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ABSTRACT

Modelling the formation of super-km-sized planetesimalgavitational collapse of regions overdense in smalligad requires
numerical algorithms capable of handling simultaneouglyrbdynamics, particle dynamics and particle collisiofile the initial
phases of radial contraction are dictated by drag forcegemdty, particle collisions become gradually more sigmifit as filaments
contract beyond Roche density. Here we present a new nuahafgorithm for treating momentum and energy exchange liit co
sions between numerical superparticles representingharhignber of physical particles. We adopt a Monte Carlo appraghere
superparticle pairs in a grid cell collide statistically the physical collision time-scale. Collisions occur byaging particles until
they touch and solving for the collision outcome, accounfor energy dissipation in inelastic collisions. We dentoate that super-
particle collisions can be consistently implemented at @esbcomputational cost. In protoplanetary disc turbwgerriven by the
streaming instability, we argue that the relative Keplesaear velocity should be subtracted during the colliselowdation. If it is
not subtracted, density inhomogeneities are too rapidiyskd away, as bloated particles exaggerate collision speedal particle
densities reach several thousand times the mid-plane gastydéNe find dicient formation of gravitationally bound clumps, with
a range of masses corresponding to contracted radii frontdl@00 km when applied to the asteroid belt and 150 to 730 krmwhe
applied to the Kuiper belt, extrapolated using a constalftgsavity parameter. The smaller planetesimals are nseoled at low
resolution, but the masses of the largest planetesimalekaté/ely independent of resolution and treatment ofisiahs.

Key words. hydrodynamics — methods: numerical — minor planets, ast&rgeneral — planets and satellites: formation — protopla
etary disks — turbulence

1. Introduction elling of drag force interaction between particles and gas
The formation of super-km-sized planetesimals is an irde_&M_s‘d[gii g Isnt:nls hzonlgaL_Q‘) is Wll,_a_s_a_a_eleﬁ alls trhe suell.f- raID_9_,_|Vityl\glf Iat"‘dthé p:grlti-

portant step towards terrestrial planets and the solid scor e la Do
e : . yer (Johansen etlal., 2007; Rein et 010), good-alg
of gas and ice giants (e.g. Safrohov. 1959; Goldreichlet gy, < for treating simultaneously hydrodynamics, gratimal

2004; [ Chiang & Youdin. 2010). The asteroid and Kuiper belig o ics ang particle collisions are still missing.
of the solar system, as well as the extrasolar debris disc ' There are two main approaches in astrophvsics to treat-
are believed to be left-over populations of planetesimia t . ; L In approa . trophy X

ing particle collisions in numerical simulations. Modedi a

did not grow to planets. Comparing models and simulatio et of physical particleswith collision tracking allows simu-

of planetesimal formation to observations of such pIariK9te§ation of particle aggregation in close concordance with th
mal belts constrains our theoretical picture of the planete P ggreg

. : : Lo .. _nature of real physical collisions. This method has success
imal formation stage, and at the same time it gives ms@ﬁuﬁly been applied to model the particle rings of Saturn

into the physical processes that shaped the architecthresW. - . - —=
T 0a9: : : (Wisdom & Tremaine/ 1988; Salo, 1991; Karjalainen & Salo

. I m . . . - . . !

these systems_(Morbidelli etlal._2 Weidenschillin 2004) and to model collisions between individual dust ggain

lNI ;esvornvg eEt dlL_ZQZLZD._ShﬂppaLd_&ILUJiQ 10) llo. 2010: Kril and aggregates (Dominik & Niibold, 2002). The drawback ef th
: hysical-particle approach is that the size of the systdimited

Planetesimal formation takes place in a complex enviroE the number of numerical particles that can Heraed in the
ment of turbulent gas interacting via drag forces with part y P

cles of many sizes. The streaming instability thrives in th%énulatlon. The formation of a Ceres-mass planetesiman fro

systematic relative motion of gas and particles and leads -cm-sized rocks would e.g. require tracking@(fLo*) par-

spontaneous clumping of particlés (Youdin & Good Qoogc es, orders of magnitude beyond what current computatio
Johansen & Youdi I7; Bai & Stone, 20110b), seeding a grf{\?-s ources allow.

itational collapse into bound clumgs (Johansen et al.. pane Algorithms involvinginflated particleggroup collections of

further to solid planetesimal$ (Nesvorny et al., 2010).ikvh physical particles into much larger numerical particlesiem
. gnservation of total madd and mean free path Decreasing

the latest years have seen major progress in numerical m : )

y Jor prog §1e particle numbel to a number that can be handled in a com-
Send gfprint requests to puter simulation, while maintainingr* = (N/V)o by artificially
A. Johansen (e-maiinders@astro.lu.se) increasing the collisional cross sectienyields the correct col-
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lision frequency in systems that are much larger than what ca. Superparticle collision algorithm

be resolved with the physical particle approach. The irdlage- . . .

ticle approach was used recentlylby Lithwick & %%072\/9 will use the notation that a superparticle representsaraw
Michikoshi et al. (2007), Nesvorny etlal. (2010), and Retial f physical particles with number density @nd volumesV.

(2010), with dfferent methods for tracking the actual colli:Since we are interested in coupling superparticle cofiisit
sion, but the concept of bloated particles has deeper reas (grld hydrodynamics, the volume is taken to be that of a gritl ce

Kokubo & 1da,1995) 6V = §x x 8y x 6z The physical particles in the swarm have in-
' ' dividual mass, physical radius, material density, andsiohal

gross sectiom, R, p, ando. We assume that all swarms are sim-
ilar, both in internal particle number and in the physicabsaf
H”le constituent particles. R

To track a collision we calculate the mean free pafior a
test particle interacting with the swarm of particles reprged
rhy a single superparticle,

In this paper we put forward a new algorithm to model co
lisions between numericaliperparticlesSuperparticles are de-
signed to represent swarms of physical particles. The gero
namical properties of the superparticle (e.g. the frictiore) is
still that of a single physical particle. Superparticles atdely
used to model the solid particle component in computer si
ulations of coupled gas and particle motion in protoplaneta, 1
discs(Johansen & Youdin, 2007; Bai & Stone, 2010b). Sinee st= — . (1)
perparticles can be considered to represent swarms ofesmall nor
particles, direct collision tracking is not possible. Jofen et al. Superparticles in the same grid cell are considered as faiten
(2007) modelled superparticle collisions by damping tmelcan  colliders. For each collision pair the collision time-seid cal-
motion of particles inside a grid cell on the collisional &n culated from
scale. They showed that inelastic collisions, where pathef A
kinetic energy is converted to heat and deformation dufieg t_ _ 4

- . g S Te = s (2)
collisions, is beneficial for the gravitational collapselatlows oV

the formation of planetesimals in protoplanetary discsoafdr Where(Sv is the relative speed between partidlesd]. The sim-

mass, compared to simulations without damping. However, tulation time-stepst, set by hydrodynamics and drag forces, is
1 H 1 H 1 ¢f !Qhansen d 1 - L . -1
simplified collision scheme tal(2007) |sﬂ“nsu} en used to calculate the probability that those two padic

cientin capturing the pairwise momentum exchange and gnerg . . =~ - .=~
dissipation. llide in this time-step,

ot

We develop here a statistical approach to model the full mB-= — - 3)
mentum exchange and energy dissipation in collisions batwe ¢
superparticles. The Monte Carlo scheme is inspired by the co Two colliding swarms have their velocity vectors changed
lision algorithms presented hy Lithwick & Chigng (2007) anéhstantaneously. The collision outcome is found by comgide
Zsom & Dullemond((2008). The essence of our algorithm is tevo virtual spherical particles whose surfaces touch, i
determine the collision time-scale between all superglaniairs ticle centres at the locations of the superparticles, ahdrgp
within a grid cell. Two superparticles collide as if they werfor momentum conservation and inelastic energy dissipdtio
physical particles touching each other, if a random number ¢ energy conservation, in case of elastic collisions). Wenesfie
sen uniformly between zero and one is smaller than the ratiovelocity vectors relative to the mean velocity filet (vj+v)/2,
the simulation time-step to the collision time-scale.

