolution of disc mass versus disc radii (left panel), disc mass versus accretion rate (middle panel), and the temporal evolution

of the remaining disc lifetime (disc mass / accretion rate). Solid lines show discs evolving in 10G0 environments, whilst dashed lines show

discs evolving in 105G0 environments. Viscous discs are shown with blue lines, whilst wind driven discs are denoted by orange lines, with
hybrid discs shown by red lines.

the disc size and how compact it is, as well as the strength of
the MHD wind or turbulence. It may also be sensitive to the
presence of planets within the inner disc and internal photo-
evaporation (as we discuss below). Manipulating the initial
conditions well within reasonable bounds, would yield similar
mass accretion rates, washing out any discernible difference
between viscous and wind driven discs. This is in contrast to
the disc radius, where the qualitative evolution of the differ-
ent processes would remain.

3.3 Other Observables

We now look at a number of other observable properties that
are thought to give rise to differences between viscous and
MHD wind evolving protoplanetary discs. Figure 4 shows
the relation between disc mass and disc radius (left panel),
disc mass and accretion rate on to the central star (middle
panel), and the temporal evolution of disc mass divided by
the mass accretion rate, a proxy for the disc lifetime (right
panel). The colours again show a viscous disc (blue), a hybrid
disc (red) and a wind driven disc (orange), whilst solid lines
show the discs evolving in a weak environment, and dashed
lines show a strong environment. Expectations from analyt-
ical models show a divergence in how disc radii evolve with
disc mass, with viscous discs becoming larger in radius as the
discs evolve and lose mass (Manara et al. 2023). For wind
driven discs, they continue to reduce in size as mass in ac-
creted on to the central star. Our models here are somewhat
in agreement, with viscous models generally being larger than
wind driven models for similar disc masses, but the expan-
sion of the viscous discs here is balanced by (even weak) ex-
ternal photoevaporation, before they begin to slowly reduce
in size. Additionally, whilst those discs in stronger FUV en-
vironments also show a similar trend, the differences are only
noticeable once the discs are less than 10 au in size, and so
such small differences will be difficult to realise in observa-
tions.
Moving to the middle panel of fig. 4, analytic expectations

for viscous discs have found correlations between the disc
mass and the mass accretion rate, where discs tend to have
lower accretion rates as the discs reduce in mass, and reach
the end of their lifetime (Jones et al. 2012; Lodato et al.
2017). When including the effects of internal photoevapora-
tion, Somigliana et al. (2020) found that instead of a linear

correlation between the mass accretion rate and disc mass,
there was instead a “knee” when mass accretion rate fell be-
low the photoevaporative mass loss rate, drastically reduc-
ing the mass accretion rate. In analytic comparisons to wind
driven discs, this results in the viscous discs having lower
mass accretion rates than wind driven discs for discs of sim-
ilar mass (Manara et al. 2023). Looking at fig. 4, this is not
seen in the weak external environment (solid lines) where the
viscous disc maintains larger accretion rates than the wind
driven disc. However these discs have not reached the end of
their lifetime, since we stopped the simulations after 20 Myr,
where the effects may be observed. For the stronger external
environment (dashed lines), such a trend where the accretion
rate for viscous discs is lower is observed, but only once the
discs are reduced to ∼ 1− 2 Jupiter masses, and by compar-
ing to the left panel of fig. 4, this is only once they are ∼few
au in size. However, no such knee feature is observed, since
our models shown in fig. 4 did not include internal photoe-
vaporation. Whilst the differences are not large, only a factor
few at most, these again could be matched by altering the
initial properties of the disc. However, given the compactness
of the discs in the wind driven case, this would suggest that
they will have significantly larger accretion rates at smaller
disc sizes than those that evolve through viscous accretion.
Should observations be able to accurately obtain both mea-
sures for compact, weakly accreting discs, this could shed
light on the processes that occur within them. It is also inter-
esting to note that in stronger external environments, both
evolving viscous and wind driven discs exhibit larger accre-
tion rates than those of similar mass in weak environments.
This is expected since the accretion rate is more affected by
the inner disc region, whilst the disc mass is influenced by the
processes in the outer disc. Therefore, observations of differ-
ent star forming regions should observe this signature.

