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Abstract

Coarse objects in chondrites such as chondrules and CAIs are mostly coated with fine-grained rims (FGRs).
FGRs can be formed on the surface of free floating chondrules in a turbulent nebula, where dust aggregation
also occurs. A former study has reported that the morphology of the dust populations accreting onto
chondrules affects the initial structures of FGRs. It was revealed that, if monomer grains accrete onto
chondrules, the smaller grains tend to accumulate near the surface of chondrules, and FGRs exhibit grain
size coarsening from the bottom to the top. However, the study did not consider the effect of temporal
growth of dust aggregates on FGRs formation. In this study, we calculate the aggregation of polydisperse
monomer grains and their accretion onto chondrules. The following two different stages of dust aggregation
can be identified: the monomer-aggregation stage and the BCCA-like stage. In the monomer-aggregation
stage, monomer grains are incorporated into aggregates when the average aggregate size reaches the size
of the monomer. In the BCCA-like stage, aggregates evolve fractally in a fashion similar to that of single
size monomer grains. Based on the results of the previous study, we obtain the requisite conditions for
chondrules to acquire monomer-accreting FGRs with grain size coarsening observed in some chondrites. In
the case of similar size distribution as that of Inter Stellar Medium (ISM), the maximum grain size of > 1 ym
is widely (a < 1073) required for monomer accretion, while if turbulent intensity in a nebula is extremely
weak (o < 107°), a maximum grain size ~ 10 pm is required. The monomer size distributions having larger
mass fraction in the large grains compared to ISM might be necessary for the effective grain size coarsening.
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1. Introduction

Chondrules and calcium-aluminum-rich refractory inclusions (CAls) are the major components of primi-

tive meteorites, i.e. the chondrites. These components are often coated with fine-grained rims (FGRs) with
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grain size ranging from nm to pm and FGRs are visibly distinct from the interstitial matrix.

The origin of FGRs has been debated and still unsolved. Several models on the origin of FGR have been
suggested so far. The nebular origin models (Metzler et al., 1992) suggest that FGRs were developed around
the freely floating chondrules in the solar nebular due to their collisions with fine dust grains (Morfill et al.,
1998; Cuzzi, 2004). On the other hand, the parent body origin models suggest that dust grains were first
attached to chondrules and FGRs were formed via compaction of the attached dust grains in the regolith
(Sears et al., 1993; Takayama and Tomeoka, 2012; Trigo-Rodriguez et al., 2006), or they were formed via
alteration of chondrules in the parent bodies (Sears et al., 1993; Takayama and Tomeoka, 2012).

The origin of FGRs via alteration of chondrules may be unlikely because the chemical composition of
FGRs is independent of the type of core chondrules, and several authors consider the nebular origin models
to be the most likely (e.g. Brearley, 1993). One of the most important observations that supports the nebular
origin model is the positive correlation between chondrule radii and the volumes of FGRs (e.g. Hanna and
Ketcham, 2018). Such a positive correlation can be achieved in a turbulent nebular, where solid particles are
dynamically decoupled from the surrounding gas depending on their size (Morfill et al., 1998; Cuzzi, 2004;
Ormel et al., 2008; Carballido, 2011; Xiang et al., 2019). Larger chondrules have larger relative velocity to
the gas and fine dust grains, which are well coupled with the gas. Therefore, larger chondrules floating in the
nebular sweep more dust grains compared to smaller chondrules and, thereby, they develop larger volume
of FGRs. It is likely that both FGRs and interstitial matrix were compressed; however, strain analysis on
Allende (CV3) chondrites indicate that FGR and interstitial matrix experienced different compaction events
(Bland et al., 2011). Bland et al. (2011) suggested that the initial porosity of FGRs was approximately
70-80% before compression, which is in agreement with the theoretical and experimental predictions of the
nebular origin of FGRs (Ormel et al., 2008; Beitz et al., 2013; Xiang et al., 2019).

Xiang et al. (2019) examined the formation processes of FGRs on chondrules by N-body and Monte Carlo
simulations, and they found that the resultant internal structures of FGRs depend on the turbulent intensity
and the chondrule radius. Moreover, the morphology of dust particles (i.e., monomer grains or aggregates)
accreting onto chondrules also affects the structures of FGRs. When monomer grains (individual grains of nm
to pm size) accrete onto chondrules (monomer-accretion case), the smaller grains preferentially accumulate
near surface of chondrules and the larger grains tend to pile up at the upper layer of FGRs. A radial gradient
in the size of monomer grains is found from the bottom to the top of FGRs. On the other hand, when dust
aggregates (coalescence of monomer grains) accrete onto chondrules (aggregate-accretion case), no radial
structure of FGRs is found, and the size of monomer grains is uniformly distributed throughout rims.

In the nebula, monomer grains quickly collide and stick with each other to form aggregates (e.g. Mat-
sumoto et al., 2019, 2021). Dust particles evolve fractally, and the filling factor of aggregates decreases
as they grow. Xiang et al. (2019) treated a monomer accretion case that ignored the ongoing and in-
evitable, time-dependent transformation of monomers into aggregates. Dust aggregation controls the phase
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of monomer accretion and as a result the structures of FGRs. Moreover, Xiang et al. (2019) fixed the size
distribution of monomer grains that was similar to that of the Inter Stellar Medium (ISM). However, the
grain size population must have evolved in the nebula (e.g. Ashworth, 1977; Toriumi, 1989). For example,
during chondrule-forming flash heating events, small dust particles might have evaporated completely and
recondensed as monomer grains through homogeneous nucleation, which could have changed the grain size
of the population from ISM and also potentially generated nm size (< 100 nm) grains (Miura et al., 2010;
Arakawa and Nakamoto, 2016). The purpose of this study is to investigate the effect of dust aggregation
before their accretion onto chondrules on the structure of FGRs. We set the initial population of monomer
grains with various power law size distributions and calculate their collisional growth considering the poros-
ity change. We aim to understand the conditions of the disk environment and grain size distribution for the
monomer-accretion case and the aggregate-accretion case.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we introduce our model, which includes
dust aggregation and porosity change. In section 3, we present the results of our numerical calculations.
In section 4, we discuss the caveats of our model and the expected structures of FGRs. In section 5, we
conclude the implications of the results of this study. In the following sections, ”grain” and ”monomer grain”
refer to monomer, ”aggregate” refers to aggregate, and "dust” and ”dust particle” refer to both monomer

and aggregate.

2. Model

2.1. Gas disk

In this study, we consider dust aggregation and rim formation on chondrules in a local box. We neglect
the radial transport of solid materials and confine our simulations to the disk midplane where chondrule
formation might have occurred. We use the minimum mass solar nebular model (Hayashi, 1981); but for
the surface density gradient, power law index of —1 is assumed instead of —1.5 as indicated by astronomical
observations (e.g. Andrews, 2020). The gas surface density and the midplane temperature at the distance r

from the central star are given as follows:

5, = 1700 (;—u)_l g/em? = 680 (2_5’"au)_1 g/em? | (1)
r\—05 r 0.5
T = 280 (E) K:177<2.5 au) K . 2)
When a vertically isothermal temperature profile is assumed, we obtain the gas mass density at the midplane
as follows:
r —9/4
pg = 1.72 x 10710 (m) g/em® (3)

We note that our results can be easily scaled with different gas disk profiles. In this work, we fix the location
at r = 2.5 au and do not use r-dependence of gas surface density and temperature anymore.
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2.2. Dust motion

In a protoplanetary disk, dust grains stick together when they collide with each other. For the source
of relative velocity Av between two dust particles or between the dust particles and (rimmed) chondrules,
we only consider the Brownian motion Awgy, which is dominant during the early stage of aggregation of
pm size grains, and the random motion caused by gas turbulence Awv;, which is dominant at the succeeding
stage of aggregation of 100 pm - mm size particles. Relative velocity due to the Brownian motion is given
as follows:

Avpy = w7 (4)

TIm1MmMe9
where ky, is Boltzmann constant. Relative velocity due to the turbulent motion can be obtained from the

following closed form

Rel/*(Sty — Sto) (ter <ty)

. 1/2
Avy = Vac, [an —(1+0)+ %5 ( L4 & )} VSti (5t, Ster < tr) (5)

1+ya Ya+90

1 1 1/2
(1+St1 + 1+St2) (tr. < ts,l)

derived by Ormel and Cuzzi (2007). The relative velocity Av is given as Av = \/W . In the above
formulae, subscripts 1 and 2 denote the colliding particles; m1 and ma, ts1 and ts2 (ts1 > ts2), and St;
and Sty denote masses, stopping time against the surrounding gas, and Stokes number of colliding particles,
respectively. Stokes number is the ratio of the stopping time to the turnover time of the largest turbulent
eddy, t; (Keplerian time 27! is assumed). Turbulent Reynolds number Re is the ratio of the turbulent
viscosity 14 to the molecular viscosity v, t, = Re %%t is Kolmogorov timescale, y, ~ 1.6(ts1 < tr) is a
numerical parameter, and § = t52/ts1 < 1. For the turbulent viscosity, we use a prescription (Shakura and
Sunyaev, 1973)

v =ac?Qt, (6)

where « is the dimensionless parameter that describes the intensity of turbulence. Unless otherwise noted,
a = 107% is assumed. Isothermal sound speed is ¢, = VkvT/mg and the mean molecular mass is my =

3.9 x 10724 g/ecm3. At the disk midplane, Re can be expressed as follows:

aamolEQ

Re = , (7)

2my

where 0,00 = 2.0 x 10715 ¢cm? is the molecular cross-section (Adachi et al., 1976).