Collisions can be followed together with hydrodynamics = / (5)
. . J .

a moderate computational cost depending only on the nuniber o
particles per grid cell. We compare the statistical prapsrof  Herev; andyy are the velocity vectors of the two partiffeghe
the particle density in 3-D hydrodynamical simulationsvéhd  normal vectore, connecting the centres of the particles at the
without collisions. Including the self-gravity of the p@ies, we time of collision is calculated as
find formation of bound clumps, with masses comparable tb tha
of the 500-km-radius dwarf planet Ceres when applied tothe g _ )
teroid belt, relatively independently of numerical resmn and [Xj = Xl
treatment of collisions. The scale-free nature of our satiohs

allows application of the results to the Kuiper belt as weith ~ 1he parallel vectoey is perpendicular te, in the same plane as
contracted planetesimal radii approximately 80% highantin the relative velocity vector. The relative velocity vectare now

I
<
[
<
I
|
<

Xj — Xk

(6)

the asteroid belt. decomposed on the two directions

The paper is organised as follows. In SEEt. 2 we describe Mez 3, +bje, (7)
new superparticle collision algorithm. The algorithm istesl Vi, = ae,. + kg, (8)
against known test problems and conservation propertigseof . . o
shearing box in Sedf] 3. In Sef. 4 we analyse statisticgi-prdVith & = —a; andbx = —b;. In the collision we maintairb,

erties of the particle density achieved in simulations of gad While we reflecia according to
particle turbulence driven by the streaming instabilitye &n-
tinue to include self-gravity in the simulations and analyise
planetesimal masses obtained under various assumption$ ab 1 \ye show in SecT321 that the Keplerian shear should be sub-
collisions in SectlJ6. We summarise and discuss our resultstiacted from the velocity vectors when determining both dbifision
Sect[®. The appendices A—C contain further descriptiotisef time-scale and the collision outcome, in the limit of pdeticthat are
collision algorithm. much smaller than a grid cell.

a— —ea. (9)
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Heree € [0, 1] is the codicient of restitution, parameterising the 1000 =—=r———T—————
degree of energy dissipation during the collision. Inétasbl- "
lisions can play an important role in dissipating kinetieryy [
and facilitating the gravitational collapse phase. In gahthe S gog
codficient of restitution depends on material parameters, impag -
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measured to have a high d¢beient of restitutiore ~ 0.9 for im-
act speeds below 2 nys (quasi-elastic regime bf Higa ef al.
). Above this critical speed the measurediécient of resti-
tution rapidly drops towards zero. More recent micrognaaitd
drop tower experiments find a daeient of restitution between
0.06 and 0.84 in low-velocity collisions between 1.5-crresi
icy pebbles|(HeiRelmann etlal., 2010). In this paper we ctansi
for the sake of simplicity the cdigcient of restitution to be a 0_‘ ———— Simulation
constant that is independent of the relative speed. L — — — — Analytical
The collision time-scale has a simple relation to the foicti ol
time-scale when particles are small and drag forces areein th * B ——
Epstein regime. We show in AppendiXx A how the collision time- 0.01 0.10 1.00 10.00
scale can be easily calculated from the friction time-saadeful Free path¥
e.g. for simulations of gas and particles in protoplanedisygs. _ _ _ )
Consider now a grid cell containiny superparticles. For Fig. 1. Cumulative free path for 1000 superparticles released into
particlei the collision probability for a representative parfflemedium with mean-free-path af = 0.1. The distribution func-
from superparticlé to collide with the particle swarmp=i + 1 tion follows the analytical expectatidd = No exp(-¢/1) very
to j = N is calculated. The collision occurs if a random numclosely. Our Monte Carlo algorithm for superparticle csiins
ber, drawn for each collision partner, is smaller tHarirom gives a free path in good agreementwith the real physicasys
Eq. @). The collision instantaneously changes the velagit- consisting of many more particles.
tors of both particles andj. This way the correct collision fre-
quency is obtained for both particles, even though the étguar
only considers the possible collisiomith j, but notj with i. In
AppendiXB we describe how to consistently limit the numkfer

collision partners, and thus save computation time, in geits 5 g cell will have too few collision partners if only apprch-
which contain many=$ 100) particles. _ _.ing collisions are allowed. We show in Appenflik C how the su-
There are several advantages to using such a probabiligfigparticle approach transforms smoothly to the inflatetighe
swarm approach to particle collisions. We mention here afi@w approach when the number of superparticles is reduced.
it is fast because we do not have to track when particles touch * The Monte Carlo collision scheme presented here could
overlap within the grid cells, (ii) it allows us to freely obse the  equally well be formulated in terms of inflated particles doy-
relative speed that enters the collision frequency, us@Ilfor sty cting inflated particles smaller than a grid cell. Sofysta-
subtracting & the Keplerian shear (see Séct. 3.2.1), and (iii) thgstically for the collision outcome of these “sub-grid”miales
algorithm is easily generalisable to also include a prdisiei  js mathematically equivalent to the interpretation, cindsethis

approat_:h to particle coagulatilon and shattering. _ paper, of the numerical particles as swarms.
In Fig.[d we show the collision path length of test particles

injected into a medium with 10 superparticles per grid cet a o ]
a mean free path of = 0.1. Collisions are tracked through the3. Validation of algorithm
Monte Carlo method described above. The collision algorith
makes some particles collide after a short flight path andrsth

600} ]

400f i

Cumulative distriButio

N
o

1

afterwards. The main issue with approaching collisionét t
collisions occur in fixed grid cells which are not centred ba t
Quperparticle in question, and thus a superparticle atdbe ef

We have implemented the Monte Carlo superparticle colli-

> M . sion scheme described in Selt. 2 into the open source code
after a longer. The distribution plotted in Fig. 1 followssely Pencil CodB. The Pencil Code evolves gas cF))n a fixed grid

the expectatioN = No exp(-(/4). The Monte Carlo approach ;4 has fully parallelised modules for an additional sobhe

to collisions is very similar to the physical particle appcb in : .
HISIONsS , ponent represented by superparticles (Johansen ét alZ; 200
the distribution of free flight paths. o Youdin & Johanser, 2007). We first validate the collisionoalg
The main technical dierence between using inflated partijihm in the limit of inflated particles (i.e. where two patts
cles (see introduction) and our newly developed collisilgoa occupying the same grid cell always collide and only appeac
rithm for superpartlcles_ls that mflate(_:l parfucles alway_ﬁlde ing collisions are considered), to compare our resultsctire
When they (_)verlap phy5|cal[y (the partlclt_e size can.be astt {5 those of Lithwick & Chiang[(2007). The 2-D algorithm of
with the grid cell size), while superparticles sharing thaene lLithwick & Chiang (2007) has a probabilistic approach toedet
grid cell collide with a certain probability which guaraagethat  ine whether two particles are in the same vertical zone when
collisions occur on the average after a collisional timalsc they overlap in the plane. Their algorithm can thus be seen as

Another diference is that superparticles which do not approaghyypyrid of the inflated particle approach and a Monte Carlo
must still be allowed to collide, as otherwise the mean fl@ p gcheme.

will be too long. Non-approaching particles are collidedly We set up a test problem similar to the one presented in
ping the relative velocity vector before collision and fgfling Lithwick & Chiang (2007). We define a 2-D simulation box cov-

2 [Zsom & Dullemont [(2008) define a representative particlenfo ~ ° The code, including the developments de-
swarm as a test particle (a random particle from the swarmyl tis scribed in this paper, can be freely downloaded at
probe the collision time-scale with another swarm. http://code.google.com/p/pencil-code/.



http://code.google.com/p/pencil-code/

4 Johansen, Youdin, & Lithwick: Particle collisions and tbemation of asteroids and Kuiper belt objects

ering the spatial intervaH2, +2] x [-2, +2] with 4000 grid cells 0oo0l— T T
in both thex andy direction. 10 particles are placed randomly r
in a ring of full width 008 centred at the radial distance= 1. I ]
A central gravity source, of streng®M = 1, is placed in the 0.008- 4
centre of the coordinate frame. - .
We integrate the particle orbits, including collisions; 1@*

revolutions of the ring centre. In order to compare direatith 0.006
Lithwick & Chiang ) we use their 2-D approximation. The |
particle number density can be approximated asX/H, where &
2 is the column (number) density artlis the scale height of
the particle disc. The random particle motionan be written as

u ~ HQ. This yields a collision time

£=0.6 .-

0.004

0.002
2D A1 T (10)

Colde 0 3

wheret = 2o is the vertical optical depth of the disc and 0000 v ..
Torb = 21/Q is the orbital time-scale. While the collision time- 0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
scale in general depends on the random particle motion, this tiyr

dependence vanishes in the 2-D Keplerian disc approxilrmatf.

a ; g . ig. 2. The eccentricity evolution of particles orbiting a central
h faster random motion cancels with increased particleesca ravity with GM = 1. Relatively inelastic collisions, with co-
eight in the collision time expression.