Finally, by using a proxy for the disc lifetime, though note
it assumes no other mechanism for mass loss, the right panel
of fig. 4, shows the temporal evolution of the disc mass di-
vided by the accretion rate, i.e. the depletion time-scale. From
previous works (e.g. Jones et al. 2012; Somigliana et al. 2023;
Manara et al. 2023), it is expected the remaining lifetime of
viscous discs increases as time progresses. This is mainly due
to the assumptions that the discs are constantly expanding,
whilst accretion rates are falling. However even with the in-
clusion of weak external photoevaporation this expansion is
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Figure 5. Differences in disc radii over time between a viscously
evolving disc and a wind driven disc. Different FUV environments

are denoted by colours: 10G0 (blue), 100G0 (red), 1000G0 (or-

ange), 104G0 (purple) and 105G0 (green).

halted, making the assumption no longer valid. Indeed, even
the solid lines for a weak external environment show the re-
maining lifetime remaining level, similar to the wind driven
case. In fact, the remaining lifetime, by this metric is also
shorter for the viscous discs. When increasing the strength
of the local environment, this again does not agree with ana-
lytic expectations, as both the viscous and wind driven rates
very quickly drop as the discs are mainly dispersed through
photoevaporative winds. Only when the inner disc remains,
does the remaining lifetime in the viscous disc exceed that of
the wind driven, as it tries to simultaneously expand whilst
accreting on to the central star. Therefore in summary, when
observing discs in regions where even weak external photoe-
vaporation is present it will be challenging to use this metric
to differentiate between viscous and MHD wind driven discs.

3.4 Optimal observations

With the above sections showing how viscous and wind driven
discs evolve in different environments, we now explore the re-
gions in time and space that show the largest differences for
such discs. Figure. 5 shows the difference in disc radii over
time between viscous discs and wind driven discs, for a range
of external FUV radiation field strengths. For values > 0
in fig. 5, viscous discs are larger than wind-driven discs and
vice versa for values < 0. It is clear from fig. 5 that discs
that evolve in stronger FUV environments (≥ 104 G0) show
very little difference in disc radii (i.e. < 10 au). Additionally
in more intermediate environments, e.g. 103G0, viscous discs
are only more than 10 au larger, after ∼ 7Myr, when the
discs have evolved somewhat and will be smaller in size. In
weaker environments, viscous discs are nearly always larger,
but these differences are only greater than 10 au after 1–2
Myr. This effectively shows the age of the disc that obser-
vations are required to yield the greatest differences between
viscous and wind driven discs.
Whilst fig. 5 showed the difference in disc radii over time,

it is also interesting to know how this relates to the disc size.
Figure. 6 now shows the disc radius against the difference in
radii between viscous and wind driven discs. It is clear that
for weaker environments, shown by the blue and red lines,

Figure 6. Differences in disc radii as a function of the wind driven
discs radii between a viscously evolving disc and a wind driven

disc. Different FUV environments are denoted by colours: 10G0

(blue), 100G0 (red), 1000G0 (orange), 104G0 (purple) and 105G0

(green).

the discs are fairly extended when there is a noticeable differ-
ence. However for the intermediate environment, the orange
line showing a disc in a 103G0 environment, whilst the dif-
ferences become ≥ 10 au after ∼ 7Myr, this is only when the
wind driven disc is 30 au in size. This means that knowing
the disc age, and other properties that influence its evolution
will become important in comparing viscous and wind driven
disc models. Additionally for the discs in strong UV envi-
ronments, the main differences are only when the discs are
extremely compact, and so where external photoevaporation
is ineffective, and so this is dependent on how quickly the
discs evolve to this state and the viscous discs become flat
and slow accretors. In summary, fig. 6 again shows that weak
environments would be the best targets for comparing disc
sizes to determine whether discs are viscous or wind driven.

4 CONSEQUENCES OF INTERNAL
PHOTOEVAPORATION

Section 3 has shown how external photoevaporation affects
viscous and wind driven discs, and indicated that discs in
weak FUV environments are best suited for observations with
the aim of differentiating between viscous and wind driven
disc evolution. However, in these environments, the models
show that the disc lifetimes are extremely long (> 10Myr)
much longer than those observed in nearby clusters (e.g.
Haisch et al. 2001; Ribas et al. 2015). Additionally, the value
of α, used to determine the level of turbulence in viscous
discs, was set to 10−3, which is consistent, if not slightly
higher than that observed in protoplanetary discs (Ansdell
et al. 2018; Villenave et al. 2022). This value was also used
for the strength of the MHD wind. To obtain shorter life-
times, increasing the strength of α would reduce the lifetime,
however, this would be in disagreement with observational
constraints on α. Also, for wind driven discs, this would in-
crease the mass accretion rate, which again would need to
be compared with observed values. Other ways of reducing
the lifetime would be on altering the initial properties, of the
disc, i.e. starting with smaller, less massive discs. However,
this would not solve the viscous disc evolution sufficiently,
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Figure 7. Temporal evolution of gas surface densities for viscous discs (left panel) and wind-dominated discs (right panel), whilst including
internal photoevaporation with the central stars X-ray luminosity LX = 1030ergs−1.