In this study, particle sizes (both dust and chondrules) are always smaller than the gas molecular mean
free path (11 cm at 2.5 au in our gas disk model); hence the Epstein drag regime can be applied. In this
case, Stokes number of particles with size a and filling factor ¢ at the midplane can be obtained as follows:

o Wapmat¢
St = oy, (8)

where pma; is the material density of the dust grains for which a value of 3.0 g/cm? is assumed. We
obtain a and ¢ from the volume V and mass m of the particles as V = (47/3)a® and ¢ = (m/V)/pmat
by apporoximating them as spheres. Here, we do not distinguish the characteristic radius of aerodynamic
behavior from the geometric radius, which is valid when the rims are not highly porous (dust aggregation
mainly proceeds through the Brownian motion which does not depend on Stokes numbers of the dust
particles). We note that for the turbulent relative velocity of Ormel and Cuzzi (2007), we use the first

regime in Eq. 5 for simplicity, as shown later.

2.8. Time evolution

In most of our calculations, the initial mass density of dust and chondrules at the midplane, p40 and
Pe,0, respectively, where subscripts ¢ and d denote chondrule and dust, are both set to be 0.005p, (then
total solid to gas mass ratio at the midplane is 0.01). Zero denotes the initial value. We fix p. o and change

Pd,0- Subsequently, we solve Smoluchowski equation which is given as follows:

o 9) =5 [[[] K6 N N 6"

g(m,¢,m’ ¢ \m" ¢ Ydm' do dm” d¢"
— / K(m,¢,m’,¢ YN(m,$)N(m', ¢ )dm'd¢’
— K.N(m, ¢)n.. (9)

This equation describes the temporal evolution of N(m, ¢), the number density of the dust particles per
unit mass m and unit filling factor ¢. On the right-hand side of Eq. 9, the first term corresponds to an
increase of N(m, ¢) due to coagulation of two dust particles with g = 1 for total mass m and the resulting
filling factor ¢, but otherwise ¢ = 0. The second term corresponds to a decrease due to collisions of the
particles, whose mass and filling factor are m and ¢, with others, and the last term implies a decrease due to
their accretion onto chondrules to form rims, where n. is the number density of chondrules. The collisional
kernels K and K. are defined as K = 7r(a/ + a//)2 x Av and K, = 7(a + a.)? x Av, respectively. We
assume that the collisional cross-section between dust particles and chondrules is determined by the radius
of (rimmed) chondrule a., and neglect the contribution of dust particles. Furthermore, we consider that
the relative velocity between dust particles and chondrules is dominated by the turbulent relative motion of
chondrules against surrounding gas for which Sto = 0 is substituted in the first formula of Eq. 5; thus we

use K, ~ ma? x Av,.



2.4. Porosity change

We set the initial size distributions of monomer grains as power law number density distributions, ng(a)
aP with 8 = —4.5, —3.5, and —2.5. These three values are representative of three cases; 3 = —4.5 corresponds
to the case where the smallest grains dominate the grain populations, § = —2.5 corresponds to the case
where the largest grains dominate the grain populations, and § = —3.5 corresponds to the intermediate case
(see subsection 3.3 for further explanations). First, dust particles collide with each other mainly due to the
Brownian motion. Subsequently, the turbulent motion induced by the surrounding gas starts to play its role
and they quickly accrete onto chondrules (Ormel et al., 2008) because the collisional timescale between dust
particles is roughly the same as that of accretion onto chondrules (see their section 2.4). As the collisional
energy of the Brownian motion is low enough to rotate monomer grains inside the aggregates, the resultant
collisions between dust particles might lead to hit-and-stick growth, which implies no deformation occurs.
In this case, the newly formed aggregates have voids that reduce their internal density. To describe this
internal evolution, we use the empirical formula for aggregation of the single size monomer grains that
Okuzumi et al. (2009) obtained from N-body simulations. Although we consider the growth of monomer
grains with various size distributions, we note that the volume of voids that are generated from the sticking
of two aggregates is independent of the size distribution of constituent monomers in the hit-and-stick regime.

The volume of voids is given by the following equation:

2
Voo = min 0,99 — 1.03In [ ————).6.94| x V3, 10
oa = min | (e ) o) v (10)

where V1 and V, (V3 > V43) are the volume of the colliding particles. The volume of the resultant aggregates
after collisions Vi 9 is given by

Vigo = Vi + Vo + Vigia- (11)

2.5. Numerical setting

We divide the mass distribution logarithmically into bins such that mass m[k + 1] implies 10*/1° times
mass mlk], with mmin, 101/1Ommin7 102/ i - - - , where my,, is the mass of the smallest grain. We also
divide the filling factor logarithmically into 1, 10~%/20, 1072/20 to 10~29/29(= 0.1) to resolve the difference
between monomer grains and aggregates (see below), and 10_11/10(: 0.1 x 10_1/10), 10~12/10... To judge
whether the monomer-accreting or aggregate-accreting rim formation occurs, we also track the maximum
size of monomer grains inside the individual dust particles of mass m and filling factor ¢ to distinguish
between monomer grains and aggregates by the rule below. If a dust particle has a volume less than twice
the largest grain inside it, we define this largest grain as an isolated monomer grain, which is not incorporated
into an aggregate yet (Figure 1). In contrast, aggregation between two isolated monomer grains with the
same size leads to the loss of these isolated grains because the resultant aggregate has a volume larger
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than twice the volume of these grains. We integrate the Smoluchowski equation explicitly with a default
time increment of 1 yr, but time increment is determined at every timestep to avoid a decrease in mass by
more than 10% at a single timestep for every bin. In our model, most of the dust particles accrete onto
chondrules at the timescale of ~ 100 yr. We calculate the growth of dust particles for 1000 yr. We note that
the ratios of 10'/10 between the adjacent bins are somewhat coarse (e.g. Lee, 2000) and we must restrict a
decrease in mass at a single timestep to a lower fraction to converge the numerical solutions. However, more
accurate calculations are numerically expensive. We confirmed that our results differ just slightly from the
more accurate calculations, and there are no qualitative differences. The influence of such a small difference
to our conclusions is mush smaller than that of the uncertainties in the gas surface density and turbulent
intensity of the protoplanetary disks. In Appendix A, we show an example of our test calculations with
the higher resolutions for single size monomer grains, which can be compared with the previous work by

Okuzumi et al. (2009).

3. Results

At the beginning of this section, we overview the procedures we take in this and following sections. As
mentioned in the previous section, small dust particles grow due to the Brownian motion, and as soon as
the turbulent motion takes over, they accrete onto chondrules at a faster rate than their collisions with
each other, so further growth of aggregates can be neglected. In subsection 3.1, we solve dust aggregation
by considering only the Brownian motion and neglecting dust aggregation by the turbulent motion and
their accretion onto chondrules to see the behavior of dust aggregation by the Brownian motion. We fit
the results with the power law functions with two different stages based on the nature of dust aggregation.
In the next subsection 3.2, we introduce dust aggregation by the turbulent motion and accretion of dust
particles onto chondrules. Using the power law fitting formulae in subsection 3.1 and analytical treatments
that combine dust aggregation and sweep up by chondrules (see Appendix C), we obtain the analytically
modified fitting formulae for this more realistic cases with dust accretion onto chondrules (these formulae
are more complicated due to the additional effects of accretion onto chondrules and this is the reason why
we first consider only dust aggregation by the Brownian motion in subsection 3.1). The elapsed time can be
replaced by the mass fraction of dust rims that already accrete onto chondrules against core chondrules. The
timescale needed to form FGRs that are observed in the meteorites (e.g. Hanna and Ketcham, 2018) can be
expected using the actual rim mass fraction, and we can calculate the dust growth within this timescale.

We consider the case of § = —3.5, which corresponds to the size distribution of ISM (Mathis et al.,
1977) that was also used by Xiang et al. (2019), in subsections 3.1 and 3.2, and then move onto the cases of
B = —4.5 and 8 = —2.5 in subsection 3.3. We obtain the analytically modified fitting formulae for g = —4.5

and f = —2.5 including the effect of dust accretion onto chondrules. These analytically modified formulae



for each (3 value are applied to obtain the requirements for monomer-accreting and aggregate-accreting rim

formation to occur in subsection 4.2.

3.1. Aggregation of dust particles without accretion onto chondrules

In this and next subsections, we consider the case of f§ = —3.5. We define the average size of aggregates

Gage and the average filling factor ¢ as follows:

%aggg = /V(a)nagg(a)da//nagg(a)da, (12)
s = [ [ mNoga i, 9] [V (@)1 (a)da: (13)

The number density distribution of the aggregates and the isolated monomers grains with respect to their
size a are given by Nagg(a) and nmeno(a), respectively. Two types of number density, N(m,¢) and n(a),
have different dimensions but satisfy [[ N(m,¢)dmd¢ = [n(a)da. At the beginning, nmeno(a) = no(a)
and nage(a) = 0 (see section 2.4). Then, the number density of monomer grains decreases and that of the
aggregates increases. Note that the aggregates with the same size a can have various filling factors.

Figure 2 shows the fraction of isolated grains for each size of monomer grains, nmono(a)/no(a), in the
case of (@min, @max) = (0.01 gm,1 pm). Throughout this paper, amin and amax refer to the maximum and
minimum size of the initial population of monomer grains. In this figure, different colors represent monomer
grains with different sizes. The horizontal axis shows the average size of aggregates, @age, which increases
as time progresses. The number density of monomer grains, nmono(a), is found to sharply decrease as dagg
reaches a. Smaller grains are more rapidly incorporated into the aggregates compared to the larger grains.

This trend also can be observed in the volume distribution. Figure 3a shows the total volume per each
size bin (V(a)n(a)a) divided by the initial volume of the smallest grains (V (amin)70(@min)@min), when the
average aggregate size is 0.2 um. At this time, most of the monomer grains whose size is more than 0.5 pym
retain their initial volume distribution and remain isolated (note that the slight increase in volume is due to
the adhesion of much smaller grains). After the average size of aggregates reaches the maximum size of the
monomer grains (Figures 3¢ and 3d), the shape of the distribution does not change while keeping its range
relatively narrow.

The timescale of the growth of dust aggregates is important when we consider their accretion onto
chondrules to form rims. We normalize the average aggregate size, aage, by the minimum size of monomer

grains, amin, and the elapsed time by the collisional timescale between the smallest monomer grains, tyin,



where

1
tmin =
M dra2 X 10(Gmin) amin X Aveym
1 _
dra? (“+B)pganth x 16kp T (6 ?é 4)
_ min mgr(amim{afntg—aixf 7mgr (amin) (14)
1 (8= 9.