. . o o efficient of restitutione = 0.3, evolve towards an equilibrium
Requiring that orbits are maintained for“L0rbital time- occontricity of 102, with orbital excursions comparable to the
scale_s, we set the 'glme-step of the Pencil Cod te 0010, grid spacing. More elastic collisions, with= 0.6, lead to catas-
covering each orbilfop, = 27/ by around 600 time-steps. trophlc heating of the particle system. The results folldvgely
This proved necessary because the third order time mtegra Fig. 1 ofi Lithwick & Chiang [2007).
scheme of the Pencil Code is not constructed to conserveabrbi

angular momentum and energy. Using the highly optimized or-
bital dynamics code SWIFT, Lithwick & Chiang (2007) solve '
the same problem with slightly less than five time-steps per o -
bit.

In Fig.[2 we show the eccentricity evolution of the particle  0.010|
ring. For a coéficient of restitution ok = 0.3 the particles relax
to an equilibrium eccentricity of arourggt,s = 0.001, compara- ©
ble tosx/r. A higher codicient of restitution ot = 0.6 leads in-
stead to catastrophic heating of the d Idreich & Tii
[1978), with an eccentricity that evolves linearly with tinfehe
results presented in Figl 2 show that the superparticléstmil
algorithm is in excellent agreement with_Lithwick & Chiang .00 ,
(2007) in the limit of inflated particles. 1 10° 10*

T,

orb

3.1. Density evolution . . . . o o
Fig. 3. The width of a particle ring orbiting a central gravitating

The width of a particle ring increases due to collisional visnass versus time. The 10000 particles were initially planed
cosity. Since the collision time-scale scales inverselynyiar- ring centred at = 1 and a width of 2 = 10-3, similar to the grid
ticle density, the collisional evolution slows down wittme. spacing. Compare to upper panel of Fig. B.in Lithwick & Chlang
An analytical solution to the éiusion problem was found by ).

Petit & Henon [(1987). In the notation of Lithwick & Chidng

(2007) the widtho-, of an initially narrow ring increases accord- . . .
) ' y 9 3.2. Superparticle collisions in the local frame

ing to
Hill's equations describe motion relative to a frame thabtates
36 (x* ot \"° with the Keplerian frequencs at an arbitrary distance from the
Ir= (203/2 TF P T o) (11) central gravity source. The coordinate axes are definedthath
or

x points radially outwards angdpoints along the flow of the disc.

Herek, is a dimensionless factor that depends on thefimient 1 he 2-D equations of motion of particles are
of restitutione, 6x is the grid spacingy, is the mean radial coor- gy,

dinate of the particlesy, is the particle number artdhe time.  —5= = +22W + 3%, (12)
We follow/Lithwick & Chiang (2007) and define an initially
very narrow ring of radial extent2 = 10-3. The units follow M —2Qvy . (13)

from our choice ofGM = 1. The evolution of the radial width

is shown in Fig[B over 1Dorbits. We overplot the analytical Particle positions are evolved through="v. The boundary con-
solution fork, = 0.016, similar to the fit in_Lithwick & Chiang ditions are periodic in the azimuthal direction. Partiglessing
(2007), and find excellent agreement. over the inner (outer) radial boundary get the velocity2(®L
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E T 1 |  ———— NS collisions
(0.332736=100%) ]
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Fig.4. Evolution of energy in a shearing box simulation where (0 S A A A
particles have a mean-free-path.bf 0.1H and codicient of f —— KS collisions
restitutione = 0.3. Drag forces are ignored. The Jacobi constant ' ————— NS collisions
falls due to dissipative collisions. By monitoring the emere- 1
leased as particles pass the boundaries and the energyadissi
tion by inelastic collisions we can account for all the elyarg -
the system. 101
: E
>

subtracted (added) to their azimuthal velocity. We alse@rref 102:
to the frame as the shearing box. We consider a box size of ;
Lx = Ly = 0.2 covered by 32grid cells and 10200 particles.

The conserved energy (Jacobi constant) is 1072
E:Emﬁ+3m¢—§mfﬁ. (14) _ : : :
227 2 100l
Elastic collisions re-orient the particles without chargyien- 0O 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
ergy, and thus convert circular orbits into eccentric onegen Q!

conserving energy. Ilgnoring gas, which damps the veloeir _. . _ . .
tive to the gas and hence the eccentricity, elastic cofisicon- Fig. 5. Evolution of particle rms speed in the shearing box for

serve the Jacobi energy. FIg. 4 shows the energy of particle§imulation with normal collisions (KS, blfack line) and a
versus time in local frame simulation with inelastic catiiss. Simulation in which the relative Keplerian shear is suligec
Particles are initialised with random position and velpgiec- When determining the collision time-scale and outcome (NS,
tors v = 1). The mean-free-path is= 0.1H, giving an initial "€d9ray line). The top panel shows the decay of initially ran-
collision time-scale ofr; ~ 0.1. The cogicient of restitution d0M particle motion due to inelastic collisions £ 0.3). The

is e = 0.3. The Jacobi constant falls with time due to the erfMS SPeed can not fall belows ~ (6X)<2 for KS collisions, due
ergy dissipated by inelastic collisions. At the same timeipa t© the energy release from the Keplerian shear. In the stioola
cles passing over the radial boundaries release energytiremWith NS collisions, on the other hand, the rms speed consinue
Keplerian shear through their mean Reynolds stress (the cd@ decay towards zero. In the bottom panel we consider elasti
tracks and outputs that energy release for each partickngas collisions € = 1.0) with zero random motion initially. Energy is

the radial boundary). All energy in the system is accounted fr(.elease.d from_the Keple(ign shear. The blue line showsteesiul
in these three reservoirs. simulations with NS collisions, rerun from snapshots of kit

simulation at various times. The two solutions match insrea
ingly well when the particle rms speed increases aboxgJ,
3.2.1. Shear during collision

Particle collisions in the shearing box release energy ftioen

Keplerian shear into random motion, leading in the absefice o

drag forces either to catastrophic heatinvg,{ — o0) or to In reality collisions would occur between neighbouringtjzdes
an equilibrium with energy dissipation in inelastic cabiss separated by less than their physical diameter. The navenru
(vims~RQ2 whereR is the particle radius). Discounting the for-ical algorithm would make the system settle for an equilibri
mer option, the result of the latter can be artificially exagged where vims~(6X)Q2, wheredx is the grid spacing and also the
by the numerical scheme because we identify the collision kgpical distance between superparticle centres. This peed
tween two superparticle swarms with the collision between t greatly exceeds the desiregs ~ RQ. In other words, the naive
members of the swarms located at the respective swarm senteellision algorithm will input artificial heating.
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Table 1. Simulation parameters.

Run LyxLyxL, Ny X Ny X N, Npar Qr;  Collisions € At tgy
Sl64.nocoll 02x0.2x0.2 64x 64 % 64 30Q000 Q3 - - 100 -
Sl64.e1.0 02x02x%x0.2 64x 64 x 64 30Q000 Q3 KS 10 100 -
S164.€0.3 02x0.2x0.2 64x 64 % 64 30Q000 Q3 KS 03 100 -
S164.e0.3NS 02x0.2x0.2 64x 64 x 64 30Q000 Q3 NS Q3 100 52
Sl128nocoll 02x02x02 128x128x128 2400000 Q3 - - 50 -
S1128e1.0 02x02x0.2 128x128x128 2400000 Q3 KS 10 50 -
S1128€0.3 02x02x0.2 128x128x128 2400000 Q3 KS 03 50 -
SI1128e0.3NS  02x02x0.2 128x128x 128 2400000 Q3 NS Q3 50 19

Col. (1): Name of simulation. Col. (2): Box size in scale hegg Col. (3): Resolution. Col. (4): Number of particles|G6): Friction time. Col.
(6): Collision type. Col. (7): Ca@cient of restitution. Col. (8): Simulation time in orbitsolC(9): Time of starting self-gravity.