since viscous expansion would still lead to an equilibrium
point with external photoevaporation, that would leave large
abundances of mass in the outer disc, which would be slowly
removed from the system. Additionally, whilst wind driven
discs will be sufficiently more compact as well, and with no
process for expansion, they may be too compact to be accu-
rately compared with observations.
We have so far not considered internal photoevaporation

in this paper. Energetic photons from the central star, typi-
cally X-rays, can act to heat the surface layers of the disc
and drive a photoevaporative wind. For Solar mass stars,
this wind typically removes mass from 10-100 au, a simi-
lar region to the MHD wind closer to the star, and the ex-
ternal photoevaporative wind far from the star. The inter-
play between internal photoevaporative and MHD winds is
not extensively studied (Wang & Goodman 2017), though re-
cent work has studied the interplay between Hall-effect MHD
and internal photoevaporation (Sarafidou et al. 2023), find-
ing that winds are mainly driven by photoevaporation ex-
cept when the magnetic field is strong or the X-ray luminos-
ity is low (log10(LX) ≤ 29.3). Given the uncertainty in how
to treat internal photoevaporation and MHD winds simul-
taneously, we only include a weak internal photoevaporative
wind. Specifically we set the central star’s X-ray luminosity
LX = 1030ergs−1, whereas the average value for Solar mass
stars in star forming regions is LX = 1030.5ergs−1 (Flaischlen
et al. 2021). Given we consider relatively weak X-ray lumi-
nosities, and given the uncertainty in the interaction between
photoevaporative and MHD winds, we treat both the MHD
and photoevaporative winds entirely separably, to make an
initial exploration of their effects on the models.

4.1 Surface Density Evolution

Figure 7 shows the gas surface density evolution for a vis-
cous disc (left panel) and a wind driven disc (right panel).
Like fig. 1, these discs evolved in a weak FUV environment
(10G0), but this time include internal photoevaporation due
to X-rays. Comparing to fig. 1, it is clear that the discs evolve
substantially faster when there is even a weak internal pho-
toevaporative wind. Indeed the discs are fully dispersed after
only 4 Myr, much closer to the typical observed protoplane-
tary disc lifetimes of ∼ 3Myr (e.g. Haisch et al. 2001; Ribas

et al. 2015). This is mainly due to the internal photoevapora-
tive wind removing gas from the intermediate regions of the
discs, which removes the supply of material to the outer disc,
allowing external photoevaporation to truncate the disc at a
faster rate. Interestingly, both the viscous and wind driven
discs had similar lifetimes, and it appears from fig. 7, similar
evolution profiles. Nearer to the end of the disc lifetime, in-
ternal photoevaporation would be able to open a hole in the
disc, as seen in the right panel of fig. 7, where either viscous
transport or the MHD wind would be unable to replenish the
material at that radius lost through the wind. Once this oc-
curs, the disc radii can truncate extremely quickly, since as
with internal photoevaporation truncating outwards on the
inner edge of the outer disc, and external photoevaporation
acting on the outer edge, eventually such an outer disc will
become thin, ring-like, before being dispersed. This would
cause a sudden drop in the radius of the disc. Note that the
gap opened by internal photoevaporation in the viscous case
is not shown in fig. 7, since the gap opened and additionally
the outer disc quickly dispersed in between our plotting inter-
vals. In both cases, the gaps in the discs were only open for a
short time (< 0.1 Myr), since the outer discs were quickly dis-
persed. Interestingly, the gap was able to open at a slightly
earlier time in the viscous case, since viscous expansion of
the outer disc allowed for a larger external photoevaporative
mass loss rate, that depleted the outer disc quicker. Whilst
this did not affect the disc lifetime, since the final lifetime was
determined by the rate of accretion in the inner disc, this did
result in the outer disc dispersing at an earlier time.