16k, T

4dma?. x Pq X
min = mgr(amin) In(@amax/amin) mmgr (dmin)

The mass of a monomer grain, mg, (a), is defined as mg,(a) = (47/3)a®pmas. Using these normalizations, we
can scale our results with those of other disk environments.
Figure 4a shows the normalized time evolution of the average size of aggregates with the fitting formulae

(the black dotted lines in this figure), which is given as follows:

' 0.794 ( / Y)
1.10 (t - ) Qagg [ Amin <
Qagg/Amin = o 0y [ 1 \ 105 (15)
1.13y 03 (m) (aagg/amin > Y);
where
Y = 2.96 (Gmax/@min) + 131. (16)

See Appendix B for the detail of fitting. Eqgs. 15 and 16 fit well except amax/@min < 50.0 (due to too simple
linear fitting, see Figure B.2). There are two stages due to two different natures of dust aggregation (see
below). To test the validity of the normalization, we compare the results from the same @pax/@min ratio,
(@mins @max) = (0.02 pm, 1 pm) (red) and (0.05 pm, 2.5 pm) (yellow). Both results are found to agree well
with each other.

Figure 4b shows the normalized temporal evolution of the average filling factor of aggregates, where the

black dotted lines indicate the fitting formulae given as follows:

—0.420 ( / )
0.903 ( ) (ags/Gmin < X
Pagg = - ~1.07 (17)
0.903X0'650 (Zaig_g) (aagg/amin > X))
where
X = 0.284 (amax/@min) + 11.9, (18)

which fit well except @max/@min < 50.0. Two size distributions, (@min,@max) = (0.05 pm, 2.5 pm) and
(0.02 pm, 1 pm), both agree well with each other in this figure as well.
In Figures 4a and 4b, two stages of aggregation are observed and their branch point is approximately

the time at which the average size of aggregates becomes equal to the maximum size of monomer grains.
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In Figures 3, during the first stage (Figures 3a and 3b), there are remaining large monomer grains, and
monomers and aggregates coevolve to the larger aggregates. On the other hand, during the second stage
(Figures 3¢ and 3d), there are almost no monomer grains, and aggregates with relatively narrow size spread
evolve to the larger aggregates. After the branch point, aggregates begin BCCA-like growth, which refers to
the aggregation of the particles having the same volume (BCCA refers to Ballistic Cluster-Cluster Aggrega-
tion). Similar to BCCA, the filling factor is approximately inversely proportional to the size of aggregates,
which corresponds to the fractal dimension of ~ 2 (e.g. Okuzumi et al., 2009). Furthermore, in the case of
aggregation due to the Brownian motion, its growth timescale increases nearly proportionally to the size of
aggregates. These behaviors can be interpreted as aggregates of aggregates in BCCA fashion. We refer to
this second aggregation stage as BCCA-like stage hereafter. Before the BCCA-like stage, isolated monomer
grains with different sizes are incorporated into aggregates when the average aggregate size reaches the size
of monomers (Figure 2). We refer to this first aggregation stage as the monomer-aggregation stage, which

has the fractal dimension of 2.5 to 2.6.

3.2. Including accretion of dust particles onto chondrules

Analytic discussions on the accretion of dust particles onto chondrules were well established by Morfill
et al. (1998) and Cuzzi (2004), and we briefly review the things that are relevant to this study in the
beginning of this subsection. We demonstrate here that the total accreted mass of dust onto chondrules can
be used as a clock of dust aggregation instead of ¢t without tracking the actual rim internal structures by
some assumptions and approximations mentioned in the last of subsection 2.3 and reconsidered in subsection
4.1.

In our model, the mass density of rimmed chondrules evolves as follows:

dpe
dt

= paman.Av(St.), (19)

where n. is the number density of chondrules, and St.(t) is Stokes number of rimmed chondrules, which is

given as follows:

me(t) pmarPe(t)

g

(20)

The radius of rimmed chondrules is a.(t), which is the sum of the radius of core chondrules and the thickness
of the rims, and ¢.(t) is the filling factor of the rimmed chondrules averaging the contributions from rims

and core chondrules through,
Meore + Mrim (t)
Mecore + mrim(t)/¢rim (t) ’

where M¢ore and myiy, are the mass of core chondrules and rims, respectively, @i, is the filling factor of rims,

¢C(t) - (21)

and the internal density of core chondrules of pyat is assumed. The properties of rims, My and Gpim (1),

are time-dependent and thus St.(t) is as well. The filling factor of rims, @yim, is strongly related to ¢age but
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not equivalent to it. Compaction of rims, which is discussed in subsection 4.1, or voids generated when dust
particles accrete onto chondrules affect the internal structures of rims (e.g. Ormel et al., 2008; Xiang et al.,
2019). The porous rims around chondrules make their coupling with the gas stronger and lead to lower
Stokes number, which is indicated in reduced ¢, in Eq. 20. We note that the rims also increase the mass of
rimmed chondrules and the objects with larger mass have larger Stokes number due to their larger inertia.
However, if ¢rim < (2 — Myim/Meore)/3, the accumulation of the rims around chondrules reduces Stokes
number. The turbulent relative velocity between chondrules and dust particles, Av,(St.) = \/aRel/ 1St.cs,
is obtained from Eq. 5 with St; = St.(¢) and Sto = 0. The left-hand side of Eq. 19 describes the increase
in mass due to the accretion of dust particles. Eq. 19 assumes perfect sticking of rim materials, and the
mass of dust particles that accrete onto chondrules are regarded as the mass of chondrules. We return to

this point in subsection 4.1. Eq. 19 can be transformed into

dpe
P =pamaney/aRe/*St.qcq

dt
m/aRel e,
25,

3my/aRel e,
= clle | — Qo | > 22
PN ( 85, (22)

:pdﬂ-agpmat ¢cnc <

where M. = Meore + Myim 18 the mass of rimmed chondrules, and we obtain,

dp. 37r\/aRe1/4cS
dt 8%,

) pc(ptot - pc); (23)

with
Ptot = Pd + pe = const. (24)

Eq. 22 indicates that sweep up rate of rimmed chondrules is proportional to the mass of them and indepen-

dent of the detail structures of rims. Solving Eq. 23, we can obtain

exp {Amin (ﬁ) } Ptot (25)

Xcd + exp {Amin (%) } ,
Xcdptot

Xcd + exp {Amin (ﬁ) }

Pc =

pd =

with

1/4
Amin = Sﬂ-\/aRe ProtCs X tmirn (27)
8%,

X,q =40 (28)
pc,O

where the elapsed time is normalized by tmin. We checked that when t = 0, p. = pco and pg = pq,o are
satisfied. We also confirmed that when ¢t — oo, p. — ptot and pg — 0 are satisfied. Dimensionless parameter
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Amin expresses the ratio of the timescale of the aggregate growth (precisely, the collisional timescale between
two smallest monomer grains) to that of accretion onto chondrules. When 8 = —3.5, Apin and ¢y, are

scaled as follows:

Amin = 9. 1 -4 ( a ) —7
563 X107 {15 680 g/cm?

1 Xc min 20 max
tAea) (O fmax ) (29)
Xcd 0.1 pm Amin

roo\3/2 » -1
tmin = 2.35 X 107! yr (-——— —
% v (2.5 au) <680 g/ch)

pd 0/pg —1 Qs 2.5 a
N min max _ 1 . 30
(5.0 X 10—3> <0.1 um) ( Gmin ) 30

We note that we do not apply r-dependence of gas surface density and temperature from our gas disk model.

The dependence on r above comes from only stellar vertical gravity (or Keplerian angular velocity). The

mass ratio of the rims (dust particles that accrete onto chondrules) to chondrules core, Myim/Mcore, 1S given

exp {Amin (ﬁ)} -1 (31)
14 L A ()L
+ Xcd eXp min tlnin

The time tyim(€rim) at which chondrules acquire the rims, whose mass ratio to chondrules core is €y, can

as

€rim =

be expressed as

trim €rim 1 1 €rim
() _ 1 146
tmin Amin 1-— )?:3

B 4.17 x 102 yr ( « )*3/4( r )3/2 Xy -1/
N tmin 10—4 2.5 au 680 g/cm?

—1
X 1 rim
Pd,o/Pg cd n + € i (32)
5.0 x 103 1+ Xeg 1— }ﬁ

The mass fraction of rims to chondrule core, €., and time, ¢, are in one-to-one correspondence through
t = trim(€im). In the limit of €, < 1, the rim formation timescale can be approximated as tyim(€rim) =
mcoreérim/pd,oﬂaioAvt(Stc,o), where a.o and St.o are the radius and Stokes number of core chondrules,
respectively.

Figure 5 shows the numerical results, which include dust aggregation by the turbulent motion and the
accretion of dust particles onto chondrules. We fix the initial chondrule density, p.o = 0.005p4, and change
the initial dust density pq,o = 0.50¢,0, pe,0, and 10p.0 (pa,0/pg = 0.0025, 0.005, 0.05, respectively). In Figure
Ha, the size evolutions of aggregates terminate at the certain sizes, but do not in Figure 4a. This difference
between Figures 4a and 5a is instructive for understanding the timescale arguments. At first, dust particles
collide with each other within much shorter timescale than their accretion onto chondrules. However, as
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they grow, collisional timescale between them increases and eventually exceeds accretion timescale. After
that, decrease in the number density of dust particles due to the accretion onto chondrules prevents their
collisional growth so the size evolutions of aggregates terminate in Figure 5a. From Eq. 15 and 26, we
can obtain the following formulae that describe the size evolution of aggregates before their accretion onto

chondrules (see Appendix C for the details of the derivation).

L] (425) ()
(g [t

XedAmin Xeat+1 (aagg/amin < Y)

aagg/amin = (33)

—0.322 1+ X, t
113Y |: ( Xcdd) (tmin)
1.05

() {Xcdﬁxp{/*mm(tmﬁn)}} } (Gags/dmin > Y).