Collisions between particles of radils< ¢x can be mod- is conserved in the collisions, both with and without Kejaler
elled by subtracting the Keplerian shear part from the ixedat shear in the collision, as long as the force during the dotlis
speed both for determining the collision time-scale andl&ter- acts along the line connecting the two particles. This isctse
mining the outcome of the collision. Decomposing the azimalit both with and without Keplerian shear. For equal-mass gladi
velocity field asy = ¥ + W, wherel”) = —(3/2)@x is the we can write the change in the velocity &g = —Av, = c(r2 -
Keplerian shear velocity ang, is the peculiar velocity, we can ry), giving
calculate both the collision time-scale and outcome in $eofn
¥, (together withv, andv,). [Lyra et al. (2009) applied a similar AL = Mry X Avy +mrz X Avz = 0. (18)
trick to subtract € the entire (Keplerian plus peculiar) gas veloc-

ity from the particle velocity. However, two particles mogiat | e above arguments for energy and angular momentum con-

the same velocity as the local gas do not necessarily avdie coservation are generalisible to distinct particle masseweds

sions, even if the gas is incompressible, since the partiokion However, while the Monte Carlo collision scheme in itself is

is not completely coupled to the gas. Therefore we choogdgsn tfully consistent with distinct particle masses, correcergsy

paper to subtractfoonly the Keplerian orbital speed from theequipartition among particle sizes can not be obtained with

particle velocity. The dynamical equations of the Pencil€are ©dual-mass superparticles (see discussion in Appéndjx A.1
already formulated relative to the Keplerian shear, soragbing In the following we use the abbreviations KS for collisions

off the shear is natural to the governing system of equations. that include Keplerian shear and NS for collisions where the

Collisions relative to the Keplerian shear conserve bogh tic€PIerian shear is subtractedf avhen determining the colli-

total momentum and the momentum relative to the Kepleri&P" time-scale and_ outcome..FIE. 5 Sh.OWS the evolutionef th
shear, but the energy in elastic collisions is only consireéa- particle rms speed in a shearing box simulation. The toplpane

tive to the Keplerian shear. To see this, consider the kireti  Shows the decay of initially random particle motion by irsela

ergy of two particles, tic (e = 0.3) collisions for KS collisions and for NS collisions.
gyl P 1 KS collisions decay towardéms ~ (6X)Q, the random motion
E=mi2 4%+ V2 4 2mh2 4 e + V@12 15) released by the Keplerian shear in a single collision. N8-col
2 { [ yl] } 2 { 2+ [ YZ] } (15) sions on the other hand continue to decay towards zero. In the

Herem is the mass of a superparticle, assumed to be the sapgétom panel of Figll5 we start with zero random motion and
for both colliders. An elastic collision solved in terms ufy( %, Observe how elastic:(= 1.0) KS collisions heat up the system.
Via, Yy2) conserves both the sum of the squares of those Ve|odﬂgzrqnnir)g the simulation.with e]astic NS collisions fronigas
components, as well as the squaresffandvy (the latter is Starting imes of the KS simulation shows clearly that thelev
true since the position is not changed by the collision). Thetlon of the system is very similar as long as the particle rpezs

. , e is larger than{x)Q. In actual simulations with gas and hydrody-
difference in energy before and after the collision is thereforenamical instabilities driving particle dynamics with chateris-

AE = Eatter — Epefore = m[Avyl\é(i) + A\N/)Qvig)] . (16) tic motion much faster tham ~ (6x)©2, one can subtractfbthe

) ) ) . Keplerian shear term when determining the time-scale amd ou
This result holds also in 3-D. The energyfarence is generally come of collisions and still model the correct system, witho
notzero, even thought, = —Av,, by momentum conservation, any spurious energy released by bloated particles.
since the ﬁsetv§,°) is not the same for the two particles. The
non-conservation is nevertheless small: the azimuthalcitsl
change in the collision is uncorrelated with the Keplerinaas 4. Particle collisions and the streaming instability
velocity, S(A%VA )pox ~ 0. The particle integrator’s slight non-
conservation of Keplerian orbits is not a serious limitatia
simulations where the dynamics is driven by hydrodynamic
instabilities and drag forces. The correctrelative Kepteshear F

Armed with a collision algorithm for superparticles, we amv

ready to explore theffect of particle collisions on particle con-
ntration by streaming instabilities and planetesimahftion

y self-gravity. The streaming instability feedf the relative

streaming) motion of gas and particles in protoplanetéysd

and has a characteristic length scale comparable to the sub-

based on the physical size of the particles can in principle
added artificially, to obtain the correct energy releasenfthe

tsrngarébg: this is negligible for 1-10 cm particles congden Keplerian lengthyr (Youdin & Goodman| 2005). Here is the
'Ipheptoial angular momentum of two colliding particles radial pressure gradient parameta of Nakagawa et al. Y 965
9 9p ’ r is the distance to the central s etal. (20@D) an

L=mryxXvys+mroXxvs, (17) [Bai & Stone (2010b) demonstrated that the streaming inggabi
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Fig. 6. Maximum particle density, relative to the mid-plane gaBig. 7. Maximum particle density, relative to the mid-plane gas
density, versus time for a series of3dimulations (top plot) density, versus time for simulations with normal collissaiKS)
and 128 simulations (bottom plot) of turbulence driven by theeompared to simulations where we subtrafttthe Keplerian
streaming instability with dierent treatment of collisions. Theshear diference between particle pairs when calculating the col-
maximum particle density increases by a factor approxiim&te lision time and the outcome of the collision (NS). NS codiiss
when doubling the resolution, but the maximum density peallisplay more than three times higher particle densities K&

are consistently 50% lower when including particle cadiis. collisions. Peak concentrations fill a larger fraction & #imu-
Note the dfferent scale of the axes in the two plots. lation time at 128.

leads to strong particle clumping when the heavy element-abu
dance of the disc is above a threshold valug &f 0.02 for par- its orbital speed by the positive amoutt = 0.05cs. Particles do
ticle sizes2r; > 0.1 (and moderate radial drift, S@bnetmt feel this radial pressure gradient, and the resultifafive
[2010t). Clumping proceeds as initially very low amplitudetp motion between particles and gas drives the streaminghihsta
cle overdensities accelerate the gas towards the Keplepized, ity (Goodman & Pindor, 2000; Youdin & Goodman, 2005). We
hence reducing the local head-wind, which in turn slows #e rconsider a cubic box with side lengthg = Ly = L, = 0.2H,
dial drift of the particles. Drifting particles pile up whethe whereH = c5/Q is the gas scale height, to capture the fastest
head-wind is slower, causing exponential growth of theiglart growing modes of the streaming instability of marginallyueo
density as the particles continue to increase their dragforflu- pled particlesdsi/H ~ nr/H ~ Av/cs = 0.05. This is also the
ence on the gas. Johansen étlal. (2009) found that overdenséharacteristic scale of Kelvin-Helmholtz instabiliti¢istiving in
gions contract when including particle self-gravity anatttéven-  the vertical shear in the gas and particle velogity (YoudiBI&l,
tually a number of gravitationally bound clumps form. Thes2002;Lee et &l., 2010), although Bai & Stone (2010b) demon-
models nevertheless did not include any particle collision strated that the streaming instability is dominant overviel

We perform 3-D simulations where the gas is modelled dﬁelmholtz instabilities in Setting the dynamiCS of paﬂit&yel’s
a fixed grid and solid particles with superparticles. We sdhe with Q¢ > 0.1.
standard shearing box equations for gas and particles @sime The friction time of the particles is fixed &r = 0.3 in
Johansen & Youdin, 2007, but with additional vertical gt@i all simulations, corresponding to approximately 20-cmksoc
The frame rotates at the Keplerian frequericgt a fixed orbital around the location of the asteroid belt at 3 AU, and to 6-mm
distancer from the star. The coordinate axes are oriented supkbbles at 30 AU_(Weidenschilling, 1977). The particle amfu
thatx points radially outwards; points along the rotation direc- density is set to 2% of the total gas column density, therlatte
tion of the disc, while points perpendicular to the disc alof2g including the gas beyond the vertical boundaries of the Bok.
The gas is subjected to a radial pressure gradient whiclcesduour choice ofAv strong particle clumping can only be obtained
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[ " 0= 4723 ] 4.1. Maximum particle density
[ RS
0.005F " Pp= 98.9 1 We monitor the maximum particle density regularly in the sim
; P,= 10.0 ; ulations. In Fig[ we show the maximum particle density ver-
< 0.000F T sus time in simulations with 64grid cells and 128grid cells,

respectively. Simulations without collisions generalheve
higher particle density — up to 600 times the gas density &t 64
and 1200 times the gas density at 12Blastic collisions and
inelastic collisions withe = 0.3 give very high particle densi-

_ ] ties too, but the peaks have an approximately 50% lower value
Keplerian shear——— than in simulations without collisions. Elastic collismachieve

a somewhat lower maximum density than inelastic collisions
The kinetic energy dissipation in inelastic collisionsueds the
random motion of the particles and allows higher particla-co
traction.