To further highlight the influence of photoevaporation on
the evolution of the disc mass, fig. 8 shows the mass loss rates
for a viscous disc in a 103G0 environment. The blue line shows
the accretion rate on to the central star, whilst the red and
yellow lines denote the mass lost through internal and ex-
ternal photoevaporation respectively. The effect of external
photoevaporation is clear in this environment, since it dom-
inates the total mass loss rate of the disc for the first ∼ 0.5
Myr, whilst the disc is large. After this time, internal photo-
evaporation begins to dominate since it removes mass from
the intermediate regions of the disc, where external photoe-
vaporation is less effective. Interestingly, it is only early in the
disc lifetime, that the stellar accretion rate is larger than the
internal photoevaporation rate, since there is a large buildup
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Figure 8. Mass loss rates for viscous discs evolving in a 103G0 en-
vironment, with contributions from stellar accretion (blue line),

internal photoevaporation (red line) and external photoevapora-

tion (yellow line).

of material in the inner disc. As the disc depletes, the accre-
tion rate on to the star also decreases, consistent with ob-
served trends in regions such as Chamaeleon I (Manara et al.
2016a, 2017) and Lupus (Alcalá et al. 2014, 2017). After only
∼ 0.1 Myr, the mass accretion rate is weaker than the in-
ternal photoevaporative mass loss rate. Note that this is also
consistent for discs in other external UV environments, and
additionally from discs evolving through MHD disc winds. It
is also worth noting that the central star’s X-ray luminosity is
weak here compared to the average observed in stellar clusters
(Flaischlen et al. 2021), and so we consider this a weak inter-
nal photoevaporative wind, as larger X-ray luminosities will
yield much stronger mass loss rates. Therefore, fig. 8 empha-
sises how photoevaporation dominates the mass loss mech-
anisms for protoplanetary discs, with the relative strengths
between internal and external photoevaporation determining
which mechanism dominates the overall mass loss contribu-
tions. This was also seen in recent work that included high
photoevaporation rates (Coleman & Haworth 2022), and fur-
ther illustrates the importance of including photoevaporation
within models of protoplanetary disc evolution.

4.2 Effects on disc radii

The similarities in disc radii is clearly evident in fig. 9, which
shows the evolution of the disc radius, taken at 90 per cent
of the disc mass, for viscous or wind driven discs in different
environments. Where in fig. 2 there were differences between
viscous and wind driven discs in the weak external environ-
ments, there are minimal differences here in fig. 9 when even
just a weak internal photoevaporative wind is included. Addi-
tionally, discs are seen here to dramatically reduce in radius,
this being the time just after internal photoevaporation has
opened a hole in the disc, with the outer disc then being
quickly dispersed from both sides. Interestingly it may ac-
tually be this feature that is a useful indicator of whether
discs are viscous or wind driven, since it appears that viscous
discs evolve faster than wind driven discs in more intermedi-
ate environments. Here the viscous expansion fed a stronger
external mass loss rate, which ultimately allowed the outer
disc region to deplete at a faster rate, once internal photoe-

Figure 9. Same as fig. 2 but for discs including internal photoevap-
oration with the central stars X-ray luminosity LX = 1030ergs−1.

vaporation was able to open a hole. This however is not the
case for stronger external environments, since external pho-
toevaporation there truncates the disc down to a small size
before a hole is able to open (Coleman & Haworth 2022).

In consequence, the inclusion of internal photoevaporation
here has significantly dampened the possibility of using the
disc radius as a measure of whether discs are viscous or wind
driven. This, along with the inclusion of external photoevap-
oration above, shows the importance when exploring what
drives the evolution of protoplanetary discs, of including all
of the major processes that determine the outcome.

4.3 Other Observables

Whilst the inclusion of internal photoevaporation has limited
the effectiveness of using the disc radius as a measure between
viscous or wind driven discs, it is also a question of how other
observables, such as the disc mass, or the mass accretion rate,
are also affected. Figure. 10 shows the evolution between disc
mass and disc radius (left panel), disc mass and accretion rate
(middle panel), and time and remaining lifetime (right panel).
Similar to fig. 4, the colours show viscous (blue), hybrid (red),
and wind driven (orange) discs, with solid lines showing for
a weak external environment, and dashed lines for a strong
environment.

Looking at the left panel of fig. 10, it is again clear that
viscous discs are found to be slightly more massive than wind
driven discs of similar size. This is similar to what is observed
in fig. 4, however, the extent of the differences is now down
to only ∼few au, and so it is unlikely that such a differ-
ence could be unambiguously demonstrated observationally,
due for example to uncertainty in the initial conditions of the
disc. For the discs in the weak external environments, internal
photoevaporation dominated the mass loss rates of the disc,
especially in the intermediate and outer disc regions. With
this occurring for both viscous and wind driven discs, this
is what led to the evolution tracks being similar. However,
for the stronger external environments, external photoevap-
oration dominated the mass loss rates of the disc, effectively
truncating the discs, and again leading to similar evolution
tracks, until the discs became compact where the effectiveness
of external photoevaporation was diminished.