XcaAmin Xeat+1

In Figure 5a, the black dotted lines indicate Eq. 33. Figure 5b shows the evolution of the average filling factor
of aggregates and the black dotted lines indicate Eq. 17. It is found that, although we include the turbulent
motion as the source of collisions between dust particles, Eqs. 33 and 17 derived from dust aggregation only
by the Brownian motion in subsection 3.1 fit well with the numerical results. This supports the fact that the
accretion of dust particles onto chondrules is faster than their further growth by the turbulent motion. For
comparison, we show the result without the turbulent relative velocity between dust particles but including
the accretion onto chondrules for the parameter set of (amin, @max) = (0.05 pm, 2.5 pm) and X.; = 10 (the
brown dashed line in Figure 5). This parameter set is the most significant one because the largest X 4 and
the growth without turbulent motion terminate at the slightly smaller size than the yellow line. We can
also observe in Figure 5 that an increase in the dust density leads to the further growth of aggregates to
the larger final size. Within the halving time of dust density due to sweep up by chondrules (note that this
halving time depends on the initial dust to chondrule mass ratio because rimmed chondrules have enhanced
sweep up rate proportionally to their mass), dust particles with the higher density can grow larger.
However, as shown in Figure 6, the mass of the rims (&im) and the evolution of aggregates (aage and
¢age) have no dependence on the initial dust to chondrules mass ratio. This is because a higher dust density
leads to not only a faster growth of aggregates due to more frequent collisions but also a faster rim formation.

Substituting t.um (Eq. 32) into Eq. 33, we can derive the following equations for aagg:

0.794
1.10 [(ﬁltﬁd) In (14 €rm) }

Gagg/Amin = (34)

(Gagg/Amin <Y)

113y 0822 [ X ) n (14 ey

cdimin

1.05
:| (aagg/amin > Y)7

which are plotted as the black dotted lines in Figure 6a, and (1+X¢q)/(XcqAmin) are independent of pg o and
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pe0 (of cource €y must be lower than X 4). Eq. 34 describes the average aggregate size when chondrules
complete the formation of rims with the mass fraction €, to core chondrules, and it will be used in the
section 4.2 to derive the conditions for the monomer-accretion and aggregate-accretion cases. We can obtain
¢age as a function of €y, by substituting Eq. 34 into Eq. 17, which is plotted by the black dotted lines in
Figure 6b.

3.3. Other B wvalues of the power law size distributions

In this subsection, we evaluate the results with 5 = —4.5 and —2.5, and the dependence on 5. What we
do here are almost the same as what we did in the previous subsections 3.1 and 3.2. First, we consider the
dust aggregation by the Brownian motion and establish the fitting formulae for it, then, include the effects
of the turbulent motion and sweeping up by chondrules and derive the analytically modified fitting formulae.
However, there is an important difference between 5 = —3.5 case and § = —4.5 and —2.5 cases. We define
the new reference time tgingle (Eq. 35) instead of tmin (Eq. 14). We explain on this in the followings.

The most important issue is which end of the size distribution dominates the mass and collisional cross-
section. The mass (or volume) and collisional cross-section for each size bin of the grains population is
proportional to (47/3)a%pmasno(a)a o a®** and ma’ng(a)a o a’*3, respectively. When 3 = —3.5, the
largest grains dominate the mass, while the smallest grains dominate the collisional cross-section. However,
when 8 = —4.5 or —2.5, either the smallest grains or the largest grains dominate both mass and collisional
cross-section. In this case, we can approximate the grain population as almost single size grains if we focus
on the average growth of aggregates. Futhermore, when 8 = —2.5, the scaling law cannot be obtained by
the normalization with api, and i, as shown in Figure 7. We can observe that the tracks of the lines
differ among various size distributions, and they do not collapse into one except during the BCCA-like stage
(Gagg > Amax) in the left panel. We note that this exception exists only when § = —2.5 and is not the general
feature of both —3.0 < 8 < —2.5 and § = —2.5. The reason why the lines collapse when 8 = —2.5 is shown
in Appendix D. Instead of tmin, the elapsed time is normalized by tgingle(a) in the following procedures,

where

1

tsin 1 (a) =

gle
2 Pd 16k, T
dma® X @ X A Tmee(@)

r N3/ > L paolpe N7 a 2.5
=371 x 10 yr (57— ) g — : 35
Y25 an (680 g/cm? 5.0 x 103 1.0 pm (35)

Here, tsingle(a) is the timescale at which the single size monomer grains with the size of a collide with each

other. We compare the results with that obtained from the monodisperse monomer grains (in other words,
with no size range limit).

In the case of § = —4.5, the smallest grains dominate both mass and collisional cross-section, and at the
monomer-aggregation stage, they collide and stick with mostly the same smallest grains. Figure 8 shows the

14



evolution of aggregates for § = —4.5 that are normalized by @min and tsingle(@min). Compared with the case of
B = —3.5 (Figure 4), the slopes of the lines during the monomer-aggregation stage (Gage/Gmin S Gmax/%min)
and during the BCCA-like stage (Gagg/Gmin 2, Gmax/@min) are almost the same and exhibit the slope of
BCCA growth. Moreover, even after entering the BCCA-like stage, the evolutionary paths of both average
filling factor and aggregate size overlap when amayx/@min > 20.0. The reason for this is that, when 8 = —4.5,
the evolution of aggregates is controlled by the aggregates composed of the smallest monomer grains during
the monomer-aggregation stage due to their dominant presence in the grain population. However, we refer
to the growth during @age < amax as the monomer-aggregation stage because there are remaining larger
monomer grains. The monodisperse grains exhibit a faster growth, and the grains with narrower size

ranges, especially amax/amin < 20.0, grow with closer rates. The fitting formulae of the evolutionary paths

of the average aggregate filling factor (¢age) and size (aagg) for monodisperse monomer grains are given as
1.06
aagg/asingle = 0.386 (t/tsingle(asingle)) (36)

and

Pagg = 0.661 (aagg/asinglc)%'%a (37)

where agingle is the radius of the single size monomer grains. The growth trucks are converged by the

following equations when amax/@min > 20.0:
1.06
aagg/amin = 0.0739 (t/tsingle (amin)) (38)

and

=

—1.05
Pagg = 1.96 (aagg/amin) : (39)

From here on, we mainly focus on cases of amax/@min > 20.0. Eq. 39 shows that aggregates in wide size
range cases are more compact than those in monodisperse case (see eq. 37) at the same normalized size due
to the contribution of the larger monomer grains. On the other hand, eq. 39 shows that aggregates in wide
size range cases with 8 = —4.5 are more porous than those with 3 = —3.5 (because 0.903X %65 > 1.96, see
eq. 17) at the same normalized size, since there are less large monomer grains in the grain population in
B = —4.5 cases than § = —3.5 cases. The volume distributions of dust particles for § = —4.5 are shown
in Figure 9. Similar to the case of 3 = —3.5 (Figure 3), the larger grains are isolated longer compared to
the smaller grains (Figure 9a). Compared to Figure 3, the aggregates have much larger total volume than
monomer grains during the monomer-aggregation stage in Figure 9 due to the dominant presence of the

smallest grains when § = —4.5.
If we consider the accretion of dust particles onto chondrules, we have (see Appendix C for derivation),

1.06
(agg/Amin = 0.0739 [(deltj(‘; min)> In (1 + €xim) ] : (40)
15



where

3my/aRe ! peores
Asingle (amin) = ( 5 X tsingle(amin)
g

=

a \3/4 )Y S Xy, Gmi 25
— 2381 x 107" —— : = : 41
81> 10 (10—4) <68O g/cm2> ( Xed ><0.1 ,urn) (41)

These analytically modified fitting formulae are plotted with the numerical results in Figure 10a to check the

validity of our analytical treatments. We can obtain the evolution of the average filling factor by substituting
Eq. 40 into Eq. 39, which is shown in Figure 10b with the numerical results. We use Eq. 40 to derive the

requirement for monomer-accretion case in subsection 4.2.

On the other hand, in the case of § = —2.5, the largest grains dominate both mass and collisional cross-
section. Figure 11 shows the evolution of aggregates for § = —2.5 normalized by @max and tsingle(@max)-
The monodiperse grains show a slower growth, and the grains with the narrower size ranges, especially
Gmax/min < 20.0, grow at closer rates. The fitting formulae of the evolutionary paths of ¢,ge and a,gg for

grains with wider size ranges converge to

aagg/amax = 1.56 (t/tsingle(amax))lo4 (42)

and
Gags = 0.281 (Gage/amax) . (43)

The largest grains grow faster than the monodiperse grains, which were assisted by more porous aggregation
with smaller grains. Eq. 43 shows that aggregates in wide size range cases with = —2.5 are more porous
than those in monodisperse case (see eq. 37) at the same normalized size due to the contribution of the
smaller monomer grains. We note that Egs. 42 and 43 denote the BCCA-like stage (@age 2 @max) and
we must be careful in using these equations (see subsection 4.2). Figure 12 shows the volume distribution
of dust particles for the case of § = —2.5. Similar to the cases of § = —3.5 (Figure 3) and § = —4.5
(Figure 9), monomer grains that are larger than the average size of aggregates remain isolated during the
monomer-aggregation stage (Figures 12a and 12b). In comparison with the case of § = —3.5 and —4.5, the
total volume of aggregates is less than that of isolated larger monomer grains during this stage. Moreover,
more survivability of the grains smaller than the average aggregate size can be observed in Figures 12a and
12b than 8 = —3.5. This is because both small and large grains are incorporated into aggregates through the
collision and sticking with the largest grains having the largest cross-section, and the total of cross-section
is lower when 8 = —2.5 so the capturing of the smaller grains into aggregates is slower.