The inclusion of Keplerian shear during the collision can
lead to unphysical results, since the shear term is exatggkera
by enlarging particles to the size of a grid cell. The exagtgst
kinetic energy input will in turn suppress concentratiomake
in agreement with what is seen in Fig. 6. In Fify. 7 we show the
maximum density in simulations with inelastic KS and NS col-
lisions respectively (and the results without collisions ¢om-
parison). Simulations with NS collisions display a threwads
higher maximum density than simulations with KS collisions
The maximum density is even a factor 2-3 times higher than in
) ) simulations without collisions. This way collisions adiyigro-

mote particle concentration.
-0.4  -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 Ionig.IH we analyse the particle motion within three grid
(X—X0)/0X cells of the run S1128.e0.3. We choose the grid cell with the

; ; ; i ticle density in the box and two grid cells with a
Fig.8. The three components of the particle velocity as a fungaXImum par ' ;
tion of the radial position within a grid cell. Three grid Isalvere particle density close to 100 and 10 times the gas densser

chosen at = 45Ty, of the run S112820.3, one with the highest tively. The p_articl_e \_/elocity shows both systemz_itic_treami .
particle density in the box, one with a ﬁarticle density elts random motion within the cells. The random motion is slower i

100 times the gas density and finally one with a particle dyensfhe cells of higher density. The Keplerian shear is cleasibie

close to 10 times the gas density. Both systematic and randt hhe)é-vedlouty (.)f ria_rtlcltles:[_ln the two denfest gr_ld cetl]ls. 'I_'hus
particle motion is present within the grid cells. The Kejgar € Nydrodynamicaisimuiations are prone to spurious gedis

shear is clearly visible in thgvelocity (marked with a solid line explain_eq above._ Subtractingf ¢he Keplerian Sh_e"?“ term vy_hen
in the middle panel). The cells with the highest density hgare- determining the time-scale and outcome of collisions avthds

erally a slower random motion and are thus mdfeaed by the problem. FigI:B al_so shows a systematip trend in t_he rqd'ral pa
Keplerian shear ticle velocity. Radial convergence and divergence in thiéiga

velocity are expected when particles concentrate in rdxdiats
and when the concentrations dissolve again. We do not attemp
to correct for this systematic velocity within grid cellsjtnote
that systematic trends from smooth gradients will decreatte
increasing resolution.
at such super-solar metallidityThe average dust-to-gas ratio in
abox ofL, = 0.2H Is (pp/pg) ~ 0.25 whenZ = 0.02. We Set 4 5 papicie concentration versus scale
sound speeds, Keplerian frequency? and mid-plane gas den-
sity po to unity, so these form the natural units of the simulation§verdense particle sheets contract radially under theraci

We compare results obtained without and with particle eol|%h}§]_ra\”ty and drag forces (Youdin. 2011; MichikoshiEt a
sions. Simulations with particle collisions are run in ghkaria- .~ zﬁhﬁw’m)- A fuII_non-aX|symmetr|c co!lapse
tions: either with elastic collisiong = 1.0), with inelastic colli- is initiated when the particle density crosses the Rocheitjen
sions € = 0.3) or with inelastic collisions where Keplerian shear 9 ?
is subtracted f§ when determining the time-scale and outcomer = ——=. (29)
of collisions. Simulation parameters are given Table 1 hzer-
ticle swarm contains a mass per volumegfioo ~ 0.219 for the The mass of the planetesimal will be characterized by thie sca
considered particle number at both*@éhd 128. over which the Roche density is achieved. To quantify théesca
dependence of the particle concentrations, we measureake m
imum particle density over cubic regions of side lenithgrid

4 The threshold for clumping can be estimated analyticallyeg@ ~ cell_s, increasing\ from 1 to Ny. We ensure that all concen-
n(r/H) (Youdin & Shu[2002). Bai & Stoné (2010c) and Johansen et d[ations centres are probed by stepping the measurement re-
(2007) confirmed numerically that the threshold for paeticlumping  gion through the entire grid. Measurement regions crosiag
by the streaming instability shifts towards higher (lowegtallicity as boundaries are handled by expanding the particle denslty fie
the sub-Keplerian speedfiiirenceAv is increased (decreased). with its periodic counterpart in all directions (glueingy&iher

~0.005¢

o
o
o
[
—
1

0.005¢

= 0.000F

-0.005
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Fig.10. Zoom in on the densest grid cell in SI128.3NS at

t = 32T,. The overdense particle structure is elongated along
T T @3AU (0.MMSN) S the shear direction with a density decreasing in all dicetgi
3 : 3 from the densest point. The lower-right panel shows thdagart
R N R St R L T IRE ] density average over shells of thickness one grid cell antt%a 1
; PR@3AU (LMMSN) power-law overplotted.

H I e i
£ ) R ] For snapshots saved once per orbit from= 20Ty, to
< \A 3 t = 50Typ We calculate the maximum particle density as a
C N, E ] function of scale. The results are shown in Fiy. 9 for simula-
[ O may y 64 ~ e \ T tions with NS collisions (S1640.3NS and SI1280.3NS) in
10° 3 ma)%_’t 1 - 3 the top panel and simulations with no collisions (Siggcoll
4+ meart’{ma)g) 64 : \\ ] and Sl128nocoll) in the bottom panel. We extend the measure-
Lt mear(max ) 128 : - ments of SI64e0.3NS tot = 60T, to catch a major concen-
10°L, i N tration event (see top panel of Hg. 7). We indicate in Eigothb

0.001 0.010 0.100 1.000 the maximum density over all times and the mean of the time-
L/H dependent maximum density. The maximum scale-dependent
density in NS simulations is very similar at®dnd at 128, This
Fig.9. Maximum particle density, relative to the mid-plane gaguantity is nevertheless very sensitive to the low-numtsiss
density, as a function of scale, for simulations with NSis@hs tics of the concentration events. A more robust measureeis th
(top panel) and simulations with no collisions (bottom gane mean of the maximum density. This measure increases some-
Diamonds indicate the maximum density over a given scalghat from 64 to 128&. It is also evident from Fig]7 that ma-
while pluses indicate the mean of the time-dependent maximior concentration events have a higher temporal fillingdaet
density. Simulations with NS collisions display good canve128. Whether this is intrinsic to the streaming instability dy-
gence in the maximum density, following closely a mgX(«  namics or just anféect of running simulations for too short time
L=2 law (thin black line), while the mean of the maximum denis not possible to discern.
sity increases from 64to 128, due to a higher temporal fill-  The apparent linear decrease of logarithmic density wigh lo
ing factor of major concentration events at higher resotuti arithmic scale implies magf) « L™ as a good model for
(see Fig[lr). The dashed line shows the maximum density the scale-dependence of the maximum density. Two limits can
a uniform razor-thin mid-plane layer for comparison. Blu#-d immediately be put orr. The lowest value would stem from
ted lines show the Roche density for the minimum mass sokrazor-thin particle mid-plane layer of uniform densityiftw
nebula at 3 AU from the central star, and for five times less amdl o« L2, giving maxpp) o« M/L®> o« L' and thuse = 1.
more massive nebulae. The red dotted line indicates th@chaiConcentration of all particles in a single point would yidihd
teristic length scale of the streaming instability= nr. Particle upper limit ofa = 3. We overplot in Fig.® with a thin black line
densities above £aimes the gas density are reached in regionse power law maxf,) o L~2, fitted to match the mean density
smaller tharnx 0.003H, equivalent ol =~ 50,000 km at 3 AU.  of the box atL = 0.2H. Thea = 2 power law follows the data
extremely well. This implies thatl « L, i.e. that the particles
primarily concentrate either in 1-D filaments or in sphdtjca
38 copies which are identical except for a shift due to Keplerissymmetric clouds of density(r) o« 1/r2, known in star forma-
shear). tion as the singular isothermal sphere solution (e.gl S8/ 1L



10 Johansen, Youdin, & Lithwick: Particle collisions ane formation of asteroids and Kuiper belt objects

In Fig.[I0 we show the particle density around the densedt gti= 19T, (see Fig[l). We then evolve the simulation for an-
point in SI1128e0.3NS att = 32T,. The overdense structureother 5 orbits, either ignoring collisions or applying thsual
appears elongated along thelirection with the density falling variation of collision types (elastic, inelastic KS, ingia NS).

rapidly towards all directions (although slower algy)g Results of 64 simulations are shown in Fig_111. Between
Simulations without collisions (bottom panel of Hig. 9) 8ho 3 and 4 clumginitially condense out of the dominantly ax-
similar trends as the simulations with NS collisions, beréhis  jsymmetric filament forming by the streaming instabilithége
a marked decrease in the maximum density over the smallggfmps have masses between a tenth and a third of the dwarf
shared scale between%and 128. Nevertheless the mean ofplanet Ceres — corresponding to contracted radii betweén 22
the maximum density agrees between the two resolutions.  and 330 km, assuming an internal density of/2ng. All the
The convergence in scale-dependent maximum densifyimps form in a single planetesimal-formation event djiaft
shows that the dynamics of the streaming instability conceger the onset of self-gravity. The clumps continue to groviniya
tration events is well-resolved and independent of dis&ipa py accreting particles from the turbulent flow, but no newgra
scale and viscosity. This is in contrast to turbulent cotreen jtationally bound clumps form. Clumps eventually collickeda
tion in driven isotropic turbulence which, for a given partimerge in all simulations. Such clump merging is likely an un-
cle size, appears on length scales that are fixed relativieeto physical éfect driven by the large sizes of the planetesimals. The
Kolmogorov (viscous) scale (Hogan & Cuzzi, 2007; Pan et akelf-gravity solver does not allow gravitational struetsito be-
2011). In contrast the streaming instability is fixed refatto  come smaller than a grid cell, and that leads to artificiahge
the sub-Keplerian scalgr ~ 0.05H. At ¢ ~ 0.0016H, probed collisional cross sections. A more probable outcome of éaé r
only at 128, the maximum density in simulations with NS col-physical system is gravitational scattering amdformation of
lisions reaches more than three thousand times the gasydenbinaries|(Nesvorny et al., 2010).