A similar situation is found when looking at the mass ac-
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Figure 10. Same as fig. 4 but for discs including internal photoevaporation with the central stars X-ray luminosity LX = 1030ergs−1.

cretion rate as a function of disc mass. Again the differences
between viscous and wind driven discs is minimal, whilst
there is limited evidence for a “knee” feature as predicted by
internal photoevaporation models (Somigliana et al. 2020),
mainly due to the effects of photoevaporation on the outer
disc regions. Additionally, when including internal photoe-
vaporation, the mass accretion rate is also similar in all en-
vironments, with a slightly increasing trend towards higher
accretion rates in stronger external environments for discs of
similar mass. The similarity across environments is due to
the length of time taken for the effects of the outer disc to
influence the inner disc regions, through the resupply of ma-
terial that is lost to stellar accretion. For discs in stronger
environments, they exhibit larger accretion rates since the
outer disc is truncated more efficiently and so the mass of
the disc reduces at a faster rate. The inner disc however, is
minimally directly affected by photoevaporation and so has
similar accretion rates on to the star at similar times early in
its lifetime.

The biggest difference between fig. 4 and fig. 10, is the right
hand panel, where the remaining lifetimes now all exhibit
similar pathways. For both weak and strong external environ-
ments, the remaining lifetime in a wind driven disc is consis-
tently larger than it’s viscous counterpart. Additionally the
expectations in Somigliana et al. (2023); Manara et al. (2023)
that the remaining lifetime in viscous discs increases over time
is again not seen, highlighting the importance of including the
additional processes that remove significant amounts of mass
from the disc, i.e. photoevaporation. At the very least it shows
the importance of understanding the interplay between MHD
disc winds and photoevaporative processes, which is only just
starting to be explored (Sarafidou et al. 2023). The effect of
external photoevaporation seen here by the stronger environ-
ments (dashed lines) shows smaller depletion time-scales than
in weaker environments. This is again due to the outer disc
being efficiently truncated and reduced in mass, whilst the
inner disc continues to accrete on to the star at similar rates
as discs in weaker environments. This leads to smaller deple-
tion time-scales for discs in stronger environments. The main
effect of internal photoevaporation here is by dominating the
evolution of discs in weaker environments, both viscous and
wind driven, and so causing them to have similar evolution
tracks.

As was shown in fig. 9, there now appears to be minimal dif-
ference in the evolution of disc radii between viscous and wind
driven discs. Figure. 11 shows the difference in radius over
time between viscous and wind driven discs for those evolv-

Figure 11. Same as fig. 5 but for discs including internal photoevap-

oration with the central stars X-ray luminosity LX = 1030ergs−1.

ing in different FUV environments (shown by the colours)
and including the effects of internal photoevaporation. Inter-
estingly it seems that for the first Myr, there are now mini-
mal difference across all environments. Even in weak environ-
ments over the entire disc lifetime, the maximum difference
is now 15 au, showing that the discs are of similar size, ir-
respective of if they are viscous or wind driven, when also
taking possible variations in initial conditions into account.
Interestingly the largest feature now is at the end of the disc
lifetime, where wind driven discs in more intermediate en-
vironments (e.g. 103G0) are found to be significantly larger
than their viscous counterparts. This, as described above, is
due to internal photoevaporation opening a hole in the disc,
and coupled to the external wind, quickly disperses the outer
disc. With viscous expansion already supplying the external
photoevaporative wind, there is less material in the outer disc
to disperse than in the wind driven disc. As such, this allows
the outer disc to be more quickly removed, truncating the
disc at a much faster rate. This equally happens in stronger
FUV environments, but here the discs fully truncate down to
a small size before a hole is able to open, slightly nullifying
the observable effect.

5 DISCUSSION

The above sections described the effects of external and in-
ternal photoevaporation on the evolution of viscous and wind
driven protoplanetary discs, including the observables that
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Figure 12.Disc lifetimes as a function of ψ, the ratio of the strengths
of viscosity and the MHD wind. Different environments are shown

by colours: 10G0 (blue), 100G0 (red), 1000G0 (orange), 104G0

(purple) and 105G0 (green). Discs not including internal photo-
evaporation are shown with solid lines, and those with internal

photoevaporation are denoted by dashed lines.

can be measured from them. We now look at other proper-
ties of the discs, to determine any other differences between
viscous and wind driven discs under different processes.