Then, we include the accretion of dust particles onto chondrules. The analytically modified fitting

formulae are

1+ Xcd ) :| 1.04
Goge/Gmax = 1.56 In (14 €im , 44
gg/ |: ( Xchsinglc (amax) ( ) ( )
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where

3my/aRe!/4 otCs
Asingle(amax) = ( f 3 Prot X tsingle (amax)
g
a \3/4 by —3/4 1+ Xeg a %5
— 8.90 x 102 ( ) __Ze ¢ max : 45
% 10-1 680 g/cm? Xo 1.0 ym (45)

These equations are plotted with the numerical results in Figure 13a to check the validity of our analytical
treatments. The green line with the grain size range of (amin, @max) = (0.002 pm, 2 pm) does not fit Eq. 44
although it seems to asymptote gradually to the black dotted lines. This is because these monomer grains
are too large (or massive) to collide and make aggregates by the Brownian motion before their accretion
onto chondrules. In this case, the large monomer grains survive and accrete onto chondrules as monomer
grains (see subsection 4.2 for more detail discussion). Moreover, Eq. 44 does not fit with the numerical

results during a.ge S @max because previous Eq. 42 denotes only BCCA-like stage during dage 2 Gmax-

These equations can be substituted into Eq. 43 to obtain ¢,ge as a function of €., which is shown in Figure
13b with the numerical results. In the next section (especially in subsection 4.2), we will use the equations
of Gage as a function of €, (Egs. 34, 40, and 44), which include the effect of accretion onto chondrules, to

obtain the requirement for the monomer-accreting and aggregate-accreting rim formations.

4. Discussion

4.1. Setting of the model
4.1.1. Accretion of dust particles onto chondrules

In this study, the first regime of Eq. 5 (Ormel and Cuzzi, 2007) was used for the turbulent motion.
Stokes number of chondrules and Kolmogorov timescale normalized by the turnover time of the largest eddy

(Keplerian timescale Q1 was assumed) are given as follows:

» -1
—2.08 x 107 Qe g 4
Ste =2.08 x 1079, (0.3 mm) (680 g/cm2> ’ (46)
~1/2 D —1/2
St, =Re /2 = 2.39 x 10~ (1(%_4) <680gﬂ/’cm2) . (47)

We use 0.3 mm as the typical radius of chondrules. In a weakly turbulent (o < 10*) and gas rich nebula,
St. < St and our treatment is valid. The fact that Stokes number of chondrules coated with fluffy FGRs is
lower than that of bare core chondrules also validates our treatment. However, Hanna and Ketcham (2018)
found that a positive correlation between core chondrule radii and the volumes of FGRs, which matched
the power law function with an index of 2.5. This correlation corresponds to the second regime of Eq. 5
(St > St,;), indicates a stronger turbulence or a lower gas density. This is because when the second regime
of Eq. 5 is applied, the volume that individual chondrules sweep up in unit time is wa?Av; < a?+/St.., which
5

is proportional to a2.
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We estimate the difference between the first and second regime of the turbulent relative velocity, which

are referred to as

Avg =y/aRe'/*St.c,

a a \3/4 5 A N2
=10.6¢, c J — , 48
¢ (0.3 mrn) (1074) (680 g/cm2> (177 K) em/s (48)
and
Avy o =1.724/ aStccs
‘ 12, o \1/2 > —-1/2 T 1/2
=19.6¢/2 ( de ) — o — 49
"\ 03 mm (10*4> 680 g/cm? TR s (49)
where 6 = 0 in Eq. 5. Using Eq. 46 and 47, the difference between these velocities can be calculated as
—-1/4
A’Ut,l _ 1 ¢i/2( Qe )1/2( « )1/4 Zg / . (50)
Av,  1.85 0.3 mm 10—4 680 g/cm?

Even if FGRs are formed in an environment having stronger turbulence or lower gas density, the difference
between Awv; 1 and Aw 5 should be small (within a factor of 3 for wide parameter ranges) because of weak
dependence among the parameters in Eq. 50. To deal with the second regime (Av;2), we need to solve the
rim structures and chondrule size distribution, which complicates the calculation although the arguments
remain mostly unchanged. Both Awv,; < Avyo and Avy; > Awvgo are possible due to the jump between
the two regimes of turbulent relative velocity (see for example, FIG 1 of Ormel et al., 2008), but when
Ste > Sty), Avgq is larger than Av, o so our calculations overestimate the efficiency of the rim formation and
dust particle would grow larger than our estimates before accretion. We also note that if FGRs are formed
in a nebula with very strong turbulence or very low gas density, then the monomer-accretion is expected to
occur as discussed in section 4.2.

Another assumption on the accretion of dust particles onto chondrules was that we neglected the con-
tribution of dust particles to the collisional cross-section and the relative velocity between chondrules and
dust particles. When the radius of dust particles is smaller than the radius of chondrules, Stokes number of
dust particles is much lower than that of chondrules due to their porous structures, therefore, the turbulent
velocity of dust particles becomes negligible. Furthermore, our main focus is to evaluate if FGRs are mostly
formed via monomer accretion or aggregate accretion. It was observed that the growth stage shifts from
the monomer-aggregation stage to the BCCA-like stage when the average aggregate size becomes compa-
rable to the maximum size of monomer grains, amax. SinNce amax is much smaller than a., our assumption
of the collisional cross-section and the relative velocity is valid in the scope of this study. We note that,
however, neglecting the contribution of dust particles is not always valid especially during BCCA-like stage.
If monomer grains are small enough (e.g. @ < 0.1 um for monodisperse monomer grains when a = 10~*
and ¥, = 680 g/cm?), the final aggregate size can reach > 100 um before accretion, but in such cases, rims
must be formed through the accretion of very porous aggregates.
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4.1.2. Hit-and-stick growth
We assumed the hit-and-stick growth of dust aggregates. Here, we check the validity of this assumption.

The collisional energy, 0.5m1ms (Avgn)” /(my + my), of the Brownian motion is expressed as follows:

T
=311x107" | —— ) 1
3.11 x 10 (177 K) erg (51)

4k, T

Eeonpm =

If this collional energy exceeds the critical rolling energy, Fyon (Dominik and Tielens, 1995), then monomer
grains inside the colliding aggregates rotate and the aggregates start to deform. The critical rolling energy,

E,on is given as

Eron = 67%ya0€ = 2.96 x 107" 7 Cax ; 52
on = 677308 . 25 erg/cm? /) \ 0.01 pm / \ 0.2 nm e (52)

where v = 25 erg/cm? is the surface energy of silicate grains, agr = 0.01 pm is the typical radius of the

smallest monomer grains in our model, and ¢ is the critical displacement with 0.2 nm being its lower limit
(Dominik and Tielens, 1997). As Egonsm < Eion, our assumption that collisions due to the Brownian
motion lead to hit-and-stick growth of the aggregates is valid.

We check the turbulent motion as well for completeness. After aggregates become large enough for the
turbulent motion to be a significant source of the relative velocity (i.e., the turbulent motion exceeds the
Brownian motion), they accrete onto chondrules faster than their further growth. Decrease in the number
density of aggregates terminates the growth of aggregates. So, the turbulent motion cannot be much larger
than the Brownian motion because Stokes number of aggregates do not increase much more. Then, collisional

energy of turbulent motion can be only comparable to or less than the Brownian motion.

4.1.8. Erosion, fragmentation, sputtering and compaction of FGRs

We assumed that dust particles swept by chondrules perfectly accumulate as rims ignoring erosion and
fragmentation of rims. We did not consider the collisions between rimmed chondrules which can lead to
sputtering (Gunkelmann et al., 2017) or compaction (Ormel et al., 2008) of rims. If a ~ 1072, the turbulent
relative velocity of rimmed chondrules can reach > 1 m/s (Eqgs. 48 and 49), so events mentioned above might
occur. The filling factor of rims, ¢;in, is an important parameter which affects the Stokes number of rimmed
chondrules considerably (Eq. 21). If porous aggregates with ¢ngs < 0.01 accrete onto chondrules as rims, the
turbulent relative velocity of rimmed chondrules decreases, which can prevent the above events. However,
much lower ¢,g; does not necessarily mean much lower ¢,i,, because porous aggregates can be compressed
when they accrete onto chondrules. Further more, compound aggregates (Arakawa, 2017; Matsumoto et al.,
2019) composed of rimmed chondrules and matrix aggregates might suffer ejection of chondrules through
collisions (Arakawa, 2017; Umstétter and Urbassek, 2021). This mechanism can be one of the causes of
unrimmed chondrules (e.g Simon et al., 2018). Compaction of rims and matrix might change the fate of
compound aggregates. Although our methodologies are valid even if compaction of rims occurs because
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sweep up rate of chondrules is proportional to the mass of rimmed chondrules as far as the first regime of
the turbulent motion (Eq. 5) can be applied, we must look at carefully what kinds of evolution of chondrules,

rims, and matrix happen in a nebula in the future work.

4.2. Expected structures of FGRs

In this subsection, we obtain the conditions for monomer-accretion and aggregate-accretion cases to
occur. The initial structures of FGRs differ between these two cases (Xiang et al., 2019). First, we consider
the case of 8 = —3.5. Using Eq. 34 and €,im of the observed value in meteorites, we can obtain aagg(€rim ),
the average aggregate size at the time when chondrules acquire the mass of FGRs as observed in meteorites.
If amax < aagg(erim)7 i.e., the average aggregate size already exceeds the maximum size of monomer grains
when chondrules complete rim formation, and in other words, growth timescale of aggregates to the size
of amax is much shorter than the timescale of rim formation, all the monomer grains turn into aggregates
before their accretion as seen in Figures 2 and 3 (aggregate-accretion case). Grains of various sizes are mixed
inside aggregates so FGRs composed of these aggregates display uniform and porous structures (Xiang et al.,
2019). On the other hand, if amax > Gagg(€rim ), 1-€., the larger monomer grains are still isolated (Figures 2
and 3), FGRs show layering, size-coarsening, and compact structures (monomer-accretion case, Xiang et al.,
2019).