Higher resolution simulations will be needed to test if the-p Results at 128are shown in Fig_T2. At higher resolution the
ticle density continues to follow the may) o L2 trend, or mier of clumps condensing out is about twice as high com-
e_ventuz_illy finds a smallest scale. The 2-D streaming |.r11§t§ab| pared to the lower resolution simulation. However, the r@ass
s_|mulat|ons Ofﬁa'—&—s-tg—dd—(;o;pa) converged_ln densitystat ot 1he most massive clumps are very similar to lower resotuti
tics at between 5¥2and 1024 grid cells. Reaching those reso-4ihough a bit higher — up to 60% of Ceres), so it appears that
lutions in 3-D is very computationally demanding, but sttt ;e resolution simply allows lower-mass clumps to corsge

an important priority for the future. out as well. The masses of the clumps condensing out &t 128
resolution correspond to contracted radii between 84 arid 40
km. The ability to form smaller clumps at higher resolutisex-
pected from the picture that a radial contraction phaseéseg

The gravitational potential field of the particles is fouryrbap-  before the Roche density can be achi@vétigher resolution al-
ping the particle density on the grid, using a second ordéresp lows contraction to narrower bands and th_us formation of les
interpolation scheme, and solving the Poisson equatiotglesi Massive _planeteS|maIs. Itis neyertheleﬁaﬂlt to compare the
fast Fourier transform methdd (Johansen éf al.,2007). Tod-g Planetesimal masses condensing out at the two resolutsthga
tational acceleration is interpolated back to the parfidsitions initial conditions are not the same.
using second order spline interpolation. The strengthegtav- [Rein et al.[(2010) observed in their 2-D shearing sheet simu-
ity is defined by the non-dimensional parameter lations that inclusion of collisions would lead to conddimaof
fewer and more massive clumps, when compared to simulations
(20) without collisions. Our Figl_12 also shows that the simalati
with no collisions makes the highest number of clumps of all
the four simulations. Nevertheless the characteristicsoathe
ost massive clumps appears fiielient to the treatment of col-
ions.

5. Planetesimal formation

47Gpg
2 7

which is related to the thin-disc self-gravity parame@¢hrough

Q ~ 1.6G"! (Safronov| 1960; Toomre, 1964). The solar nebu\m
of [Hayashi 1) ha& ~ 0.04 at 3 AU from the sun, the pa- o _ _
rameter depending weakly on the distance. WeGise0.1 as a SinceG controls the relative strength of self-gravity, results

reference choice in the simulations, but experiment @ilown  Qbtained with a giverG can not be scaled to other values of
t0.0.02. G. We vary the self-gravity parameter in £28imulations in

The total particle mass in the box is Fig. [13, starting self-gravity at the same time as in Fig. 12.
Weaker self-gravity gives lower clump masses, but graeitat

M. = L3 ~ 0.002H30,, 21) ally bound clumps of up t0.01 Ceres masses (or 100 km radius)
P = o) PO 1 Condense even & = 0.02. The solar nebula model lof Hayashi

where the mass unifly = H3p, depends on the temperature anfiL981) has> ~ 0.04 at 3 AU from the sun. Thus the streaming

location in the discHi] and the strength of the self-gravityq = instability allows planetesimal formation in disc modéiattare

(47G)~2G2?]. While the expression in Eq_{P1) does not deperﬁjmilar in mass to the solar nebula, in contrast to recentisim

onG, in units whereH = po = 1, thephysicalmass unit does. In lations of planetesimal formation in pressure bumps eddite

a nebula with the scale-height givenggl), we hdhe me_lgnetorotatlonal instability which required disc sgssup

atr = 3AU with G = 0.1 a mass unit oMo ~ 1.3 x 10?’g and 1o 10 times the solar nebula (Johansen et al..|2011).

Mp ~ 2.8Mceres

. We act_l\_/ate _par_tlcle se_lf-graVIty l_n_SImuIathns of theesim- The algorithm for identifying bound clumps is based on 2-I> co
ing instability with inelastic NS collisions, at times whérere i,y density snapshots and is described in detall in_Johaisdn
is little particle concentration, to catch the simultangaation )

of streaming instability and self-gravity during the nexine & A similar order of events is seen in simulations of star fdioma
centration event. In SI6€0.3NS we thus start self-gravity atin self-gravitating accretion discs around supermassaekiholes, see
t = 52Ty, While in S1128e0.3NS we start self-gravity at e.g. Fig. 3 of Alexander et hl. (2008).

G=
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Fig. 11. Particle column density versus time after self-gravity usned on atty = 52Top = 326726271 in the simulation
S164.€0.3NS. An overdense sheet forms by the streaming instabilitiytaraks up in a number of gravitationally bound clumps.
We indicate the number of clumps and their masses, in unttseahass of the dwarf planet Ceres, in the lower left partefibts.
Between 3 and 4 clumps condense out independently of hoigicols are treated, with masses slightly smaller than C&lesnp
merging, likely driven by the artificially large sizes of thianetesimals, reduces the number of clumps with time ioeslés. Note
that the initial condition for all four simulations is takéom S164.e0.3NS.

The presented simulations do not catch the transition frasive bound clumps in our simulations are relatively indejzar
bound clump to solid planetesimal. However, Nesvorny et af resolution allows us to critically compare the mass st
(2010) simulated the gravitational collapse of spherieatiple tion of the clumps to to the observed properties of the agtero
clouds and generally found formation of binary planetessiaand Kuiper belts and extrasolar debris discs.
with the two largest bodies containing a significant fractod
the mass of the cloud. The fact that the masses of the most mas-
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Fig. 12. Same as Fid.11, but for 128imulations with self-gravity started ft= 19Ty, = 119381Q1. More clumps form initially,
but the most massive clumps have similar masses to theiBdlation. The run with no collisions forms more low-magswaps
than the other runs. The initial condition for all four siratibns is taken from S11280.3NS. The total particle mass in the box is
approximately 2.8 Ceres masses.

5.1. Application to the Kuiper belt Mo o r¥4, so re-scaling to the Kuiper bélgives planetesimal
masses 5—6 times higher than in Figl 11 and[Eif. 12. Conttacte
radii at the location of the Kuiper belt are approximatel@80

The physical mass of the clumps depends on location in the d@gher than in the asteroid belt, yielding planetesimaliriae-

and on the self-gravity parameter While the simulations are 7 the orhits of trans-Neptunian objects extend to several Uha-
dlmenSIOn|ESS, the translation to phyS|Cgl mass involveklim yond the orbit of Neptune, although many of these must haradd

plication by the mass unitly = poH® = GQ?H3/(4rG). In a  within the orbit of Neptune and been scattered outwards. lteis we
nebula with constan® andT « r~%2, the mass unit scales astake 30 AU as an approximate distance scale.
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S overdense particle filament. The lag might have be even more

1.5+ A pronounced if the particle clumps would not be bloated taafill
Tl max(My) ] grid cell.

- squ\/Ip) ] This stranding scenario is an alternative to the more aaksi

view that the asteroid and Kuiper belts were disturbed by the

presence of giant planets (e.g. Kenyon & Brormley, 2004).