5.1 Disc lifetimes

One key observable is the disc lifetime, typically arising in
observations from counting the fraction of stars in a cluster
that exhibit signatures of a protoplanetary disc, e.g. through
accretion on to the central star (e.g. Haisch et al. 2001; Ribas
et al. 2015). Given that the discs have been shown to have
some differences in their evolution profiles, we explore here
the lifetimes that discs contain when either viscous or wind
dominated. Figure 12 shows the lifetimes of discs as a func-
tion of ψ. The strength of the external environment is denoted
by the colour, whilst solid lines show the lifetimes for discs
without internal photoevaporation, and dashed lines include
internal photoevaporation. The effect of internal photoevap-
oration on the disc lifetimes can be easily seen here, with the
maximum lifetime now being roughly equal to ∼4 Myr when
it is included.
In comparing the left side (viscous dominated) of fig. 12

to the right side (wind driven) it is clear that when internal
photoevaporation is not included, disc lifetimes are shorter
for wind driven discs. This is due to the viscous expansion
slowing the accretion on to the star, as seen in the evolu-
tion of mass and radii in the figures above. On the other
hand, when internal photoevaporation is included, this trend
flips, with viscous discs now having shorter lifetimes, as the
expansion feeds both the internal and external photoevapo-
rative winds. This viscous expansion transfers material from
the intermediate regions of the disc, i.e. 10–40 au, towards
the outer regions of the disc, which allows for external pho-
toevaporation mass loss rates to be stronger. The stronger
external photoevaporation rates then deplete the outer disc
quicker, and with the supply equally diminishing over time,
as a result of the expansion and internal photoevaporation re-
moving the material from this region, this led to the viscous
discs losing mass more quickly, and thus having shorter life-

times. With no such outward movement of material in wind
driven discs, the mass loss rates due to external photoevap-
oration would be weaker than their viscous counterparts of
similar ages, leaving internal photoevaporation to remove the
majority of this material. This then results in the discs being
more massive for longer, and thus having slightly longer disc
lifetimes. This can be seen in the differences in the lifetimes
in fig. 12, by comparing the disc radii in fig. 9, as well as by
comparing similar colour profiles in fig. 7. Given that the op-
posite effects in terms of which mechanism yields longer disc
lifetimes are seen here, this again highlights the importance
of understanding the interplay between MHD disc winds and
internal photoevaporation, and in particular, if and how they
can work in tandem.

5.2 Environments that show biggest difference when
including Internal Photoevaporation

Whilst statistics of disc lifetimes could yield indications into
whether discs are viscous or wind driven, the evolution of the
size of a disc may still be a useful metric. The above sections
showed that when including internal photoevaporation, weak
FUV environments may not be the best environment to find
such trends, since the disc evolution for all discs there is quite
similar.

Instead, more intermediate environments may be better
targets, since it was seen in fig. 9 that there are significant
differences in their evolution later in the disc lifetime. To this
end, in fig. 13 we plot the time of truncation to different radii
in the disc as a function of ψ and the external environment.
The central star luminosity was again set to LX = 1030ergs−1.
The left panel shows the truncation time to 10 au, with the
middle and right panels showing the times to 30 and 50 au
respectively.

Looking first at the left panel, it is clear to see that wind
driven discs taken longer to truncate down to 10 au than
viscous discs. This is all apart from the far upper right of the
panel, in the most extreme environment where it is slightly
shorter. The horizontal lines that appear in the plots for both
viscous and wind driven discs, show the qualitative evolution
of the discs changing, where holes are able to form due to
internal photoevaporation, and the outer discs are able to be
quickly or slowly dispersed. The trend of wind driven discs
taking longer to truncate than viscous discs continues when
looking at the middle panel of fig. 13, those to 30 au, but the
differences here are to a lesser extent. Additionally for the
stronger environments, there appears to be little difference
now between the two processes, as external photoevaporation
dominates the evolution of the disc in this outer region. Going
now to the right panel of fig. 13, showing the truncation time
to 50 au, the effect of external photoevaporation is clear for
environments > 103G0 where there are minimal differences
as a function of ψ. However for the weaker environments,
the viscous discs now take longer to truncate to this level,
highlighting the early effect of viscous expansion in setting an
equilibrium. The reason this trend does not extend to lower
levels, is due to internal photoevaporation later in the disc
lifetime opening a hole more quickly in the viscous discs than
in the wind driven discs, allowing them to lose their outer
disc more quickly, and truncating down at a faster rate.