We consider the condition for the monomer-accretion and aggregate-accretion cases when § = —3.5.
From the above consideration and Eq. 34 in the regime of aage/amin < Y, the condition for the monomer-

accreting case, amax > aagg(erim), can be transformed into

1 +Xcd 0.794

max/ ®min 1.1 — | In(1 rim )
Gmax/ Cmin > O|:<Xchmin) n(l+e )} (53)

1/0.794 _ 3/4
(G i) /079 > 1.10Y/ ( o ) 3/4 5,
5.63 x 10-4 \10—4 680 g/cm?
Gt —2.5 a —1

(0 1m;m> ( P 1) n (1 €rm)- (54

Then, separating information on the monomer size distribution from that on the others (gas surface density,

turbulent intensity, and rim mass ratio), we finally obtain

f—3.5(amaxa amin) > Q—3‘5<a7 ng €1rim) (55)

where

Qs 2.5 a 1.26 a
— max; @min) = A e S -1 ) 96
s anin) = () () fom ) (56)

5 o —3/4 Zg 3/4
Q73'5(Oé, Eg, Grim) :200 X 10 (W) (68()g/(31112) ln (1 + 6rim) . (57)

20



If Eq. 55 is satisfied, there are isolated large grains when chondrules complete rim formation. Among these
grains, the larger grains make the voids in rims, and the smaller grains or perhaps smaller aggregates pass
through the voids. Layered internal structures of rims with grain size coarsening are achieved. On the other

hand, the condition for the aggregate-accretion case is as follows:

f—3.5(amaxa amin) < Q_3_5(Oé, Ega 6rim)- (58)

If Eq. 58 is satisfied, porous aggregates with the average filling factor obtained from Eq. 17 accrete onto
chondrules. According to the simulation results of Xiang et al. (2019), uniform distributions of monomer
grains in the rims are achieved. We show the values of f_35(@max, @min) in Figure 14 for fixed ap;, and
compare them with Q_3 5(c, ¥y, €1im). We assume €y = 0.4 and ¥, = 680 g/cm?. The rim mass fraction
€im = 0.4 corresponds to the thickness of 0.12 times the core chondrules radius for compact rims. Hanna
and Ketcham (2018) found the slope of 0.11 for the linear fitting on the core chondrules radius and rim
thickness in Murchison meteorite although they also reported that smaller chondrules have relatively thicker
rims. If « is larger (faster accretion due to faster turbulent velocity) or 3, is lower (faster turbulent velocity
due to weaker coupling), the requisite value of f for the monomer-accretion case becomes lower (the decrease
of ¥, has the same effect as the increase of « so we fixed ¥, in Figure 14).

In wide parameter ranges, it might be required that the maximum size of monomer grains should be
larger than 1 um for the monomer-accretion case. If the turbulent intensity is very weak (a = 107°),
Gmax ~ 10 pm is required. We note that there is no or weak dependence of such requirements on the
total solid density and the dust/chondrule mass density ratio (we note that the simplified model of dust
accretion onto chondrules in a turbulent disk was used). However, these parameters control the timescales
of the collisonal growth and the formation of FGRs (Eq. 32). If these timescales are short, then, mixing of
materials between inside and outside the chondrule forming regions is limited. If chondrules were formed in
the regions with significant concentration of solid particles (e.g. Alexander et al., 2008), ¢,im in Eq. 32 would
have been considerably shorter than the Kepler timescale. It was reported that FGRs and the matrix have
similar chemical compositions, hence, they were originated from the same reservoir (e.g. Brearley, 1993).
However, FGRs and the matrix exhibit different presolar grain abundance and alteration degree (e.g. Leitner
et al., 2016; Haenecour et al., 2018; Zanetta et al., 2021). FGRs may have been formed soon after or during
chondrule forming events (e.g. Liffman, 2019). If it is true, we have to consider the formation of FGRs in
the context of chondrule formation.

For other § values, we can derive the conditions for the monomer-accretion and aggregate-accretion

cases in the form similar to Egs. 55 and 58. When § = —4.5, using Eq. 40, the requirement for the
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monomer-accretion case is

1+ Xcd ) :|1.06
Omax/0min >0.0739 | ———————— | In (1 + €4 )
/ |: (Xchsingle (amin) ( )

0.07391/106 o \-3/4 ) Y i 2P
\1/1.06 ( ) 9 min In (1 + €im) - 59
(@umase/ @min) 5 > 5 5= 077 (193 <68O g/cm2) <0.1 um) n(1+ €rim) (59)
We can obtain the final form of the requirement for the monomer-accretion case as
f—4.5(amaxa amin) > Q—4.5(aa Ega 6rim)a (60)
where
s 25 /o 0.943
— max) dmin) = — —= 5 61
f-as(a @min) (0.1 um) (amm) (61)
a \“3/4 by 3/4
(0, 2y, rim) =3.05 x 107 ( ) — 29 ) a1+ em) - 62
@-a.5(0 g, €rim) : 104 680 g/omz ) {1+ cim) (62)
We note again that we consider the cases of amax/@min > 20.
When § = —2.5, we have to be careful in using this argument because we do not have the well-normalized

solution during the monomer-aggregation stage. Eq. 44 only covers the BCCA-like stage. However, what we

obtain here are rough estimates (in principle, timescale comparison), and Eq. 44 works for such a purpose.

The timescale or alternatively €im(t) at which amax/@max ~ Gagg(t)/@max from Eq. 44 is approximately

equivalent to the timescale of the collisions between the largest grains and also the end of the monomer-

aggregation stage. Then, the requirement for the monomer-accretion case is

1+Xcd 1.04
max/ Umax 1.56 1 1 rim )
fma /a wx > [(Xchsingle(amax)) n( e ) :l

3/4
_— )1/1.04 . 1.561/1.04 ( o >_3/4 I /
e/ A 8.90 x 10—2 \10—4 680 g/cm?

a -2.5
_Omax In (1 + i) .
(1.0 um) B (14 erim)

The final form of the requirement for the monomer-accretion case can be obtained as

f—2.5(amaxa amin) > Q—2.5(aa by ) 6rim)v
g

where

=

2.5
Gmax
f*2.5(amaxyamin) - (10 Hm) )

Q-25(a, Xy, €rim) =1.72 x 10" ( @ ) O In (1 + €im) -
: 10—4 680 g/cm?

(65)

(66)

There is no dependency on @iy in f_o.5 because grain populations and dust aggregation are dominated and

controlled by the largest grains, and we compared the collisional timescale between two largest grains and

the timescale of rim formation.
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We show f_4.5(@max; @min) and f_25(@max, @min) in Figure 15. Even if § = —2.5, the condition of
Gmax > 1 pm is required for the monomer-accretion case to occur. We plot the threshold values of apax,
when apiy, = 0.1 pm in Figure 16. The maximum monomer size, ay.x, must be larger than these thresholds
for the monomer-accretion case.

We looked at wide size range cases (Gmax/amin > 20) above. Here, we roughly examine narrower (or
general) size range cases using the single size case. This may be helpful for the reconsideration of the
previous discussions for the wide size range cases. If we assume €., = 0.4, the formation timescale of rims
from Eq. 32 is 177 yr when X.; = 1 and other parameters are the same as those in the denominators in
Eqg. 32. On the other hand, the collisional time between single size monomer grains is 6.55 yr,37.1 yr, and
210 yr for the size of a = 0.5 pm, 1 pum, and 2 pm, respectively, from Eq. 35. Monomer grains smaller than
1 pm quickly coagulate into larger aggregates before accretion onto chondrules in the cases of narrow size
ranges as well. When 8 = —2.5, although the largest grains dominates the grains population, their growth
can be assisted by the porous aggregation of the smaller grains, so the threshold value of the maximum size
of monomer grains larger than 1 pum is required in Figure 16. Moreover, grain size distributions of g = —3.5
and —4.5 have more mass fraction in the smaller grains so larger size of amyax is required.

In the model of Xiang et al. (2019), 8§ = —3.5 was considered, and the larger grains had larger total
volume compared to the smaller grains. These larger grains make the voids the smaller grains can pass
through. However, if we consider simultaneous dust aggregation, the small aggregates already have several
orders of magnitude larger volume compared to the large isolated monomer grains even during the monomer-
aggregation stage (Figures 3 and 9), and might control the overall structures of the rims when 5 < —3.5.
This might diminish the effect of the larger grains, so we infer that —3.5 < [ is necessary for grain size
coarsening. We show our prediction in Figure 17.

If FGRs are mainly composed of nm-size grains, the aggregate-accreting rim formation occurs unless
the turbulent intensity is very high (o > 1073) or gas surface density is very low (due to late stage of
the nebular evolution or large heliocentric distance). We reconsider what observations indicate for grain
size coarsening and layered structures of rims. Metzler et al. (1992) studied fourteen CM chondrites and
confirmed that multi-layered structures of rims are common in this chondrite group. Most of these layered
rims show the chemical difference between inner and outer layers that Fe/Mg ratio increases from inner to
outer layers (but, we note that there are rare exceptions of rims which show the opposite trends in chemical
compositions). Brearley et al. (1999) also reported that inner Mg-rich layers in Murchison meteorite are finer
grained than outer Fe-rich layers. Of course, it is possible that the grain sizes of dust materials were linked
to their chemistry, and the monomer-accreting rim formation processes (Xiang et al., 2019) separated the
grains with different chemical compositions into the inner and outer layers. But another possibility is that
just the chemical composition of dust materials in the neighbor of chondrules changed with time. Zega and
Buseck (2003) suggested episodic accretion of dust onto chondrules. We have to seek the both chemically
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and mechanically consistent rim formation histories, presumably from chondrule formation events if dust to
gas ratio is much higher than the typical solar abundance, in the future work.