T
1

1'0_ 6. Summary and discussion
This paper focuses on thdfect of momentum exchange and
energy dissipation in collisions on particle concentratiy the
i | streaming instability and on the subsequent gravitaticoél
0.5F T lapse to form dense clumps and planetesimals. We develop a ne
) ST algorithm for tracking collisions between superpartialegre-
L 1 senting swarms of physical particles. The time-scale foam p
1 ticle in a given swarm to collide with a particle from another
swarm is calculated for all superparticle pairs in a grid.cel
Collisions occur instantaneously if a random number istleas
the ratio of the simulation time-step to the collisionale¢iscale,
ensuring that superparticles collide statistically on toerect
(t—t, g)/Q-l time-scale. We have demonstrated that this algorithm can-be
corporated into a hydrodynamical code at a modest computa-

Fig. 13. Evolution of maximum planetesimal mass (full line) andional cost. This is true even for large particle numbenscei
total mass in planetesimals (dash-dotted line) for*igBwla- the number of possible collision partners that are conetliera
tions with inelastic NS collisions (thin yellow line showset 9iven timestep can be reduced with little or no loss of gelitgra
G = 0.1 simulation without collisions for comparison). Colors  Collisions can have a number offects on particle dynam-
indicateG = 0.02 0.05,0.1. Extended wiggles in thé = 0.1 IS, by making particle motion more isotropic and by dissiga
curve arise during clump merging. The total particle maghén collisions which drain kinetic energy from the system. Weeha

box is 28, 14 and 056 Ceres masses, in order of decreaging considered the simplest case of a constantfment of restitu-
tion (either unity or 0.3), but a more physically motivatemi-

cient of restitution, depending on material propertiesiamzact

tween 150 and 730 km. The upper range is comparable to &Rkeed and angle, could be easily implemented in the scheme. W
masses of the largest known Kuiper belt obje,et &mphasize that we have focused in this paper entirely om part
[2007{ Browh| 2008). cles with a friction time of 0.3 relative to the local Kepkeni
This extrapolation is only valid for an assumed constaffn€-scale, corresponding to 20-cm rocks in the asterold be
self-gravity paramete®. The minimum mass solar nebula, with@nd 6-mm pebbles at 30 AU. Future studies will be needed to
3 o« 132, hasG « /4, The weak dependence on radial distancdetermine the influence of particle collisions on the dyreznof
from the star gives in the Kuiper beltat 30 AU a 13/4 ~ 1.8 Smaller and larger particles and on their ability to fornmefees-
times large(G than in the asteroid belt. From Fig]13 we redii olMmals. , . ,
an approximate doubling in planetesimal mass when inargasi . OUr simulations show that collisions are important to con-

G from 0.05 to Q1. We expect that this scaling holds for largepider when modelling particle concentration by the stregmi

G as well. This way the minimum mass solar nebula gives son{Bstability. Taking into account the energy dissipatioririalas-

what higher masses in the Kuiper belt compared to the constdif collisions increases the maximum particle density sTihi

G extrapolation presented above. crease is most pronounced, more than a factor of three ceahpar
The comparison to observed planetesimal belts is nev-simulations with no collisions, when we ignore the refi

theless complicated by a potentially verffigient accretion Ke€plerian shear for determining the collision time-scaiesl

of unbound particles (pebbles and rocks) by the newly boftcomes. We argue that the_ Keplerian shear veloc_lty should

planetesimals after their formation (Johansen & La¢eraao? be subtracted when determining the outcome of collisions be

Ormel & Klaht,201D), an epoch not captured in our simulationtVeen superparticles representing physical particles dne

It is interesting to note that, given the power of the stregmi MUch smaller than a grid cell. The collision algorithm egés

instability in producing Ceres-mass planetesimals froibis particles to the size of a gr_ld cell during a collision, and;.th

and rocks, the challenging question may not be how these pI§A" |€ad to unphysical heating of the particle componersf t

etesimal belts forfhor how the characteristic mass arises, biteP!erian shear is included during the collision.

rather why the planetesimals did not immediately contirue t ' N€ treatment of collisions has no apparefieé on the

grow towards terrestrial planets, super-Earths, and cairee  Planetesimals which form by self-gravity. The masses of the

and gas giants. Perhaps these planetesimal bursts werne- “af°St massive planetesimals are relatively independehedft

doned” by the particle overdensity from which they formeg, b¢'Usion or absence of collisions, although we fl_nd some ede

radial drift of the particles, stranding as planetesimétsh&uch that more low-mass clumps condense out in simulations witho

stranding is evident in the last frames of Figl 11 and Fig epllisions. The particle densities reach several hundnelceaen

where the gravitationally bound clumps clearly lag behinel t thousand times the gas density both with and without cotisi-
much higher than the Roche density which governs gravitatio
& This does require sficient amounts of pebbles and rocks tgc0llapse —and that may explain why particle collisions pay
begin with, the formation of which is not yet well-understoo relatively small role in determining the outcome of the gtiav
(Blum & Wurm,[2008). tional contraction to form planetesimals. The simulatisinew a

Mp/ MCeres

0.0l
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characteristic planetesimal mass-scale comparable tdwiaef Rein, H., Lesur, G., & Leinhardt, Z. M. 2010, A&A, 511, A69
planet Ceres at the location of the asteroid belt. The meaig-s Safronov, V. S. 1960, Annales d'Astrophysique, 23, 979

i ; ; ; ; Safronov, V. S. 1969, Evoliutsiia doplanetnogo oblaka. glish transl.:
Increases apprOX|mater Imearly with distance from thetie Evolution of the Protoplanetary Cloud and Formation of Eaahd the

star, giving almost _dOUbl(_E the ComraCted radius at thewlest Of_ Planets, NASA Tech. Transl. F-677, Jerusalem: Israel $andl. 1972)
the Kuiper belt. This scaling may explain why the largestg€ui salo, H. 1991, Icarus, 90, 254
belt objects are bigger than the largest asteroids. Sharif, K., & Cuzzi, J. N. 2011, ApJ, 738, 73

Particle collisions are also important as a steppingerPpard, S.S., & Trjllo, C. A. 2010, ApJ, 723, L233

; : - :Shu, F. H. 1977, ApJ, 214, 488
stone towards implementing coagulation and fragmentati mre, A. 1964, ApJ), 139, 1217

in_planetesimal formation models (Ormel & Spaans, 2008jeidenschilling, S. J. 1977, MNRAS, 180, 57
|Zsom & Dullemond/ 2008). Including all the physics relevanteidenschilling, S. J. 2010, ApJ, 722, 1716

for modelling particle-dominated self-gravitating flovesda ma- Wisdom, J., & Tremaine, S. 1988, AJ, 95, 925

jor task, but the reward will be a much better understanding égﬂg:ﬂ Y S;‘éoid";;?ojz'g% 5285 . 450

the important step from pebbles and rocks to planetesinmals /,4in’ A N, & Johansen, A. 2007, ApJ, 662, 613

dwarf planets. Youdin, A. N. 2011, ApJ, 731, 99

Zsom, A., & Dullemond, C. P. 2008, A&A, 489, 931
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ppendix A: Collision time from friction time
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In the streaming instability simulations presented in Séct with characteristic time-scaley = 7c(m¢ + m;)/(2m).
and Sect.5 we observe a typical particle rms speed 0.025c;.  Completely braking down the large particle requires indinit
The mass density represented by a single superpartiple4s “time, whereas a single discrete collision with an equalspas-
0.21%4 and the friction time is27s = 0.3 (we normalise here ticle would remove all the momentum from partiglen one col-
by the Keplerian frequenc® which we define in Sedfl 4). This lision time.
givesQr. ~ 18 from Eq. [[A%). The Courant criterion for the  To really get the collisional energy equipartition right-be
hydrodynamical part of the streaming instability givestihee- tween particles of dierent sizes one would have to allow for
stepothydro = 0.000625%271 for 64° anddthydro = 0.000312%! collisions between a large particle and individual smaplerti-
for 128° simulations. Therefore we can ignore the collision timegles. This could either be done by letting superparticléseo-
scale in the simulations when determining the numericaétimresent the same mass, but rather the same number of particles
step. However, this approach would become unpractical to model a
large span in particle sizes, since a huge number of sugerpar
) ) ) cles would be required to represent the low-mass particis. bi
A.1. Multiple particle sizes Alternatively the collision between a swarm of large and kma