Whilst fig. 13 showed the truncation times, fig. 14 shows
the difference in truncation times to that observed for a vis-
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Figure 13. Contour plots showing the truncation times to specific disc radii for discs in different environments (y-axis) and with different

strengths of viscosity and MHD winds, ψ (x-axis). The left panel shows the truncation down to 10 au, the middle panel shows to 30 au,

and the right panel shows to 50 au. The central stars X-ray luminosity LX = 1030ergs−1.

Figure 14. Contours plots showing the differences in truncation times to specific radius for discs in different environments and different

relative strengths of viscosity and MHD winds, to equivalent purely viscous discs only. The left panel shows the truncation down to 10 au,
the middle panel shows to 30 au, and the right panel shows to 50 au.

cous disc, i.e. ψ = 10−4 or the far left of each panel in fig. 13.
Interestingly the largest differences seem to be in the interme-
diate and stronger environments. Indeed in truncating down
to 10 au the larger difference is in environments ∼ 104G0.
Here the wind driven discs remain larger for much longer
than their viscous counterparts, since in these regions it is
the viscous expansion that continues to feed stronger photo-
evaporative winds, whereas the disc winds reduce the sup-
ply. This results in those wind driven discs staying larger
for longer periods of time, sometimes up to 1.5 Myr. This
trend is also seen in the middle panel, where the greatest
difference is around ∼ 5000G0, with again the wind driven
discs remaining larger. As was shown in fig. 9, this is mainly
due to internal photoevaporation opening the hole and the
outer disc depleting more quickly in the viscous discs. But
nonetheless this feature may be seen in more evolved star
forming regions. Finally, looking at the right panel of fig. 14,
the same feature appears for truncating down to 50 au, but
it is extremely narrow now around 103G0. Additionally the
temporal differences are only 0.3 Myr at most, which when
taking into account uncertainties in star forming region ages,
this becomes difficult to disentangle from other possibilities,
i.e. when the stars actually form.

An extra point to take from the truncation time difference
to 50 au is that for weak environments, the wind driven discs
are seen to truncate at a faster rate, but only by again 0.3
Myr. In taking all of the truncation time differences into ac-
count, it is clear that it is important to account for the role
of environment when attempting to determine whether ob-

served discs evolve through viscosity or MHD winds. It is
also important to know the stage of it’s lifetime that the disc
is in, as this could also aid in analysing discs in stronger envi-
ronments, where larger differences between viscous and wind
driven models seem to exist.

6 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have explored the effects that photoevap-
oration, both internally and externally driven, have on the
evolution of viscous and MHD wind driven protoplanetary
discs. The main aim of this work was to determine whether
there were observational differences between viscous and
wind driven discs (which has been proposed, e.g. Tabone
et al. 2022a,b; Manara et al. 2023; Alexander et al. 2023;
Somigliana et al. 2023) when photoevaporation was also
considered. We performed a broad parameter study for
external photoevaporation, looking at both weak and strong
UV environments, before then including the effects of a weak
internal photoevaporative wind. We draw the following main
conclusions from this work.

1. Including external photoevaporation halts viscous
expansion when the expansion rate equals the external
photoevaporative mass loss rate. This occurs even in weak
UV environments, differing from what is shown in viscous
evolutionary models. When comparing viscous disc models to
MHD wind driven disc models, the observable differences, i.e.
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disc radius, is therefore reduced making it harder to discern
whether discs are viscous or wind driven. This highlights
the importance of including even weak (∼ 10G0) external
photoevaporation when exploring models of protoplanetary
disc evolution.

2. Whilst there are observable differences between evolving
viscous and wind driven disc models in weak UV envi-
ronments, these differences become negligible in stronger
environments, e.g. > 103G0. This is due to external photoe-
vaporation dominating the mass evolution of the outer disc
regions, efficiently truncating the discs down to a compact
size. This reduces and ultimately washes outs differences,
e.g. in observable disc radii, between viscous and wind driven
disc models.