During the monomer-aggregation stage, the average filling factor of aggregates is found to be larger than
0.1 for various size ranges if f 2 —3.5 (Figures 4b and 11b). FGRs formed in this stage might have a
filling factor larger than ~ 0.1. However, if the dust growth enters the BCCA-like stage, the filling factor of
aggregates decreases rapidly. When § < —4.5, the smallest grains already enter BCCA growth during the
monomer-aggregation stage so the filling factor of aggregates decreases rapidly even during the monomer-
aggregation stage (Figure 8b). The filling factor of accreting FGRs affects the rim formation processes
and the subsequent growth of chondrules, rims and matrix as discussed in subsection 4.1. Observational
data of the grains size distributions in unaltered FGRs along with their maximum and minimum size will
provide important insights on the environment of FGRs and chondrule formation and the following growth

of chondrules and fine dust grains.

5. Conclusion

In this study, we have investigated the aggregation of polydisperse monomer grains by the Brownian
motion. To solve porosity change, we used the empirical formula given by Okuzumi et al. (2009) based on N-
body simulations, assuming that the volume of voids arising from the hit-and-stick growth is independent of
the size of constituent monomer grains inside the aggregates. Two stages exist in the evolution of aggregates,
the monomer-aggregation stage and the BCCA-like stage. The first monomer-aggregation stage lasts until
the average aggregate size reaches the maximum size of the monomer grains. In the subsequent BCCA-like
stage, the average size of aggregates increases proportionally to the elapsed time, and the average filling
factor of aggregates decreases inversely proportionally to the average aggregate size. We obtained the fitting
formulae (Egs. 15, 17), which allow us to calculate the evolution of aggregates taking the accretion of dust
particles onto chondrules into account for the grain size distribution of = —3.5, which corresponds to the
size distribution of ISM (Mathis et al., 1977). These formulae can be scaled to other nebular environments
through A, (defined in Eq. 27). We also conducted numerical simulations with § = —4.5 and —2.5.
When g = —4.5, the differences between the monomer-aggregation stage and the BCCA-like stage are less
clear compared to when § = —3.5. The growth of aggregates can be approximated by the minimum size
of the monomer grains, but larger grains still affect the evolution. When S = —2.5, the aggregate growth
can be scaled by the maximum size instead of the minimum size. According to Xiang et al. (2019), the
initial internal structures of FGRs are different in the monomer-accretion case and the aggregate-accretion
case. The conditions where the monomer-accretion case occurs were derived from Eqgs. 34, 40, and 44, and
expressed as Eqgs. 55, 60, and 64, which can be used to infer the environment of FGRs and chondrules

formation. In most of scenarios, the maximum size of the power law based grain size distributions of larger
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than 1 pm is required for the monomer-accretion case to occur. As for the slope of the power law grain
size distributions, 5 > —3.5 might be necessary for effective grain size coarsening. Detail observational data
of the grain size distributions in unaltered FGRs with their maximum and minimum sizes might provide
valuable information to infer the formation environment of FGRs and chondrules, along with the coevolution

of chondrules and dust grains.
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Figures

(a) Aggregation of matrix grains (b) Accretion onto chondrule
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Figure 1: Outline of dust aggregation and their accretion onto chondrules. (a) First, polydisperse monomer grains (gray
circle) and their aggregates collide with each other leading to hit-and-stick growth. (b) Then, the isolated monomer grains or
aggregates accrete onto chondrules (orange circle) to form FGRs. If a dust particle has a volume less than twice the largest

grain inside it, we define this largest grain as an isolated monomer grain.
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Figure 2: The fraction of isolated monomer grains as a function of time. The horizontal axis shows the average size of aggregates,

Qagg, which increases with time. The different colors of the curves represent monomer grains with different sizes; 0.1 pm (red),

0.32 pum (violet), 0.5 pm (blue), and 1 pm (green).
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Figure 3: Evolution of the volume distribution for the case of 8 = —3.5 and (@min; @max) = (0.01 pm,1 pm). The volume

distribution of aggregates (blue), monomer grains (green), and all dust particles; that is, aggregates and monomer grains (red)
are shown for each time. The black line indicates the initial distribution of monomer grains. The total volume of dust particles
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chondrules for § = —3.5 . Different colors represent the following different initial conditions: (amin,@max) = (0.01 pm,1 pm)
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and pg,0 = 10pc,0 without dust aggregation by turbulent motion. We fixed the chondrule density, p. = 0.005p4. (a) The black
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Figure 10: (a) average size and (b) average filling factor of aggregate against the rim to chondrule mass ratio €y for 8 =
—4.5. Different colors represent the following different initial conditions: (@min,@max) = (0.05 pm,5 pm) and pgo = pe,0
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fixed the chondrule density, p. = 0.005p4. (a) The black dotted lines indicate Eq. 40. (b) The black dotted lines are obtained
by substituting Eq. 40 into Eq. 39.
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We fixed the chondrule density, p. = 0.005p4. (a) The black dotted lines indicate Eq. 44. (b) The black dotted lines are
obtained by substituting Eq. 44 into Eq. 43.
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figure, and Q_2.5 (Eq. 66); 3.25 x 10! (brown for o = 107%), 5.79 (black for « = 10™%), and 1.03 (gray for « = 1073) in

the right figure, respectively (gas surface density and rime mass fraction are constant, 34 = 680 g/ cm? and €y, = 0.4). The

aggregate-accretion case lies below the dotted lines and the monomer-accretion case is above them.
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Figure 16: Threshold maximum monomer size for the monomer-accretion case when apin, = 0.1 pum. The different colors of

the points indicate different values of ; brown (o = 107%), black (a = 10~4), and gray (o = 1073).
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(a) B = —3.5 pure monomer-accretion (b) B = —3.5 with dust aggregation

880%0 o O O

... @@@ QQ‘

S QD
Small grains Large grains Small aggregates Large grains
Volume < Volume >
‘ Accretion ‘ Accretion
Small aggregates Large grains
Volume <
‘ Accretion
Figure 17: Structures of the rims that are predicted from the volume distributions (Figures 3 and 12). (a) 8 = —3.5 and

pure monomer accretion without dust aggregation. In this case, the larger grains control the overall structure of the rim. The
smaller grains pass through the voids and preferentially accumulate near chondrule surface. Grain size coarsening is observed
(Xiang et al., 2019) (b) 8 = —3.5 with dust aggregation. In this case, the small aggregates in the red circles that are composed
of the smaller grains control the overall structure of the rim. Grain size coarsening might not be observed. (c¢) 8 > —3.5 with
dust aggregation. In this case, the larger grains control the overall structure of the rim (see the volume distribution in Figure

12). Grain size coarsening might be observed.
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Appendix A. Resolution test

Here we show an example of the tests on the accuracy of our numerical simulations for the aggregation
of monodisperse monomer grains by the Brownian motion, which can be compared with the previous work
by Okuzumi et al. (2009). We conduct more accurate simulations with the ratio of 10'/20 between the two
adjacent bins for both mass and filling factor.

Before the comparisons, we need to explain two schemes of the assignments of the new aggregates formed
through the collisions to the bins. The total mass of the new aggregates with the mass of mis = my + mo
and filling factor of @10 = m1a/(Vi + Vo + Vioid)Pmat formed by the collisions between two dust particles
must be assigned to the four adjacent bins of (ml[i12], ¢[j12]), (m[i12 + 1], [i12]), (mli12], #li12 + 1]) and
(mfirz + 1], ¢[j12 + 1]), where m[i1a] < mia < mliza + 1] and @[j12 + 1] < ¢12 < P[j12). We define two

coefficients, hp, 12 and hg 12, as,

B2 =(mlizg + 1] — mi2)/(mlinz + 1] — mfii2]),

hoi2 =(1/¢[j12 + 1] — 1/¢12)/(1/ @12 + 1] — 1/¢[j12]). (A1)

The first scheme, which we used to obtain the main results, distribute the mass m1o of new aggregates into
the four bins as shown in Table. A.1. The second scheme distributes the mass mis of new aggregates the

four bins as shown in Table. A.2. Both schemes preserve the total mass and volume;

hm,1omlire] + (1 = A 12)mlize + 1) =mlitg + 1] — A 12(mfize + 1] — mfir2])

. 10—
:m[im + 1] _ (mnf’i[;m—:‘l] ]_ mnEZl;]) (m[ilz + 1] — m[ilz])
=mi2, (A2)
hgiomiz (1 — hg12)mio LT R A ( 1 1 >
ol Sl +1] ol +1] ol +1] e

e (1/¢[j12+1]—1/¢12>( 1 )
ol +11 2\ 1/l +1] = 1/¢lj] ) \ ez +1]  ¢ln2]

_m
= (A.3)

Then, we compare the results for the case of monodisperse monomer grains. These results can be
compared with the results from Okuzumi et al. (2009), especially their Figure 9. Figure A.la shows the
mass distribution, m? [ N(m, ¢)d¢, of dust particles when ¢ = 10*tpy = 44/2 x 10*tgingle. Okuzumi et al.
(2009) used the different unit time from here, tpo = (ma? X pa/mgr(a) x \/8kyT/mmg(a)) . Although the
less accurate simulations show the increase in mass at the high mass tail, they almost match with the results
from the more accurate calculations and Okuzumi et al. (2009). Figure A.1b shows the evolution of the
average size of aggregates. The numerical differences increase with time, but the differences of a,gs between
the simulations with the higher and lower resolutions are at most around 10 to 20% within the simulation
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time of our study and do not affect our conclusions so much. Moreover, the uncertainties in the gas surface

density and the turbulent intensity in the solar nebula affect much more than such numerical differences.
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Table A.1: The assignment of the mass mi2 of the new aggregates to the four adjacent bins by the first scheme.

Blj12]

olj12 + 1]

mlii2]

him, 12hg 12m[i12]

hm,12(1 = hg 12)m[i12]

m[im + 1}

(1 — him,12)hg 12mliz2 + 1]

(1 = him,12)(1 — hg 12)mliz2 + 1]

Table A.2: The assignment of the mass mi2 of the new aggregates to the four adjacent bins by the second scheme.