Eq. [A.2) defines the collisional time-scale between pisiof particles could be modelled on the collision time-scalenafi-i
two sizes. For two superparticles of equal internal particim- vidual collisions, distributing afterwards the energy amaimen-
0) tum of the particle that gtered the collision among the entire

ber (i) we haver® = (), because the cross sectior and t sroall particl I et i
relative speedvj, are symmetric in j, k). However, equal par- 3V&/™M Of Small particies or among afl particie swarms within
its mean free path. However, for a large span in particlessize

ticle number per superparticle is numerically expensigetha . : : : :
P beTp y expensieet this would still require a very small time-step and is theref

mass of a superparticle in that case scaléR*agequiring man : ; . -
berp ageq 9 y practical. We simply note here that while collisions bew

more superparticles to represent an equal mass of smalter [5‘5' . . . :
ticles. The second complication is that the collision tisoade unequal-sized particles can be modelled with the right eons

becomes very short for smaller particles. vatio_n properties, actual equipartifnion of pa}rticle emesgvould
A more common approach is to have equal mass per sug&3u!re an adaptation of the collision algorithm.

particle. In that case we can define a collision time-scalkbhas

time for all mass in particl¢ to interact with all mass in particle Appendix B: Limiting the collision number

k. This time-scale is shared between the two particle spacids

is given by During the gravitational contraction of particle clumps thum-
Y ber of particles in a grid ceI_I can become very Ia}rge, on_tlt_lieor
4 () _(k\Pa Cs max(rlf'),rg )) of 1000s of 10000s. Tracking (2)N(N — 1) possible collisions
Te = §maX(Tf LRl B R (A-6)  per grid cell then becomes very computationally expensive.
PR 7+ However, particles do not collide with all possible parger

To illustrate this, take small particles of friction tim§’ = 1 during a single time-step. One can limit the number of colfis

and large particles offrictiontimék) = 100. The collision time- partners, while maintaining the 0\{erall co_II|.3|on rate, m.’

scale for the large particles is 100 times shorter than fosthall pling only a subselnz, of the possible collisions. Considering
only Nmax out of theN — 1 collision partners for each particle

particles, because the superparticle with small phys@igies in.a grid cell, while increasing the collision probabilityrfeach

contains 100 times more particles in the swarm. However, tcgllision partner by Kl — 1)/Nmay yields statistically the same
time-scale for collision between a large and a small particles number of collisions

The cortect ime.scale & the tme for small paricls widel __ CONSIder as an example 101 particles in a gid cell, with the

with large particles. When an average small particle hag-ex COII!S'OH probability between any wo particles of”_fOPartche

rienced a collision .then all small particles have collideith will then on the average collide with 1 other particle. Hoas

a large particle and all the mass in the two superparticies h calculating the collision probability with 100 other patés is
' expensive, even when it does not lead to a collision, which is

interacted. most often the case. Instead we let particle 1 only interaitt w

out?(;‘trﬁza \é\’:r']tlgg Stglt\a/ ecdoz;nsrri:‘ciﬂectovxlll (')S(':C:)T"gmec’;ni Igg'gi&g particles 2 to 6, and give each collision the probability“1id-
gp 9 stead of 162, Particlei has particles + 1 toi + 5 as collision

mass, sinceftectively a large particle collides witin/m; small . : L
. ; = ! o 1o partners. When reaching particle 97, the collision pagmeap
particles during this time. This approach is slightly inststent around to particle 1 again, and this way all particles on the a

f(')”;ii?]'sl‘;rigel”‘;%l:]swirtﬁ ;‘”“;r?iilré'%?;gmszqic'gn?;gﬁqbﬁl erage get 10 collision partners (5 of higher index and 5 otlow
g p I index) instead of 100.

tween a particle of velocity, and a stationary particle results in When reducing the number of collision partners, one has to

the new velocity be careful that the particles do not interact only with mdes
_ M- my Vi (A7) of a nearby index in each time-step. To avoid any such spsiriou
me+m; ' particle preferences, we therefore fteithe order of particles
After N such collisions the velocity of particleis inside a gr_ld cell in each time-step. We have emplrlcallyn_l'ubu
N that reducing the number of collision partners becomes impo
v = Mg — M; v (A.8) tant vv_hen_ there are more than 100 part|cles ina gn.d c<_e||. We
“me+m k- ' show in Fig[B.1 the rms speed of particles undergoing inelas
o . . . tic collisions with codicient of restitutione = 0.3. We use 100
In the limit wherevy —vi = Av < Vi, this equation describes &, icjes per grid cell and show results where we consider al
velocity damping particles in a cell to be collision partners together withules
dve 1 2m A9 where we limit the collision partners to 10 and 2. The results
dt T Tome+ m, Vk (A.9) are indistinguishable, but the code speed is significangidr

k
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10P¢ . . . . Appendix C: From superparticles to inflated

E 100 particles per cell particles

10 (L,=L,=0.2H, N.=N,=32,Q1,=0.3,6=0.3) ] Consider a particle component of mass dengsityA superparti-
E cle can maximally hold a particle numbiEr(equivalently parti-

>§ cle mass density,) that covers the whole area of the grid cell,
1072k TTT——— 3 R o o 3
] Ro = L2 (sx0% = 22 O0° _ (592 C.1)
F My A
10° L . . Here o is the cross section of a swarm member ani$ the
0 50 100 150 200  mean free path of physical particles in the system. Thissgive
Q™ maximum superparticle mass density of
10f " " " ] R A
E At A 1 Pp=Pp=- (C.2)
skt . oX
% All partners — At this mass density the Monte Carlo method breaks down be-
€ 6r Max 10 partners—— cause the superparticle area is larger than a single gti¢tfis|
8 r Max 2 partners ] is not taken into account in the model because collisionsilye
o 4r ] considered when superpatrticles share the same grid cal). T
o [ ] free path of a test particle encountering this maximum dgnsi
8 2r ] superparticle is
ot . . . ] ~ 1 pp
0 50 100 150 200 1R T 5700 (C.3)

t/Q™*

. . . L . usingo = 1/(AA) = 1/(an). Thus the maximum area criterion
Fig.B.1. Evolution of particle rms speed in simulation startzincides with the particle density where the free path & th
ing with random motion of amplitude 1. Particles have meagsme as the grid spacing, giving a collision probability pity
free-pathd = 0.1 and coéicient of restitutione = 0.3. Drag \yhen the particle enters a grid cell occupied by a supegierti
forces are ignored. The blue line shows the results of a simphjs s in fact equivalent to the inflated particie approdc,
lation with 100 particles per grid cell and full collisionpaer 4+ overlapping particles always collide.
list, while the red and golden lines show the results of fimgjt We still must show that the mean free path of the system is

the collision partners to 10 and 2, respectively, whileéasing oq4] to the physical mean free path. The total particle raimb
the collision probability accordingly. The results arerertely

e . X in the box is
similar. The lower panel shows the instantaneous inverde co
speed. Limiting the number of collision partners has inseea pplL3 c4
the speed by a factor of approximately three. - Po(6%)3 (C.4)

o o This gives a mean free path for the “grid point particles” of
when limiting the number of collision partners (lower panél

Fig.[B). The typical speed of the Pencil Code for a hydrody; L3  pp(6%)°®  pp
namical simulation with two-way drag forces between gas and~ - ~ 2y = o 0X=4. (C.5)
. . X : . o pp(6X?)  pp
particles is~10 us per particle per time-step. Fig._B.1 shows
that the computational time needed for superparticlesiolis This shows how the superparticle Monte Carlo method smypothl
is similar to or lower than the time needed for gas hydrodynarmansforms to the inflated particle method when reducing the
ics, particle dynamics, and drag forces, if the number disioh  number of superparticles and increasing their mass. At p
partners is kept below approximately 100. when the superpatrticle fills up its grid cell, the collisiompa-
A side dfect of reducing the number of collision partners iility approaches unity inside the cell and the mean freb pét
that the maximum number abllisionsis reduced accordingly. the grid cell particles is equal to the mean free path of thesiph
Therefore it be must required that the boosted collisiorbaro cal particles. At the same time one must only allow apprasghi
bility P* = P(N — 1)/Nmax is always much smaller than unity.particles to collide, to avoid multiple collisions insideet grid
This must hold for all particle pairs. One can use the maximueell. Of course, the collision detection algorithm for teesibic
relative speed between any two particles within a grid all particles is rather crude, but the geometfieet of considering
estimate the smallest allowd, ., that keeps alP’ <« 1. cubic rather than spherical particles is minor.
Each swarm in our simulations represepigog ~ 0.219.
The base probability for collision between two superpéatic
swarms with random motioév/cs ~ 0.025 isP = 6t/7¢ ~ 10°°
using Eq.[[A}) and a typical hydrodynamical time-siept 64
and 128 resolution. The maximum density reached in the sim-
ulations ispp/pg ~ 3000 (see Fid.17), giving: 13700 particles
in the densest cells. We udi,ax = 100 and thus the maximum
boosted probability i®" ~ 1073, safely in the regime where the
collision time-scale can be ignored when determining the nu
merical time-step of the code.
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