3. Analytical models predicted that there would be observ-
able differences in the relations between mass accretion rate,
disc mass and disc radius (e.g. Lodato et al. 2017; Somigliana
et al. 2020, 2022, 2023; Manara et al. 2023). Our results
here show that whilst we find some of these predictions to
be qualitatively similar, significance and observability are
reduced. For example, viscous discs typically tended to have
larger mass accretion rates for a similar disc mass as wind
driven discs. However differences are only by a factor few that
could equally be found when altering the initial properties
of the disc, including how massive and how compact it is.
Additionally the trends in the remaining lifetime of the discs
are found to to be similar, irrespective of the mechanism
of angular momentum transport in the disc. All of these
factors taken together show that the possibility of discerning
whether discs are viscous or wind driven is much harder and
more degenerate than previously considered.

4. The prospects of comparing viscous discs to wind driven
discs are further diminished when internal photoevaporation
processes are included. Our results show that even a weak
internal photoevaporative wind is able to dominate the
evolution of protoplanetary discs in low UV environments. It
does this by removing the mass in the intermediate regions
of the disc (10 < r < 100 au), before opening a hole in
the disc, and quickly dispersing the outer disc. This effect
occurs before the discs have sufficiently evolved through
either viscous or wind driven evolution. With internal pho-
toevaporation dominating, this washes out many previous
differences found between viscous and wind driven discs in
weak UV environments.

5. Whilst discs in weak UV environments provide less
insight into the problem of viscous versus MHD wind driven
evolution when including internal photoevaporation, more
intermediate environments may provide times where there
are significant differences. This is mainly where internal
photoevaporation opens a hole in the disc and the outer disc
quickly disperses. Due to viscous expansion feeding external
photoevaporative winds, this occurs earlier for viscous discs,
and so disc radii at these late times in a discs lifetime can
be used to discern between viscous or wind driven discs,
assuming the other parameters, e.g. strength of the internal
field are adequately constrained.

Overall, this work shows the importance of including pho-

toevaporative effects in models of disc evolution. Even when
the external environment or the stellar X-ray luminosity are
considered weak, there is sufficient impact to affect the evo-
lution of either viscous or wind driven discs, either through
halting viscous expansion, or quickly dispersing the disc once
a hole opens.

Aspects not considered in this work, but which would af-
fect the comparison of star forming regions and disc evolution
is the evolution of the surrounding star forming region itself.
Not only do stars and their subsequent discs form at different
times, the external radiation field experienced by an evolv-
ing disc changes over time. Including the star formation rate
within comparisons of disc lifetimes reveals a degeneracy in
determining the evolution pathway of discs in different envi-
ronments (Coleman & Haworth 2022), whilst protoplanetary
discs can often be shielded for a sufficient portion of their
early lifetime before emerging in to stronger FUV environ-
ments (Ali & Harries 2019; Qiao et al. 2022; Wilhelm et al.
2023). Both of these effects will also be relevant to some de-
gree when using disc properties to determine whether discs
are viscously or wind driven. Given that our work shows that
the qualitative evolution of protoplanetary discs are similar
for viscous and wind driven discs, and the main differences is
when such discs go through certain transitional stages in their
lifetimes, the added degeneracy of the effects of the star form-
ing region itself further complicates matters. Ultimately, un-
derstanding the fundamental properties of a protoplanetary
disc, it’s central star, and it’s recent history will be important
to eliminate some of these degeneracies, in order to address
the question of whether they are viscous or wind driven.

Additionally, whilst this work assumed that all disc evo-
lution processes work in tandem, it is still an open question
of how do they interact with each other. Signatures of MHD
(Campbell-White et al. 2023), internal (Rab et al. 2023) and
external (e.g. O’dell & Wen 1994; Kim et al. 2016; Haworth
et al. 2017, 2021) photoevaporative winds have been associ-
ated with nearby protoplanetary discs. With evidence for all
of these processes occurring, an overlap in space and/or time
must exist, and so future work is required to further under-
stand how these processes interact with each other. Indeed,
recent work has shown that MHD winds and internally pho-
toevaporative winds do work in tandem, with MHD winds
dominating mass loss rates when the magnetic field is high
or X-ray luminosity of the star is weak, and vice versa for in-
ternal photoevaporative winds (Sarafidou et al. 2023). With
such an improved understanding of the interplay between all
of these processes, the validity of disc evolution models incor-
porating these processes will be improved and we can begin to
fully understand how protoplanetary discs evolve. Only then,
by including more complex models, and in understanding the
properties of observed protoplanetary discs better, will it be
possible to understand how protoplanetary discs evolve, and
then subsequently how might planetary systems form within
them.
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