Bli12]

olj12 +1]

mlii2]

hm,12hg 12m12

hm,12(1 = hg 12)mi2

mlitz + 1]

(1 = hm,12)he¢,12m12

(1 = hm,12)(1 — hg12)mi2

48




o
100 1010 scheme 1 —— g
10%20 scheme 1 —— © 104
8
1010 scheme 2 --------- g
102 10"20 scheme 2 --------- o
N
© N
7}
< o 10°
]
& 10t 2
2 =)
g 5
% 10° o 102
~ o)
E g
g
108 3
8 10 10"1% scheme 1 ——
% 10"20 scheme 1 ——
1010 £ 10110 scheme 2 -
£
i 2 0 10"20 scheme 2 ---------
- d 10 B
100 102 104 108 108 1010 1012 100 101 102 e po

M/Mgingle Normalized time t/tsingle

(a) mass distribution when ¢ = 10%*tpo = 4v/2 X 104tsir,g1C (b) Average size of aggregates

Figure A.1: Comparison of the results for monodisperse monomer grains. (a) Mass distribution when ¢t = 10%tgg = 4v/2 x
104tsing1e, which can be compared with Figure 9 in Okuzumi et al. (2009). The circles indicate the mass-weighted average

mass, [[ m2N(m, ¢)dmdep/pg. (b) Evolution of the average size of aggregates. The black dotted lines show the fitting formula

in Eq. 36.
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Appendix B. Fitting formulae

Using the nonlinear least-square method, we fitted the numerical results (Figure 4) with exponential
functions. These formulae have two parts; one represents the monomer-aggregation stage and the other
represents the BCCA-like stage. We obtained the fitting formulae listed in Tables B.1 and B.2 from the
results during 10amin < Gage < @max for the evolution of the average aggregate size, and amin < Qagg <
0.4amax for the evolution of the average filling factor, which correspond to the monomer-aggregation stage,
and from the results during 5amax < aage for the evolution of the average aggregate size, and 3amax < Gagg
for the evolution of the average filling factor, which correspond to the BCCA-like stage. We note that
the evolution of the average aggregate size lags behind that of the average filling factor. The formulae for
the BCCA-like stage with various size ranges agreed well with each other. However, the formulae for the
monomer-aggregation stage differed from each other. We have also provided another fitting formulae for
monomer-aggregation stage obtained from the results during 10amin < dage < 100amin for the evolution of
the average aggregate size, and Gmin < Gagg < 20amin for the evolution of the average filling factor (Tables
B.3 and B.4). The later formulae of the monomer-aggregation stage agreed well among different size ranges,
and they were also fitted well with the numerical results (Figure 4). We used the later formulae in Sections
3 and 4 (Egs. 15, 17). The average aggregate size (aags) at the branch points (intersections) were linearly
fitted (Egs. 16 and 18). We compared the numerical results with the fitting formulae in Figures B.1 and
B.2. The fitting formulae were fitted within around 30% differences.
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Table B.1: Fitting formulae for the evolution of the average aggregate size. The formulae for the monomer-aggregation stage is

obtained from the results during 10amin < Gagg < @max, and that for the BCCA-like stage is obtained from the results during

Samax < Qagg -

QAmin Gmax Monomer-aggregation BCCA-like

(pm) (pm)  aagg/@min = A1 (t/tmin)A2 Qagg/Amin = A3 (t/tmin)A4
0.05 1 A =1.44,A5 =0.703 Az =0.246, A4 = 1.05
0.02 1 A1 =1.26, A2 = 0.758 Az =0.192, A4 = 1.05
0.01 1 Ay =1.14, A2 = 0.787 A3 =0.157, A4 = 1.05
0.01 2 A1 =1.04, A> = 0.806 Az =0.143, A4 = 1.05
0.005 2.5 A1 =0.935, A2 = 0.824 A3 =0.112, A4 = 1.04
0.0025 2.5 A1 =0.865, A2 = 0.834 A3 =0.0878, A4 = 1.05

Table B.2: Fitting formulae for the evolution of the average fillig factor. The formulae for the monomer-aggregation stage is
obtained from the results during amin < Gagg < 0.4amax, and that for the BCCA-like stage is obtained from the results during

3amax < Gagg -

Gmin Amax Monomer-aggregation BCCA-like

(pm) (pm)  Pagg = B1 (aagg/amin)32 Pagg = B3 (aagg/amin)B4
0.05 1 B; =0.984, By = —0.502 B3 =3.97,By = —1.07

0.02 1 B1 =0.945, B = —0.459 B3 =6.73,B4 = —1.07

0.01 1 B1 =0.934, By = —0.444 B3 =9.97, B4 = —1.07

0.01 2 B1 =0.935, By = —0.438 B3 =14.7, B4 = —1.07

0.005 2.5 By =0.931, B, = —0.430 B3 =24.4,B4 = —1.06

0.0025 2.5 B1 =0.931, By = —0.427 B3 =35.1,B4 = —1.06
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Table B.3: Fitting formulae for the evolution of the average aggregate size. Here, the formulae for the monomer-aggregation
stage is obtained from the results during 10amin < Gagg < 100a@min, and that for the BCCA-like stage does not change from
that of Table B.1. For the monomer-aggregation stage of (amin, @max) = (0.05pum,1pm) and (0.02um, 1pm), we show the
average values of A1, Ao from the results of (0.01pm, 1pum) to (0.0025um, 2.5um), which were also used in Eq. 15.

Amin Amax Monomer-aggregation BCCA-like Intersection

(H‘m) (Mm) aagg/amin - Al (t/tmin)A2 aagg/amin - A3 (t/tmin)A4 Clagg/amin

0.05 1 A1 =1.10,A2 = 0.794 A3z =0.246, A4 = 1.05 115
0.02 1 A1 =1.10,A2 = 0.794 A3 =0.192, A4 = 1.05 247
0.01 1 Ay =1.14, A2 = 0.787 A3 =0.157, A4 = 1.05 430
0.01 2 Ap =1.12, A2 =0.792 Az =0.143, A4 = 1.05 621
0.005 2.5 A; =1.07, A2 = 0.800 A3z =0.112, A4 = 1.04 1980
0.0025 2.5 A1 =1.08, A3 =0.797 A3 =0.0878, A4 = 1.05 2930

Table B.4: Fitting formulae for the evolution of the average fillig factor. Here, the formulae for the monomer-aggregation stage
is obtained from the results during amin < @agg < 20amin, and that for the BCCA-like stage does not change from that of Table
B.2. For the monomer-aggregation stage of (¢min, @max) = (0.05um, 1pym) and (0.02pm, 1pum), we show the average values of

Bj, Bz from (0.01pm, 1pum) to (0.0025um, 2.5um), which were also used in Eq. 17.

Amin Amax Monomer-aggregation BCCA-like Intersection
(pm) (pm)  Pagg = B1 (aagg/amin)B2 Pageg = Bs (aagg/amin)B4 Gagg/Qmin
0.05 1 B; =0.903, Bo = —0.420 B3z =3.97,By = —1.07 9.76
0.02 1 B; =0.903, B = —0.420 B3 =6.73, B4 = —1.07 22.0
0.01 1 B1 =0.912, B; = —0.429 B3 =9.97, B4y = —1.07 41.7
0.01 2 B1 =0.904, By = —0.421 B3 =14.7, B4 = —1.07 73.5
0.005 2.5 B1 =0.899, By = —0.415 B3 =24.4,B4, = —1.06 167
0.0025 2.5 B; =0.897, B = —0.413 B3 =35.1, B4 = —1.06 289
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Figure B.1: Comparison of the numerical results with the fitting formulae. (a) Average size of aggregates. The colors of the

lines represent the size distributions of the initial monomer grains, similar to that in Figure 4. The vertical axis shows the ratio

of the numerical results to the fitting formulae. (b) Average fiiling factor of aggregates.
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Figure B.2: Comparison of the intersction between the monomer-aggregation stage and the BCCA-like stage with Y (Eq. 16)
and X (Eq. 18).
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Appendix C. Dust aggregation with accretion onto chondrules

Here, we derive Eq. 33. We assumed that the average aggregate size, a,g, is related to the elapsed time

Gagg/ao = C {r®)}°, (C.1)

where C and ( are constants, and 7 is defined as

() = / L. - (C.2)

coll(t/)
For example, during the monomer-aggregation stage for the case of § = —3.5 and without accretion onto
chondrules, the following values were obtained: ag = @min, teoll = tmin, and ¢ = 0.794, respectively (see

Eq. 15). In this case, t.on(t) = const. However, if we consider accretion onto chondrules, teon(t) becomes a

function of time,

teon(t) = ( [Z d{%) teon(0)

Xea + expijcfl(tmi(())) } teon(0) | (C.3)

where we used Eq. 26 and

A 3W\/5Re1/4ptotcs
coll — 82(7

> X tcou(O) . (04)

Integrating Eq. C.2, we obtained

1+Xcd>< " >—<1+X0d>ln Xchrexp{Acon(fiu)}

=C
aagg/ao < Xcd tcoll Xchcoll Xcd +1 ’

which corresponds to Eq. 33.
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Appendix D. Why the lines overlap when 8 = —2.5 during the BCCA-like stage

The average aggregate size a,qe evolves approximately proportionally to ¢ during the BCCA-like stage,

and when —3.0 < S (i.e., when monomer grain population can be approximated by the single size of apax),

Aape t
Ki ~ Cy (tsmgle(amax)> ) (D.1)
According to Egs. 36, 42, and Figure 11a, Cs is a function of amax/@min but almost unity, so we ignore this
dependence here. Then,
a Qmaxbmi t
e (i) @) ®3

If we assume ai-f > aﬁfﬁ in Eq. 14, i, can be approximated as

in

1

—1.5—-8 448
tmin & X a; a (D.3)
dra?. x LABeaas] 16k, T min e
min =y (Gmin) Gmas TMgr (Amin)
and
2.5
amaxtmin amaiﬁ D.4
t 2.5+4" ( ’ )
Qmin single(amax) amin
Only when 8 = —2.5, the dependence on both amin and amax vanishes and @maxtmin/@mintsingle(Gmax) iS

constant. In this case, the growth tracks during BCCA-like stage in t/tmin-Gagg/amin plane (Figure 7a),

which is approximately equivalent to Eq. D.2, collapse into one line.
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